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Abstract

Structural optimization is essential for designing safe, efficient, and durable
components with minimal material usage. Traditional methods for vibra-
tion control often rely on active systems to mitigate unpredictable vibra-
tions, which may lead to resonance and potential structural failure. How-
ever, these methods face significant challenges when addressing the nonlinear
inverse eigenvalue problems required for optimizing structures subjected to
a wide range of frequencies. As a result, no existing approach has effectively
addressed the need for real-time vibration suppression within this context,
particularly in high-performance environments such as automotive noise, vi-
bration and harshness, where computational efficiency is crucial.

This study introduces DeepF-fNet, a novel neural network framework
designed to replace traditional active systems in vibration-based structural
optimization. Leveraging DeepONets within the context of physics-informed
neural networks, DeepF-fNet integrates both data and the governing physical
laws. This enables rapid identification of optimal parameters to suppress
critical vibrations at specific frequencies, offering a more efficient and real-
time alternative to conventional methods.

The proposed framework is validated through a case study involving a
locally resonant metamaterial used to isolate structures from user-defined
frequency ranges. The results demonstrate that DeepF-fNet outperforms
traditional genetic algorithms in terms of computational speed while achiev-
ing comparable results, making it a promising tool for vibration-sensitive
applications. By replacing active systems with machine learning techniques,
DeepF-fNet paves the way for more efficient and cost-effective structural op-
timization in real-world scenarios.
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1. Introduction

Vibration isolation is a crucial aspect of mechanical engineering in various
sectors, including automotive, civil, and aerospace. Uncontrolled vibrations
can cause adverse acoustic disturbances and even accelerate structural dete-
rioration, requiring effective mitigation strategies.

The most widely adopted countermeasures mainly involve passive vibra-
tion isolation systems, with active systems being utilized to a lesser extent
[1, 2, 3]. The former method relies on either the design of the structure itself
or additional isolating devices to block precise exciting frequencies, while the
latter uses actuators to control vibrations. Although relatively easy to design
and implement, passive isolators are usually inefficient at low frequencies and
when addressing broad-band vibrations [1]. Active systems overcome these
limitations, but typically involve higher costs and power demands to gener-
ate the dynamic force needed to counteract the excitation. In addition, they
are more complex due to the incorporation of a control loop, which must be
carefully designed for effective operation [3].

Building upon passive and active systems, a third approach, termed semi-
active vibration isolators, has been introduced as an alternative to fully active
control for certain applications [4, 5]. Semi-active control strategies combine
the reliability of passive devices with minimal energy consumption, while
offering the versatility and performance of fully active systems [3]. These
devices dynamically tune their parameters to adjust their natural frequency
spectrum and filter harmful user-defined frequencies. This process may be
conceptualized as an inverse eigenvalue problem [6, 7], which is character-
istically ill-posed and requires additional constraints to achieve a feasible
solution [8]. Consequently, continuous optimization of the structural param-
eters is necessary at each sampling period defined by the control system.
However, since eigenfrequency-oriented optimization is generally non-linear,
it poses significant challenges for existing numerical algorithms.

To address these complexities, genetic algorithms (GAs), inspired by evo-
lutionary biology [9], have been widely used for their versatility and robust-
ness. For example, Abdeljaber et al. [10] optimized the inner structure
of a rod using finite element (FE) simulations to suppress user-defined fre-
quencies. Madeira et al. [11] employed a GA as the central component of
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a topology optimization framework to increase the first and second eigen-
frequencies of a plate. Although GAs provide accurate solutions to a wide
range of problems, they are often time-consuming since their peculiar nature-
inspired working principle relies on stochastic improvements of the objective
function.

To provide enhanced computational efficiency and performance, more re-
cently, artificial neural networks (ANNs) have been increasingly adopted
for their ability to approximate any function [12]. Among these, physics-
informed neural networks (PINNs) have garnered attention for their resource
efficiency and superior inference capabilities compared to purely data-driven
ANNs [13, 14, 15, 16]. These networks leverage knowledge of the physical
laws and constraints of the problem within the total loss function, thus re-
ducing the number of samples required to train the model and improving the
generalization capabilities. Although they have been shown to be accurate on
the problems on which they are trained, a slight change in the setup necessi-
tates the model to be trained again, which can be a time-consuming process.
Building upon the foundation provided by PINNs, deep operator networks
(DeepONets) offer an advanced approach by accurately learning the under-
lying differential operators associated with eigenfrequency problems. This
allows for enhanced tolerance to variable inputs [17, 18], significantly expand-
ing the potential of neural network models to address diverse and dynamic
conditions compared to conventional methods. Furthermore, as mathemat-
ical surrogates, DeepONets enhance computational efficiency compared to
pure physical models, making them well suited for rapid-response optimiza-
tion in complex problems. The DeepONet framework has been modified by
Molinaro et al. [19] through the development of the neural inverse opera-
tor (NIO). Once trained, this network is capable of identifying the system
parameters of a one-dimensional harmonic wave equation, accommodating
variations in boundary conditions within defined limits. However, the eigen-
frequency under consideration is fixed, which limits the effectiveness of an
algorithm for semi-active vibration isolators. In fact, for optimal perfor-
mance, such algorithms must operate over a broad frequency range, thus
precluding the use of NIOs for this application.

To the best of our knowledge, no existing methods based on DeepONets
have been proposed for use in semiactive vibration isolators. To address
this gap, the objective of this work is to develop an efficient and reliable
model to estimate optimal structural parameters to target a specific un-
wanted frequency. To rapidly identify optimal structural parameters across
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an extensive frequency spectrum, we introduce DeepF-fNet, an innovative
solution that integrates a dual-network PINN within the proprietary SICE4
deployment algorithm. The method was validated against current state-of-
the-art algorithms such as GA to demonstrate the superior performance of
SICE4 in terms of computational speed. This algorithm can be adopted in
fields where a fast response of the noise isolation device is crucial, such as
automotive noise, vibration, and harshness (NVH) [20], acting as a potential
semi-active replacement for fully active systems.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. Section 2 describes
the proposed methodology, detailing the components of the SICE4 deploy-
ment algorithm and the DeepF-fNet framework. Section 3 presents a case
study in which a locally resonant metamaterial forms the basis for the testing
and validation of SICE4, with its performance compared to that of a conven-
tional GA. Finally, section 4 draws out the conclusions from this work and
suggests future developments.

2. Methodology

The proposed framework employs proprietary algorithms, SICE4 and
DeepF-fNet, to determine the optimal structural parameters of a metamate-
rial that allow filtering out a user-specified target frequency.

2.1. SICE4 Algorithm

The SICE4 deployment algorithm is made up of four steps:

1. System input : The algorithm is provided with the desired target fre-
quency f̂ to filter out.

2. Initialization: The input data for DeepF-fNet consist of N dispersion
curves, denoted as fn = fn(κ), where fn signifies the nth eigenfrequency
and κ represents the wave number. Bandgaps, defined as frequency
ranges in which there are no values of fn for any κ, are crucial to
determining the filtering effect against external excitations (see Fig.
1). However, the association between bandgaps and the desired target
frequency to filter is inherently complex, necessitating an initial esti-
mation of the curves fn(κ). The initialization process involves selecting
the initial dispersion curves from a dataset of established spectra. Iden-
tification of a candidate spectrum is achieved by minimizing the mean
squared error between the central frequency of its initial bandgap and
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the target frequency, f̂ . The deviation between these frequencies is
quantified as the shift parameter ∆.

Figure 1: Example of dispersion curves (blue solid lines), with the highlighted bandgaps
(yellow) and the relative average frequencies (red dashed lines).

3. Correction: The parameter ∆ is applied to shift all dispersion curves
in the chosen sample, with the exception of the first, which must be
excluded to avoid creating a gap at 0 Hz and to preserve rigid body
modes. By so doing, the newly established initial bandgap is more
uniformly distributed around the target frequency. Then, to ensure
the physical accuracy of the bandgaps, a second correction factor, Γ,
is introduced. It is defined as the ratio between the minimum value
of the second dispersion curve and the maximum value of the first
dispersion curve within the selected spectrum. The first dispersion
curve is then scaled by Γ to close the artificial bandgap between the
first two dispersion curves created by the shift by ∆.

4. Estimation: The corrected spectrum is then used as input for the
trained DeepF-fNet to compute the optimal parameters.

By adhering to the steps described herein, the trained DeepF-fNet model
can be utilized effectively to determine, in real time, the optimal parameters
of metamaterials designed to exclude a specified frequency. Algorithm 1
presents the most comprehensive iteration of the SICE4 algorithm, in which
the target frequencies are introduced as a time series, thus mirroring the
conditions commonly observed in practical applications.
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Algorithm 1 SICE4 algorithm

1: f
bg

= average 1st bandgap frequencies

2: f̂ = desired frequencies to stop as a vector

3: for t ≤ len
(

f̂
)

do

4: MSE =
1

len
(

f
bg

)

∑len
(

f
bg

)

i=1

(

f
bg
− f̂ [t]

)2

5: ib = argmin (MSE)
6: ∆ = f̂ [t] − f

bg
[ib]

7: new DCn>1 = DC [ib] + ∆
8: Γ = min (new DCn=2) /max (DCn=1 [ib])
9: new DCn=1 = Γ ·DCn=1 [ib]
10: Parameters = IEPS (new DC)
11: end for

2.2. DeepF-fNet Framework

DeepF-fNet is structured through the dual network configuration shown
in Fig. 2: the inverse eigenvalue problem solver (IEPS) and the wave equation
solver (WES). The IEPS is responsible for estimating structural parameters
aligned with a desired frequency spectrum, while the WES is tasked with
computing eigenvectors pertinent to a metamaterial configuration to ensure
adherence to physical accuracy. The framework is named after its bifurcated
architecture: the IEPS models a functional by mapping scalars from the
function set ωn(κ), whereas the WES approximates a function, specifically
targeting the eigenfunction of the given structure.

Both networks of DeepF-fNet are convolutional neural networks (CNNs).
This architecture was chosen for its effectiveness in learning from 2D data
(e.g., matrices). The IEPS takes in the set of N dispersion curves and outputs
the set of structural parameters of the unit cell whose response is the target
spectrum. The WES processes the unit cell generated by the IEPS, which
is discretized into sampling points. At these points, the reconstruction loss
is minimized while simultaneously enforcing the physical laws governing the
eigenfrequency problem. Therefore, the WES must be located after the IEPS
in the processing sequence. The WES output is a set of Ñ mode shapes,
defined as the displacement vectors at the discretization points.

The enforcement of the problem’s physics is achieved by integrating the
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Figure 2: DeepF-fNet architecture

outputs of both models in a physically coherent manner throughout the train-
ing phase. The comprehensive loss function is composed of three distinct
components: a data-driven element, termed the data loss, and two physics-
informed elements, encompassing the partial differential equation (PDE) loss
and the boundary condition (BC) loss. Together, these elements contribute
to the total loss function of the jth network, as depicted in Eq. 1.

L∗

j =
1

Nj,o

Nj,o
∑

i=1

(ŷj,i − yj,i)
2 +

1

NPDE

NPDE
∑

i=1

f 2
PDE +

1

NBC

NBC
∑

i=1

f 2
BC (1)

The first term in Eq. 1 quantifies the reconstruction error between the pre-
dicted output yj,i and the ground truth ŷj,i. This measure is crucial to assess
the accuracy of the prediction compared to the actual data. The second
term refers to the residual fPDE associated with the governing harmonic
wave equation, as referenced in Eq. 2 [21]. This term is integral to enhancing
the learning process by incorporating both the material density ρ and the
elasticity tensor C, which are functions of the structural parameters, along
with the eigenvectors w. Therefore, the PDE loss is necessarily computed on
the basis of the prediction of the WES. Lastly, the third component enforces
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the boundary conditions (BCs) of the PDE through the residual fBC .

4 π2 ρ f 2
n w + ∇ ·

[

C :
1

2

(

∇wT + ∇w
)

]

= 0 (2)

Although data losses pertain to each individual network, the PDE and BC
losses are common to both the IEPS and WES. Consequently, even though
these losses are formulated after the second network, they concurrently in-
fluence the training dynamics of the first network.

During the training phase, the weights of the CNNs are optimized using
the Adam optimizer [22]. This optimizer is responsible for computing and
applying the gradients of the total loss function with respect to the network
weights. To further enhance the training process, a dynamic reduction in the
learning rate is implemented through the ReduceLROnPlateau callback [23]
as the training progresses.

Because the gradients in both networks have different magnitudes, batch
normalization [24] is utilized in conjunction with norm clipping [25] and
dropout [23] to prevent gradient explosion and vanishing.

3. Case Study

The proposed framework was validated through a case study inspired by
the work of Jung et al. [26], involving a locally resonant metamaterial (LRM)
engineered to attenuate vibrations on a steel plate. This case was selected
to rigorously evaluate the effectiveness of the framework in addressing com-
plex vibrational challenges and to demonstrate its applicability to optimize
metamaterial configurations to damp out unwanted frequencies.

3.1. Problem Definition

The unit cell of the examined LRM consists of two main components: a
host structure (HS), which is the primary target for vibration suppression,
and an attachable local resonator (ALR), which serves as the semi-active
medium for vibration isolation (Fig. 3a) [26].

The ALR itself is an LRM, with its design featuring a trichiral honey-
comb structure selected for its proven effectiveness in facilitating bandgap
formation [27, 10, 28, 29]. The isotropic pattern is defined by three indepen-
dent parameters — r, L and s — and the angle θ = atan

(

2r
L

)

(Fig. 3b). The
proposed pattern is two-dimensional. Subsequently, under the assumption
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of a plane-strain condition, it is extruded along the axis perpendicular to its
plane to achieve a three-dimensional form. In order to have a robust geome-
try of the ALR pattern, the three independent parameters are subjected to
compliance constraints (Eq. 3). These conditions are imposed during data
generation and are monitored during training, to prevent the formation of
self-intersecting or degenerate geometries.











r >
s

2
L

2
> r +

s

2

(3a)

(3b)

The height of the HS (along the y-axis shown in Fig. 3a) was fixed at
0.8 mm, while its width (along the y-axis) was optimized based on the width
ratio between the resonator and the underlying plate, crucial for effective vi-
bration isolation. Proper spacing creates destructive interference for certain
frequency ranges of interest, improving vibration reduction without exces-
sively adding mass, as noted by Claeys et al. [30].

The LRM unit cell is periodically extended in both the left and right
directions, as shown in Fig. 3c. The geometric boundaries of the LRM unit
cell are defined by four dimensions, expressed in Eq. 4.

wALR = nH · 3L

cos(θ)

hALR = nV ·
√

3L

cos(θ)

wHS = 2.5wALR

hHS = 0.8mm

(4a)

(4b)

(4c)

(4d)

In this context, w and h indicate width (along the x-axis shown in Fig. 3a)
and height (along the y-axis shown in Fig. 3a), respectively. To derive Eqs. 4a
and 4b, the unit cells of the ALR have been grouped into regular hexagons,
where the parameters nH and nV denote the number of hexagonal clusters
repeated along the horizontal and vertical directions, respectively. In this
study, nH = 5 and nV = 9, creating resonators with balanced dimensions
across both axes.

The mechanical properties of the ALR depend on the geometric param-
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(a) (b)

(c)

Figure 3: LRM geometry: (a) unit cell, (b) ALR’s unit cell and (c) periodic arrangement

eters shown in Eq. 5 [29].

ρALR

ρ
=

2√
3

( s

L

)

[

1 + 4π
3
·
(

r
L

)

1 + 4
(

r
L

)2

]

EALR

E
=

4√
3

( s

L

)3
[

3
2

cos2
(

π
6
− θ

)

+ 4 sin2(θ) + cos2
(

π
6

+ θ
)

]

νALR =
√

3

[

sin
(

π
6
− θ

)

cos
(

π
6
− θ

)

+ sin
(

π
6

+ θ
)

cos
(

π
6

+ θ
)

cos2
(

π
6
− θ

)

+ 4 sin2(θ) + cos2
(

π
6

+ θ
)

]

(5a)

(5b)

(5c)

In this context, ρALR, EALR and νALR are the effective density, elastic mod-
ulus, and Poisson’s ratio of the ALR, respectively, while ρ and E are the
corresponding properties of the bulk material. The bulk material properties
of ALR and HS are reported in Tab. 1.
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ρ [kg/m3] E [GPa] ν [−]

ALR: PA12 nylon 1010 1.215 -
HS: C30 steel 7850 212 0.29

Table 1: Relevant bulk material properties of the LRM

The robustness of the LRM model is grounded in the validity of the
Floquet-Bloch theorem (Eq. 6 [31]), where w0 is the amplitude of a generic
harmonic wave, while wn,κ is the ΩR-periodic, space-dependent displacement
function. This function depends on the considered nth harmonic component
and the κth wave number.

{

w0 (x) = wn,κ (x, κ) e−i κ x ∀x ∈ ΩR

wn,κ (x− d) = wn,κ (x) ∀x ∈ ∂ΩR

(6a)

(6b)

Furthermore, ΩR represents the periodically repeating domain of length d
along the x axis (in this case study, d = wHS). This domain reflects the
uniquely defined primitive cell in the reciprocal space, also known as the first
Brillouin zone, whose analysis suffices to characterize the wave propagation
properties throughout the periodic medium [31].

Three boundary conditions are applied:

• Floquet periodicity on the left and right edges of the HS. This condition
enforces the periodicity of the LRM unit cell according to Eq. 7 [21].

wright = wleft · e−i κwHS (7)

• Displacement and force continuity at the interface between the HS and
the ALR.

• Traction-free surfaces on the remaining boundaries.

As already mentioned in section 2, the WES model takes in a discretized
geometry to compute the eigenvectors. In this case study, the LRM was
divided into 51 sampling nodes defined by the parametric grid represented
in Tab 2. Here, the top row refers to the coordinate x, while the left column
refers to the coordinate y. The number inside each cell represents the label
of the corresponding node. Blank cells mean that no node is present at that
location.
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−wHS

2
−wALR

2
−wALR

4
0 wALR

4
wALR

2
wHS

2

hHS + hALR 47 48 49 50 51

hHS + 5hALR

6
42 43 44 45 46

hHS + 2hALR

3
37 38 39 40 41

hHS + hALR

2
32 33 34 35 36

hHS + hALR

3
27 28 29 30 31

hHS + hALR

6
22 23 24 25 26

hHS 15 16 17 18 19 20 21
hHS

2
8 9 10 11 12 13 14

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7

Table 2: List of the parametric nodal coordinates. the top row refers to the coordinate x,
while the left column refers to the coordinate y. The number inside each cell represents
the label of the corresponding node. Blank cells mean that no node is present at that
location.

The DeepF-fNet parameters defining the architecture, the optimizer setup,
and the weights of the loss functions for this case study are summarized in
Tabs. 3, 4, and 5. Each row of the IEPS input corresponds to a specific

IEPS WES
Input size 10 × 40 81600 × 2
Output size 3 × 1 81600 × 1

Convolutional layers 3 2
Convolutional filter size 3 × 3 2 × 2

Stride 1 1
Padding same same

Max pooling size 2 × 2 −
Fully connected layer size 160 × 1 20 × 1

Table 3: DeepF-fNet architecture

eigenfrequency of the dispersion curves, while each column corresponds to a

division of the wave number range
[

− π
wHS

, π
wHS

)

. Thus, the i-th row specifies

the i-th eigenfrequency, and the j-th column specifies the j-th division within
the given range. The size of the WES input and of its output is chosen to
effectively apply the PDE residual. In the two-dimensional domain, each of
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IEPS WES
Initial learning rate 10−3 10−2

Minimum delta 10−10 10−16

Reduction factor 0.5 0.5
Patience 1 1

Table 4: Reduce on plateau settings for Adam optimizer

IEPS WES
Data Loss 108 1012

PDE Loss 10−14 10−14

BC Loss 10−12 10−12

Table 5: Weights of the loss functions

the 51 nodes has two displacement components: u and v. These compo-
nents must be calculated for all n and κ, resulting in 400 different scenarios
(computed as 10 n · 40 κ). Due to the Floquet-Bloch theorem, both real
and imaginary parts of these displacement components must be considered.
This results in a total of 81600 nodal displacements, which constitute the
WES output. The calculation of these displacements is derived as follows:
51 nodes, each with 2 displacement components (for u and v), are evaluated
in 10 different scenarios (variable n) and 40 wave numbers (variable κ), with
both the real part and imaginary part considered, hence multiplication by 2.
Consequently, the input is made up of coordinate pairs (x, y) corresponding
to the nodes, structured as a vector of dimensions 81600 × 2.

Regarding the remaining network parameters, a dropout rate of 0.5 is ap-
plied to prevent overfitting, while norm-clipping is enforced with a threshold
of 1 to stabilize gradient updates. The activation function used in the hidden
layers is the hyperbolic tangent (tanh), with a linear activation function in
the output layer to support continuous value predictions. Standardization
incorporates a bias term ǫ = 10−7 for numerical stability, according to the
batch normalization technique proposed in Ref. [24] . The dataset comprises
2000 samples, divided into 1000 for training, 501 for validation, and 499 for
testing. A mini-batch size of 40 is employed over 40 epochs to optimize
network learning.
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3.2. Dataset Generation

The dataset used to train, validate, and test the framework was generated
through FE simulations. MATLAB® served as a scripting interface to set
up and solve models in COMSOL®, based on a set of randomly selected
independent structural parameters (that is, r, L and s) between 0.04mm
and 4mm. The two packages communicate with each other through the
LiveLink® server.

The structure was modeled as a junction of two rectangular domains (that
is, ALR and HS, according to Eq. 4) with the respective material properties
defined by Eq. 5 and Tab. 1.

The domain was discretized using a physics-controlled mesh of size Finer

(that is, the third most refined mesh out of nine levels [21]). The element
count for this mesh type varies according to the absolute size of the gener-
ated geometry, while maintaining a nearly constant refinement level. This
mesh size was selected on the basis of a convergence study, providing an op-
timal balance between computational cost and solution accuracy. Triangular
elements with second-order integration were used [21].

The mode shapes for any discrete wave number K ∈
[

− π
wHS

, π
wHS

)

were

determined by a linear eigenfrequency study, where the unforced undamped
structure is governed by Eq. 2 [21]. The adopted default solver was ARPACK,
with a manual eigenfrequency search method, which features the following
settings:

• Desired number of eigenfrequencies (i.e., N): 10

• Search for eigenvalues around : 1Hz (default)

• Eigenfrequency search method around shift : closest in absolute value

The boundary conditions described in subsection 3.1 were implemented. In
addition, combinations of parameters that do not comply with the constraints
described in Eq. 3 were discarded.

The pseudo-code describing dataset generation is reported in Algorithm
2.

The dataset encompasses the following data pertinent to each simulation:

• Structural Parameter Labels : These parameters define the numerical
simulations and are compared to the IEPS predictions to calculate the
data-driven loss component.
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Algorithm 2 Data generation

1: Define the dataset size
2: Define a range for the structural parameters
3: for j ≤ size do
4: parametersj = random (range)
5: if constraints (parametersj) == True then
6: save parametersj → IEPS labels
7: construct sampling grid using parametersj
8: run Comsol® Multi-physics® study with parametersj
9: save eigenfrequencies ∀n and ∀κ → dispersion curve
10: save displacement field @ sampling grid ∀n and ∀κ → WES labels
11: end if
12: end for
13: export the constructed tensor as Dataset

• Ground-truth Dispersion Curves : Arranged in an N ×K matrix, these
numerical dispersion curves are utilized within the IEPS framework.

• Mode Shape Labels : Represented as N ·K eigenvectors w, these mode
shapes are compared with WES predictions to enforce the physics-
informed loss.

3.3. Results

The DeepF-fNet framework training process is shown in Figs. 4 and 5.
In Fig. 4, the data loss is compared between the training and validation sets,
while Fig. 5 presents all components of the total loss functions, including the
total losses. All loss functions and associated components decrease, and the
IEPS validation loss converges much sooner than the corresponding WES.
Although showing a small drop in the plot, the IEPS shows a final MSE
with respect to the labeled data of 2.74 · 10−8m2, corresponding to a root
mean square deviation of the estimated parameters of 0.166mm. Regarding
WES, the MSE of the labeled data amounts to 1.40 · 10−15m2, equivalent
to 0.0374µm of the root mean square deviation of the nodal displacements.
Despite being a very small deviation, it is common for this LRM to manifest
maximum displacements of the order of 10−1 ÷ 10−4 µm, indicating a quite
scattered behavior of the error. The compliance conditions (Fig. 5e) are
violated for some combinations of parameters, but it was empirically observed

15



0 10 20 30 40
Epoch

10-8

10-6

10-4

M
S
E

[

m
2
]

Training
Validation

(a) IEPS

0 10 20 30 40
Epoch

10-14

10-12

10-10

M
S
E

[

m
2
]

Training
Validation

(b) WES

Figure 4: Training and validation losses of the IEPS and WES, computed with respect to
the labeled data

that these outliers do not compromise the consistency of the predictions of
the trained network.

To validate the IEPS it is crucial to plot the dispersion curves associated
with the predicted parameters versus the actual ones that the network took
in. For this purpose, a sample was collected from each of the three splits
and fed to the trained model. The predicted parameters were then prompted
to the FE solver of the direct problem to obtain the associated dispersion
curves. The comparison between the two sets of curves can be observed in
Fig. 6 and Tab. 6. Although not all curves are well approximated by the
IEPS model, a common feature is the good accuracy of the position of the first
bandgap, typically between the 2nd and the 3rd eigenfrequency. It can also be
noted that the prediction of the higher eigenfrequencies shows a prominent
error with respect to the input dispersion curves: the spectral bias of the
high-frequency components is not uncommon in PINNs for inverse problems
[18, 16], but since the widest bandgap has been empirically observed to be
at the lowest frequencies, it does not affect the reliability of SICE4.

The same graphic validation can also be performed for the WES model.
The geometry taken in by the model and the material properties are con-
structed with the ground-truth parameters, and then the predicted eigenvec-
tors are compared with the FE solution. Figs. 7 and 8 represent an example
of a low-frequency and a high-frequency eigenvector, respectively. By com-
paring Figs. 7 and 8, it can be observed that low-frequency eigenvectors are
reproduced with greater accuracy than their high-frequency counterparts.
Observing the real parts of the displacements in Fig. 8, the field appears
down-scaled relative to the ground truth of the FE. Although scaled eigen-
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Figure 5: Total IEPS and WES loss functions with their physics-informed components,
calculated on the training dataset

vectors remain valid solutions to the eigenvalue problem mathematically, the
WES is trained to reconstruct them based on labels that maintain a fixed
scale. Therefore, the spectral bias introduced by the IEPS also has a non-
negligible effect on the WES, leading to inaccurate results above the 3rd

eigenfrequency.
After validation, DeepF-fNet was then tested as part of the SICE4 al-

gorithm. As already mentioned in subsection 2.1, the SICE4 algorithm is
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Figure 6: Graphic validation of the IEPS model with input dispersion curves coming from
the validation (a,b), test (c,d), and training (e,f) splits

necessary to efficiently estimate structural parameters starting from the user-
defined frequency to dampen. The first test of the algorithm was a simulated
time series of target frequencies to stop, which is important to evaluate the
ability to dynamically adjust the parameters. The simulated signal passes
from 250Hz to 750Hz, and then back to 500Hz with transients having dif-
ferent speeds. The fictitious time window is 2 s with a sampling frequency
of 150Hz, resulting in 300 target frequencies. Gaussian noise (mean: 0Hz,
standard deviation: 100Hz) was added to render the signal more realistic.
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True Predicted Error

r [mm] 0.800 0.762 4.75 %
(a) L [mm] 2.28 2.29 0.439 %

s [mm] 0.560 0.658 17.5 %
r [mm] 0.800 0.910 13.8 %

(b) L [mm] 3.92 3.81 2.81 %
s [mm] 1.36 1.29 5.15 %
r [mm] 0.800 1.02 27.5 %

(c) L [mm] 3.60 3.53 1.94 %
s [mm] 0.360 0.342 5.00 %
r [mm] 1.24 1.09 12.1 %

(d) L [mm] 3.32 3.55 6.93 %
s [mm] 0.200 0.245 22.5 %
r [mm] 0.800 0.785 1.88 %

(e) L [mm] 3.24 3.31 2.16 %
s [mm] 1.32 1.37 3.79 %
r [mm] 0.800 0.775 3.13 %

(f) L [mm] 3.12 3.02 3.21 %
s [mm] 1.48 1.27 14.2 %

Table 6: Numerical comparison between the IEPS ground truth and predicted structural
parameters. Each table is referenced to the corresponding dispersion curves in Fig. 6

The target frequencies to stop and the corresponding optimal parameters
estimated by the SICE4 algorithm are represented in Fig. 9. The sensitivity
of each parameter to achieving varied targets can be studied by examining
which signal demonstrates the highest noise level among the three parame-
ters at each frequency plateau. The small variations at low frequencies are
driven mainly by L, while the same variations at high frequencies are driven
by s. This effect can be interpreted with knowledge of the two different
mechanisms of bandgap formation [28]:

• Low frequencies: the resonance of the ligaments of the ALR lattice
is dominant, and because the ligaments themselves can be approxi-
mated as encastered beams, the length of the beam L is notoriously
the parameter most influencing the eigenfrequencies.

• High frequencies: the chiral deformation mechanism is dominant,
which means that the circles of the lattice rotate antisymmetrically.
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Figure 7: Graphic validation of the WES model for each component of the eigenvector
identified by n = 1 and κ = −30.1 rad

m
. The real (a, b) and imaginary (c, d) components

of the horizontal displacement field, and the real (e, f) and imaginary (g, h) components
of the vertical displacement field are shown

This rotation stretches the ligaments, which therefore vibrate longitu-
dinally; hence, the natural frequency is governed by the cross-sectional
area. Since the out-of-plane depth is constant, the remaining dominant
parameter is the thickness of the ligaments s.
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Figure 8: Graphic validation of the WES model for each component of the eigenvector
identified by n = 7 and κ = −0.989 rad

m
. These are the horizontal displacement field, (a,b)

real and (c,d) imaginary part, and the vertical one, (e,f) real and (g,h) imaginary part.

The second test involved comparing the performance of SICE4 with that
of a genetic algorithm (GA) to estimate the optimal parameters of the unit
cells to filter out a single target frequency of 200Hz. The GA used in this
work is based on the work of Sayin [32]. This comparison is crucial because
it highlights the advantages of the proposed method relative to the current
state-of-the-art. The optimal parameters identified by the algorithms were

21



0 0.5 1 1.5 2
Time [s]

0

200

400

600

800

f̂
[H

z
]

(a)

0 0.5 1 1.5 2
Time [s]

0

1

2

3

4

P
a
ra
m
et
er
s
[m

m
]

r

L

s

(b)

Figure 9: Simulation of application of the SICE4 algorithm to a real world time series with
(a) being the input of target frequencies and (b) the corresponding estimated structural
parameters

used to generate the corresponding dispersion curves using FE simulations.
The analysis presented in this work focuses on the first three dispersion
curves, that is, it focuses on the first bandgap (Figs. 10a and 10c). As can

GA SICE4

r [mm] 0.968 1.12
L [mm] 3.72 3.76
s [mm] 1.46 1.23

CPU time [s] 7690 0.0157

Table 7: Comparison between the GA and the SICE4 results

be observed in Tab. 7, the optimal parameters predicted by both methods
are almost identical, with the resulting bandgaps reflecting this similarity
(Figs. 10a and 10c). However, in terms of computational speed, the SICE4
algorithm far outperforms GA, achieving a performance 5 · 105 times faster
than the other algorithm. This significant advantage is primarily due to the
fact that the most time-consuming phase, i.e., the training of the DeepF-
fNet, is performed offline and therefore does not affect the computation time
during optimization.
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Figure 10: Application of the SICE4 and GA algorithms to the single target frequency of
200Hz, showing (a,c) a zoom on the first three eigenfrequencies of the dispersion curves
and (b,d) the LRM unit cell with the optimal parameters

4. Conclusions

In this work, we have introduced a new framework, DeepF-fNet, which
uses DeepONet and physics-informed neural networks for structural opti-
mization in vibration isolation. By incorporating physical laws into training,
DeepF-fNet reduces data requirements and improves accuracy in various sce-
narios, offering a significant computational advantage. The SICE4 algorithm,
developed to complement DeepF-fNet, enables real-time predictions by im-
plementing a prediction-correction approach, delivering results up to 500 000
times faster than traditional methods like genetic algorithms. This compu-
tational speed and adaptability suggest strong potential for use in real-time
systems, especially in applications demanding rapid optimization, such as
automotive semi-active vibration isolation systems.

The framework was validated with a case study on locally resonant meta-
materials, demonstrating accuracy in predicting low-frequency dispersion
curves and mode shapes, and confirming its superior computational speed
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compared to classical optimization. Although spectral bias at higher eigen-
frequencies presents a limitation, further refinement through Fourier neural
operators [33, 34] is proposed to improve predictions for multi-bandgap tar-
gets.

Future improvements will also include dataset expansion and experimen-
tal validation. Increasing dataset diversity would strengthen model robust-
ness at different frequency ranges. Experimental validation, such as modal
analysis on a sensorized steel plate with ALRs, is recommended to confirm
numerical predictions. This validation would assess model accuracy and prac-
tical applicability, marking a crucial step in advancing DeepF-fNet and SICE4
for deployment in complex, resource-constrained environments.
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