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Graphical abstract. (a) Traditional P-TPMSs under periodic nodal representation. P-TPMSs exhibit isolated connected components at low 
relative density and isolated holes at high relative density. The density range within which TPMSs do not have any additional connected 
components or isolated holes is referred to as the effective relative density range (EDR). (b) The EDRs of P-TPMSs can be extended, 
resulting in extended P-TPMSs. (c) Both traditional P-TPMSs and extended P-TPMSs can be utilized for designing heterogeneous porous 
models through the assignment of expected density fields or by employing topology optimization techniques. (d) When generating a porous 
model with high-density variations using traditional P-TPMSs, isolated connected components and isolated holes are observed. Conversely, 
such phenomena are not observed when using extended P-TPMSs. Moreover, in topology optimization, the porous model generated using 
extended P-TPMSs exhibits higher stiffness than the one generated using traditional P-TPMSs.                                                                                                                                           
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Highlights

Persistent Homology-Driven Optimization of Effective Relative Den-
sity Range for Triply Periodic Minimal Surface

Depeng Gao, Yuanzhi Zhang, Hongwei Lin

1. This study proposes a method for calculating and analyzing effective
threshold ranges and effective relative density ranges of TPMSs from a
topological perspective using persistent homology.

2. New representations of TPMSs using B-spline functions are introduced,
providing greater controllability compared to traditional TPMSs.

3. A new topological objective function is formulated to extend the effec-
tive relative density ranges of TPMSs while maintaining the similarity
to the initial structures.

4. The experiments show that the extended TPMS demonstrates better
performance in high stiffness model design compared to the original
TPMS.
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Abstract

Triply periodic minimal surfaces (TPMSs) play a vital role in the design of
porous structures, with applications in bone tissue engineering, chemical en-
gineering, and the creation of lightweight models. However, fabrication of
TPMSs via additive manufacturing is feasible only within a specific range of
relative densities, termed the effective relative density range (EDR), outside
of which TPMSs exhibit unmanufacturable features. In this study, the per-
sistent homology is applied to theoretically calculate and extend the EDRs
of TPMSs. The TPMSs with extended EDRs are referred to as extended
TPMSs. To achieve this, TPMSs are converted into implicit B-spline repre-
sentation through fitting. By analyzing the symmetry of TPMSs, a partial
fitting method is utilized to preserve the symmetry and enhance fitting preci-
sion. A topological objective function is modeled based on the understanding
of topological features, resulting in extended TPMSs that possess extended
EDRs while maintaining a high degree of similarity to the original TPMSs.
Experimental validation confirms the effectiveness of the approach in extend-
ing the EDRs of TPMSs. Furthermore, the extended TPMSs demonstrate
superior performance in porous model design and topology optimization com-
pared to their original counterparts. The extended TPMSs with increased
EDRs hold promise for replacing traditional TPMSs in applications that re-
quire porous structures with varying densities.
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1. Introduction

The advent of additive manufacturing (AM) has revolutionized the pro-
duction of complex structures, enabling the creation of designs that were
previously unattainable with traditional subtractive manufacturing meth-
ods. Porous structures have gained significant attention in the AM commu-
nity due to their potential for achieving high strength-to-weight ratios and
specific surface area, factors that are critical for applications in aerospace,
medical, and chemical engineering. Although chemical methods like foaming
have been commonly used for fabricating porous structures, AM offers the
advantage of precisely controlling the pore features of the final model through
combining computer-aided design methods [1]. Therefore, designing complex
porous models that exhibit desired physical properties, such as relative den-
sity and pore size, while ensuring their manufacturability is a meaningful
issue. Among the various structures used for porous models, Triply Periodic
Minimal Surfaces (TPMSs) have gained prominence due to their remarkable
biological and mechanical performances. TPMSs possess smooth structures,
self-supporting characteristics, and a small storage footprint, making them
increasingly popular in the design of modern porous models.

Although TPMSs have found wide application, some types have limited
ability to achieve a continuous variation in relative density from 0 to 1, which
negatively impacts their performance in various applications. The TPMSs
represented by implicit functions ϕ = c divide the space into two separate
parts, and the part {(x, y, z) | ϕ(x, y, z) ≤ c} can be used to represent a solid
structure [2, 3, 4]. Figure 1 shows that the relative density of the solid struc-
ture increases with higher values of c. For small values of c (Figure 1(b)), the
porous structure consists of multiple connected components. Conversely, for
large values of c (see Figure 1(e)), isolated holes appear within the porous
structure. The isolated connected components lack support, and the iso-
lated holes impede the discharge of the waste liquid during manufacturing,
making the porous model unmanufacturable. The range of c values without
additional connected components and isolated holes is defined as the effec-
tive threshold range (ETR). Since the relative density is monotonically
related to the threshold, the corresponding range of relative density values
for the ETR is called the effective relative density range (EDR).

Porous structures with a wider EDR provide a broader range for design-
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Figure 1: Rod P-TPMS structures (ϕP ≤ c) under different threshold c. (a) Rod P-TPMS
with c = −1.1. (b) The porous structure has numerous connected components when
c = −1.15. (c) Rod P-TPMS with c = 1.1. (d) The porous structure has no isolated holes
when c = 1.1. (e) The porous structure has an isolated hole when c = 1.2.

ing. Figure 2(a) illustrates the design of a porous model using P-TPMS,
showing a continuous density range from 0.1 to 0.9. However, this range ex-
ceeds the EDR of P-TPMS, resulting in numerous connected components on
the left side and isolated holes on the right side of the model. Consequently,
the manufacturing of this porous model is not feasible. Figure 2(b) demon-
strates the use of P-TPMS in topology optimization to generate a porous
model with a volume constraint of 0.2. However, since the volume constraint
of 0.2 falls beyond the EDR of P-TPMS, it becomes impossible to obtain an
optimized model that can be manufactured. In conclusion, using a porous
with broader EDR enables the design of a porous model with a more ex-
tensive range of density variation. Furthermore, enlarging the EDR of the
porous can extend the solution space in the topology optimization problem,
resulting in a solution that are closer to the optimum [5].

Some studies have noticed the above phenomenon of TPMSs and limited
the threshold range of TPMSs in the design of porous models [2, 6, 7]. Xu
et al. [6] discussed and presented the ETRs and EDRs for different TPMSs.
However, they did not provide a theoretical calculation method for the ETRs
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(a) (b)

Figure 2: Heterogeneous P-TPMS models. (a) From left to right, the relative density of
the model gradually increases from 0.1 to 0.9. (b) A porous model obtained by setting the
target volume ratio to 0.2 in topology optimization.

and EDRs. Li et al. [7] introduced a penalty function to the TPMS of G-type
to remove additional connected components and isolated holes in situations
of low and high relative density, respectively. However, this method cannot
directly extend to other types of TPMSs. Therefore, building upon the above
studies, this study proposes a theoretical calculation method for EDRs and
ETRs from a topological perspective using persistent homology. Addition-
ally, the EDRs of TPMSs are extended while maintaining the underlying
structures of the initial range, thereby improving their performance in model
design. Firstly, the EDRs and ETRs of TPMSs are analyzed and calculated
using persistent homology. Next, TPMSs under periodic nodal represen-
tations are converted to implicit B-spline function representation through
fitting. Subsequently, the symmetries of TPMSs are analyzed, and a partial
fitting method is employed to preserve cubic symmetry and improve fitting
precision. Lastly, a novel topological objective function is formulated to ex-
tend the EDRs while maintaining the similarity of the optimized structures to
the initial structures, resulting in extended TPMSs. The main contributions
of this study are as follows:

1. This study proposes a method for calculating and analyzing ETRs and
EDRs of TPMSs from a topological perspective using persistent homol-
ogy.

2. New representations of TPMSs using B-spline functions are introduced,
providing greater controllability compared to traditional TPMSs.

3. A new topological objective function is formulated to extend the EDRs
of TPMSs while maintaining the similarity to the initial structures.

4. The experiments show that the extended TPMS demonstrates better
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performance in high stiffness model design compared to the original
TPMS.

The structure of this paper is organized as follows: Section 1.1 reviews re-
lated works on the heterogeneous porous model design. Section 2 provides an
introduction to B-spline functions, persistent homology, and TPMSs. Next,
Section 3 explains the method for generating the extended TPMSs. Sec-
tion 4 presents experimental results that demonstrate the effectiveness of the
method. The study concludes with a summary in Section 5.

1.1. Related work

The mechanical and biological performance of a porous model is signifi-
cantly influenced by its density distribution, highlighting the importance of
controlling this distribution. A porous model with varying relative densities
and morphologies of pores at different spatial locations is referred to as a
heterogeneous porous model.

One method to design heterogeneous models involves controlling the thresh-
old c in the implicit equations ϕTPMS = c of TPMSs. Several studies have
replaced the constant threshold c with a spatially varying threshold field
to achieve heterogeneous porous structures [8, 9, 10]. Feng et al. inves-
tigated the relationship between the threshold and anisotropy [11]. Hu et
al. designed the threshold field guided by the density distribution of free-
form models [2]. Another approach involves designing porous structures with
different densities and using interpolation methods to smoothly transition
and stitch them together to form a model [12, 13, 14]. Although these two
methods can effectively generate heterogeneous porous models, the density
distribution of the designed models always mimics natural structures.

The topology optimization method provides theoretical guidance for de-
signing the density distribution of heterogeneous porous models. The aim
of topology optimization is to find the optimal material distribution that
achieves the best performance under given boundary conditions. Using the
homogenization method [15] allows for deriving the mathematical relation-
ship between density and the homogenized elasticity tensor of TPMSs, en-
abling the direct application of TPMSs in topology optimization models [15,
4, 16, 17]. Li et al. used TPMSs to optimize the thermal and mechanical
compliance of the porous model, which significantly improved its perfor-
mance [18]. Hu et al. proposed an equivalent method to predict the elastic
modulus of TPMSs and established a topology optimization model based
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on isogeometric analysis to enhance the stiffness of free-form models [19].
Montemurro et al. introduced a numerical method to predict the equiva-
lent thermal conductivity tensor of TPMSs and subsequently integrated it
with the Solid Isotropic Material with Penalization method to improve the
thermal conduction efficiency of the porous model [20].

In the aforementioned methods for designing heterogeneous models, the
density field is crucial in controlling the performance of the model. Given a
basic porous structure as the microscopic unit, designing a porous model is
largely equivalent to designing the density field. A porous structure with a
larger Effective Design Range (EDR) provides a larger design domain for the
density field, thus offering a greater range for designing models to achieve
better performance.

2. Preliminaries

2.1. Trivariate B-spline function

Let T = {t0, t1, . . . , tm−1} be a non-decreasing sequence of real values,
and it is referred to as the knot vector. The i-th B-spline basis Bi,p(u) of
degree p is defined based on T using the deBoor-Cox formula [21].

A B-spline function of degree p is defined by:

C(u) =
n−1∑
i=0

Bi,pCi, 0 ≤ u ≤ 1, (1)

where Ci is the i-th control coefficient, a real value, and n is the number of
control coefficients.

Similarly, a trivariate B-spline function of degree (pu, pv, pw) can be
defined as a tensor product using the following expression:

C(u, v, w) =
nu−1∑
i=0

nv−1∑
j=0

nw−1∑
k=0

Rijk(u, v, w)Cijk.

Rijk(u, v, w) = Bi,pu(u)Bj,pv(v)Bk,pw(w),

(2)

where Rijk is referred to as the blending basis function.
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2.2. Topology-aware optimization

Persistent homology [22, 23] is a power tool for inferring topological fea-
tures of different scales from a discrete space that is filtered by a real-valued
function. In this study, a porous structure is represented by an implicit func-
tion, which serves as the real-valued function to induce a sublevel filtration.
Additionally, the space is discretized into a cubical complex to optimize the
topological features of the porous structure.
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Figure 3: Explanation of persistent homology. (a) A cubical complex with the function
defined on it. (b) A persistence diagram records the persistent pairs. (c) A persistent
barcode and cubical complexes (marked in yellow) in the filtration. At time 0, there are
two connected components (0-dimensional topological features) in the corresponding un-
derlying space. At time 1, the two connected components merge into one, and one of
them disappears. Therefore, it corresponds to the point (0, 1) in the persistence diagram
and the second line segment in the persistence barcode. At time 1, a loop appears in
the underlying space (1-dimensional topological feature), which disappears at time 2, cor-
responding to the point (1, 2) in the persistence diagram. Because there is always one
connected component in the underlying space, the point (0,∞) exists in the persistence
diagram.

k-cubes (κk) are the fundamental elements defined as the Cartesian prod-
uct of k unit intervals in Euclidean space, such as 0-cubes (vertices), 1-cubes
(line segments), and 2-cubes (squares). A cubical complex K is a collection
of k-cubes, where the intersection of any two cubes is either empty or a com-
mon face of both. The union of all cubes in K forms its underlying space S.
Computational homology [24] has proposed methods to compute the topo-
logical invariants of a cubical complex K, known as the homology group. The
d-th homology group Hd(K) encodes topological information of dimension d.
The rank of Hd(K), called the k-Betti number βd(K) indicates the number of
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homological classes in the k-dimension. From an intuitive but not rigorous
perspective, the β0(K), β1(K), and β2(K) represent the number of connected
components, loops, and cavities in the underlying space, respectively.

Let f be a real-valued function defined on S. The value of a k-cube is
the maximal value among all its vertices (0-cube), that is defined as:

f(κk) = max
κ0∈κk

f(κ0). (3)

The cubical complex Kt
f is induced by Kt

f = {κ ∈ K | f(κ) ≤ t}. The
sublevel filtration Kf is defined as the collection of cubical complexes Kt

f for

all t in R. It is a nested sequence of cubical complexes that satisfy Kti
f ⊆ Ktj

f

for all ti < tj, where ti, tj ∈ R. Since the number of cubes is finite in
practical applications, the filtration consists of a finite number of complexes.
Assuming a topological feature (homological class) appears in complex Kb

f

and disappears in Kd
f , persistent homology tracks the ”birth” and ”death”

of this topological feature and pairs them as a persistent pair (b, d). All the
persistent pairs in d-dimensional space are encoded as a collection of intervals
called d-dimensional persistence barcodes (see Figure 3(c)). Alternatively,
they can be represented as a multiset of points in R2 called d-dimensional
persistence diagram (PD) (see Figure 3(b)).

Each topological feature is associated with a simplex that generates it
and another simplex that terminates it. The topological inverse mapping
proposed in [25] realizes the mapping from the persistent pairs to the sim-
plexes. The topological inverse mapping πf defines the corresponding simplex
pair for a given persistent pair (b, d) on PD as follows:

(σ, τ) = πf (b, d), σ, τ ∈ K. (4)

Therefore, the persistent pair (b, d) can be written as (f(σ), f(τ)). Further-
more, from Equation 3, there exists a 0-simplex κ0 such that f(σ) = f(κ0).
Therefore, a persistent pair can be further mapped to a pair of 0-simplexes:

(κb
0, κ

d
0) = π̃f (b, d). (5)

Assuming that the topological objective function Ltop is defined on the
persistence diagram, and f defined by the parameter family α, the partial
derivative ∂Ltop/∂α can be calculated through the inverse mapping π̃f . As
mentioned in prior work by [26, 27, 28], the real-valued function f can be
optimized by the objective function. However, it is essential to establish
guidelines for defining a rational topological objective function and identify-
ing a significant function f to induce filtration.
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Table 1: Nodal approximations of TPMSs presented in [19].

Type Nodal approximations
P ϕP (x, y, z) = [cos(ωxx) + cos(ωyy) + cos(ωzz)] /0.9 = C
D ϕD(x, y, z) = [cos(ωxx) cos(ωyy) cos(ωzz)− sin(ωxx) sin(ωyy) sin(ωzz)] /0.6 = C
G ϕG(x, y, z) = [sin(ωxx) cos(ωyy) + sin(ωyy) cos(ωzz) + sin(ωzz) cos(ωxx)] /0.9 = C

I-WP
ϕI−WP (x, y, z) = {2[cos(ωxx) cos(ωyy) + cos(ωyy) cos(ωzz) + cos(ωzz) cos(ωxx)]

−[cos(2ωxx) + cos(2ωyy) + cos(2ωzz)]}/2.5 = C

2.3. Triply periodic minimal surface

TPMSs are algebraic surfaces represented by implicit equations. Typi-
cally, TPMSs are represented using periodic nodal surfaces defined by Fourier
series [19]:

Φ(r) =
∑
k

F (k) cos 2πk · r− α(k) = 0, (6)

where k represents the reciprocal lattice vectors, α(k) denotes the phase shift,
and F (k) is an amplitude associated with a given k-vector. High frequency
items in Equation 6 are truncated to generate commonly used formulas in
porous model design. The nodal approximations of several TPMSs presented
in [19] are listed in Table 1.

Table 1 reveals that when ωx = ωy = ωz = 1, TPMSs exhibit a periodicity
of 2π in all three directions. The TPMS structure within the domain [0, 2π]3

is referred to as a complete unit, while the structure within the range [0, π]3

is called a half unit. For convenience in discussions, the periodicity of all
TPMSs in all three directions is set to 2π in the subsequent sections.

To manufacture TPMSs, solid TPMSs can be represented by the following
equations using the implicit function ϕTPMS [2]:

• Rod type: ϕTPMS ≤ c,

• Pore type: ϕTPMS ≥ c,

• Sheet type: −c ≤ ϕTPMS ≤ c,

where c is referred to as the threshold. The threshold c can be replaced with
a function c(u, v, w) to create a heterogeneous porous structure with various
density distribution within the space.
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3. Expansion and calculation of EDRs in TPMSs

This section introduces the method for calculating and extending the
EDRs of TPMSs. In Subsection 3.1, persistent homology is used to analyze
and calculate the EDRs and ETRs of TPMSs. Subsection 3.2 introduces the
conversion of TPMSs into an implicit B-spline representation. To enhance
fitting accuracy and preserve the cubic symmetry of TPMSs, Subsection 3.3
improves the fitting method described in Subsection 3.2. Subsection 3.4 pro-
poses the topological objective function for extending the EDRs of TPMSs,
resulting in extended TPMSs.

3.1. Topological Analysis of TPMSs

In this subsection, the P-TPMS of Rod-type {ϕP ≤ c} is taken as an
example to analyze the impact of the threshold on its topological structures.
This analysis method is also applicable to Pore-type and Sheet-type TPMSs.

As mentioned in Section 2.2, when given a real-valued function f , the
topological variation of the set {(u, v, w)|f(u, v, w) ≤ t} can be tracked using
persistent homology. In this case, the function ϕP is used as a substitute
for the function f to induce a filtration. The ”birth” and ”death” of 0-
dimensional and 2-dimensional topological features are then recorded in a
persistence diagram, as shown in Figure 4.

Given a set of k-dimensional persistent pairs{(bki , dki )}
Mk−1
i=0 , it can be re-

ordered based on different rules:

• Descending order based on the death time: {(bk,−i , dk,−i )}Mk−1
i=0 .

• Ascending order based on the birth time: {(bk,+i , dk,+i )}Mk−1
i=0 .

As illustrated in Figure 4, there are several persistent pairs that overlap
at (b0,−1 , d0,−1 ), which correspond to the connected components as shown in
Figure 1(a). All the 0-dimensional topological features excepted one are died
when c = d0,−1 . Therefore, there is only one connected component in the
Rod P-TPMS when c ∈ [d0,−1 ,+∞). Similarly, isolated holes appear when
c ∈ [b2,+0 , d2,+0 ), and there are no isolated holes when c ∈ (−∞, b2,+0 ).

As the threshold c increases, more material appears in the Rod P-TPMS.
When c is small, there is only a small volume of material, making it more
prone to isolated connected components. When c is large, due to the presence
of a large volume of material, isolated holes will form. For TPMSs, it is often
true that d0,−1 < b2,+0 , which means that there is always a threshold range
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Figure 4: 0-dimensional and 2-dimensional persistence diagrams of the Rod type P-TPMS.

where the porous structure has no isolated holes and only one connected
component. Notably, although there may still be certain threshold ranges
where c < d0,−1 or c ≥ b2,+0 , and isolated holes and additional connected
components do not exist in the porous structure, the porous structure at
these moments is either void or approximates a solid cube. Therefore, in the
following discussion, only the interval [d0,−1 , b2,+0 ) is considered as the ETR of
the Rod TPMS. The relative density of the Rod TPMS increases with the
growth of the threshold c. The EDR corresponding to the ETR is denoted
by [ρmin, ρmax].

The same discussion is applicable to the Pore type and Sheet type TPMSs
using the following transformations:

ϕTPMS ≥ c ⇐⇒ −ϕTPMS ≤ −c.

−c ≤ ϕTPMS ≤ c ⇐⇒ |ϕTPMS| ≤ c.
(7)

It is important to note that there is a specific situation for the G-TPMS
structure. Due to the periodic nature of TPMSs, if there is an isolated
connected component in a complete unit, there will typically be the same
isolated connected components in the other units. These connected compo-
nents correspond to repetitive persistent pairs in the persistence diagram.
However, the isolated connected component (see Figure 5(b)) in a complete
unit of G-TPMS will be connected to solid materials of another unit during
splicing. Therefore, the spliced G-type porous structure will have only one
connected component (see Figure 5(b)) and one non-overlapping persistent
pair in the corresponding persistence diagram (see Figure 5(a)). The isolated
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connected component that exists within a single unit but disappears during
the splicing of units is referred to as a non-repetitive isolated connected
component. Additionally, isolated holes only form within the units or at the
splicing boundary, and there are no instances of eliminating isolated holes
during splicing. Consequently, there are no occurrences of ”non-repetitive
isolated holes”.

joining surface

��
�,−

��
�,−

��
�,+

ETR

�0

�2

Non-repetitive isolated 
connected components

(a) (b)

Figure 5: (a) Persistence diagram of Rod G-TPMS. (b) There is always only one non-
repetitive isolated connected component in a porous structure jointed by units.

Although the non-repetitive isolated connected components cannot be
manufactured due to their small size in the spliced porous structure, they
should not be considered in the calculation and expansion of ETRs and
EDRs. Therefore, the ordering rules of the persistent pairs are changed.
Note that in a TPMS formed by at least two unit cells joined together in
each direction, a non-repetitive isolated connected component corresponds
to a non-overlapping persistent pair in the persistence diagram. Conversely,
other types of isolated connected components correspond to an overlapping
persistent pair. To ignore the effect of non-repetitive isolated connected
components, if more than ς persistent pairs are present within a neighborhood
of radius ε, then it participates in the sorting of the persistent pairs. The ε
is set to 0.1 and the ς is set to 1 in the subsequent discussions. As explained
in Figure 5(a), due to the absence of any other 0-dimensional persistent pairs
within the neighborhood of two persistence pairs, they are not involved in

12



the ordering of persistence pairs.
In conclusion, the calculation of ETRs of TPMSs can be realized using

persistent homology. Given the ETRs [cmin, cmax] of TPMSs, the porous
structures correspond to the sets {ϕTPMS ≤ cmin} and {ϕTPMS ≤ cmax}
can be converted into tetrahedral meshes using the marching tetrahedron
method [29]. Subsequently, the relative density ρmin and ρmax of these two
porous structures can be approximated by dividing the volume of the corre-
sponding tetrahedral mesh by the volume of the design domain. The density
range [ρmin, ρmax] is the resulting EDRs of TPMSs.

3.2. Implicit B-spline representation of TPMSs

There is a corresponding relationship between the EDRs and ETRs of
TPMSs. Therefore, the EDRs can be extended by extending the ETRs. As
shown in Table 1, expansion of the ETRs can only be achieved by adjusting
the periodicity of TPMSs in three directions. However, the limited adjustable
parameters (periodicity in three directions) hinder the achievement of the
desired result.

B-splines are effective tools for representing complex geometric objects.
Gao et al. [26] demonstrated the ability of B-spline functions to represent
complex porous structures by utilizing them to interpolate a discrete dis-
tance field of a binary porous structure. The trivariate B-spline function is
employed as a new representation of TPMS by approximating a complete unit
of the original TPMS. Subsequently, the control coefficients of this B-spline
function can be optimized to extend the ETR.

Given a TPMS structure ϕTPMS = c with a periodicity of 2π in each
direction, an S × S × S number of data points are sampled from the func-
tion ϕTPMS. Specifically, positions {(xi, yi, zi)}S

3−1
i=0 are selected with equal

intervals in the three directions within the range [0, 2π] × [0, 2π] × [0, 2π].
These positions are then substituted into the function ϕTPMS to calculate
the values {ξi}S

3−1
i=0 for fitting. The set of parameters corresponding to these

data points is {( xi

2π
, yi
2π
, zi
2π
)}S3−1

i=0 . Finally, the fitting problem is formulated
as follows:

min
Cijk

S3−1∑
i=0

|C(
xi

2π
,
yi
2π

,
zi
2π

)− ξi)|2 (8)

C(u, v, w) =
nu−1∑
i=0

nv−1∑
j=0

nw−1∑
k=0

Rijk(u, v, w)Cijk.
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In three-dimensional scenarios, where the number of data points is sub-
stantial, the least squares progressive-iterative approximation (LSPIA) algo-
rithm [30] is used to solve the fitting problem due to its fast convergence
speed and minimal memory usage.

3.3. Preservation of symmetry

Solid TPMSs are cubic symmetric systems, which maintain the proper-
ties of TPMSs under transformations of coordinates such as reflections and
rotations. This characteristic significantly reduces the computational burden
of TPMSs in topology optimization [18]. However, fitting errors disrupt the
symmetries of TPMSs, although the B-spline function used in Subsection 3.2
approximates TPMSs well. On the other hand, accurately approximating
TPMS units requires numerous data points, leading to increased compu-
tational burden. In this section, a partial fitting method is introduced to
address these two issues.

By considering the rotation and reflection invariance of TPMSs, a com-
plete unit of TPMS can be represented using a smaller unit. For example, a
P-TPMS with a period of 2π in all three directions is defined as:

ϕP (x, y, z) = cos x+ cos y + cos z = c. (9)

Let ϕP |[0,2π] be the function that restricts function ϕP to the domain [0, 2π]3.
The following holds for all x ∈ [π, 2π], and y, z ∈ [0, π]:

ϕP |[0,2π](x, y, z) = cos x+ cos y + cosz

=cos(2π − x) + cos y + cosz

=ϕP |[0,π](2π − x, y, z).

(10)

Equation 10 applies equally to situations where y ∈ [π, 2π] and z ∈ [π, 2π].
A reflection function ηX is hereby defined:

ηX(x) ≜

{
x, 0 ≤ x ≤ X

2X − x, X < x ≤ 2X.
(11)

To simplify, (ηX(x), ηX(y), ηX(z)) is denoted as ηX(x, y, z) in the following
discussions. A complete P-TPMS unit can be generated using a half unit as
follows:

ϕP |[0,2π](x, y, z) = ϕP |[0,π](ηπ(x, y, z)). (12)

14



The periodicity of TPMSs allows for representing the structure of the
entire space with one complete unit. A translation function ιX is defined as
follows:

ιX : R → [0, 2X)

x 7→ x− 2X⌊ x

2X
⌋.

(13)

To simplify, (ιX(x), ιX(y), ιX(z)) is denoted as ιX(x, y, z) in the following dis-
cussions. Subsequently, a P-TPMS structure with any size can be generated
using a half unit (representing the structure within [0, π]3):

ϕP (x, y, z) = cos x+ cos y + cosz

=cos(ιπ(x)) + cos(ιπ(y)) + cos(ιπ(z))

=ϕP |[0,2π](ιπ(x, y, z))
=ϕP |[0,π](ηπ ◦ ιπ(x, y, z)).

(14)

Instead of fitting the data points sampled from [0, 2π]3 as illustrated in
Subsection 3.2, the data points sampled from [0, π]3 can be fitted to obtain the
implicit B-spline representation CP (u, v, w) of the P-TPMS. Subsequently,
the P-TPMS under implicit B-spline representation within the whole space
is defined by reflecting and translating. It is important to note that the
parametric domain of CP (u, v, w) is [0, 1]3, corresponding to the P-TPMS
located in [0, π]3. Therefore, the period in each direction of the P-TPMS
under implicit B-spline representation is 2. A P-TPMS function FP defined
in R3 can be constructed using the same approach as Equation 14:

FP (x, y, z) =FP |[0,2](ι1(x, y, z))
=FP |[0,1](η1 ◦ ι1(x, y, z))
=CP (η

1 ◦ ι1(x, y, z)).
(15)

Equation 15 shows that a TPMS represented by a B-spline function can be
obtained by fitting a half unit of this TPMS. The computational burden
is reduced because fitting a smaller structure requires fewer data points.
Additionally, the function ηX denotes reflection. As a result, the new P-
TPMS fucntion FP , as defined by Equation 15, is unchanged by reflection.
The errors induced in approximations do not affect the symmetry of the
P-TPMS under implicit B-spline representation.
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3.4. Generation of extended TPMSs
After obtaining TPMSs represented by B-spline functions, the objective

of this subsection is to optimize the control coefficients of the B-splines to
extend the ETRs and EDRs while preserving the original TPMS structure
as much as possible.

To achieve this, a topological objective function that aims to optimize
the ETRs and further extend the EDRs is established. It should be noted
that when the porous structure, which is spliced by 2× 2× 2 complete units,
does not have any additional connected components or isolated holes, due to
periodicity, the structure spliced by this unit in the entire space will also not
have any additional connected components or isolated holes. Therefore, the
topological features of 2×2×2 units are calculated, which corresponds to the
original P-TPMS function ϕP |[0,4π] and the new P-TPMS function FP |[0,4]. If
there are no isolated holes and additional connected components within the
[0, 4]3 domain, then the porous structure in the entire space will also not
have any additional connected components or isolated holes. Consequently,
in the following discussion, FP |[0,4] is used as a real-valued function to induce
filtration for computing the topological features of TPMSs.

One intuitive method to extend the ETRs is by setting a loss function as
follows:

L0 = −(b2,+0 − d0,−1 ). (16)

Although this loss function can extend the ETR in the experiments, it is
difficult to achieve convergence. This is because there are no restrictions on
the expansion of the ETR, which results in solutions that deviate signifi-
cantly from the original TPMS structure. Therefore, an upper bound on the
expansion is needed to be imposed.

Assuming that the ETR of the original TPMS is [c0min, c
0
max], the length

of the ETR is l0 = c0max − c0min. The ETR is aimed to be extended to
[c0min − µl0, c

0
max + µl0] ≜ [cmin, cmax], where µ ∈ R+ is the expansion ratio.

Then, the loss function can be defined as follows:

Ltop = (d0,−1 − cmin)
2 + ( b2,+0 − cmax)

2. (17)

In addition to extending the ETR, another goal is to make the extended
TPMS as similar as possible to the original TPMS within the original ETR
{c0min ≤ ϕP ≤ c0max}. Let the set {c0min ≤ ϕP ≤ c0max} be denoted by A. The
loss function to maintain the similarity is defined as follows:

Lsim =

∫
D
(CP (u, v, w)− ϕP (πu, πv, πw))

2 · XA(πu, πv, πw)dω, (18)
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where D is the parametric domain [0, 1]3, and XA is the indicator function
defined by:

XA(u, v, w) =

{
0, (u, v, w) /∈ A
1, (u, v, w) ∈ A.

(19)

Due to the inability to obtain an accurate expression of XA, a B-spline
function is employed to approximate it. I × I × I points are sampled with
equal intervals within D to generate a set {(ui, vi, wi)}I

3−1
i=0 . Then, the cor-

responding values form a set {XA(πui, πvi, πwi)}I
3−1

i=0 . These data points
are also fitted using the LSPIA algorithm to obtain a B-spline function
gA(u, v, w). The loss function can be approximated as follows:

L̃sim =

∫
D
(CP (u, v, w)− ϕP (πu, πv, πw))

2 · gA(u, v, w)dω. (20)

The final loss function is defined as:

L = (1− α)Ltop + αL̃sim, (21)

where α is the weight.
Using the topological inverse mapping π̃FP

introduced in Equation 5, the
0-simplices can be obtained as follows:

(σ0
1, τ

0
1 ) = π̃FP

(b0,−1 , d0,−1 )

(σ2
0, τ

2
0 ) = π̃FP

(b2,+0 , d2,+0 ).
(22)

It should be noted that τ 01 and σ2
0 are 0-simplices, corresponding to vertices

in R3, so they can be directly substituted into the function for calculation.
Based on the topological inverse mapping, the derivative of the loss function
Ltop is derived as follows:

∂Ltop

∂Cijk

= 2(d0,−1 − cmin)
∂d0,−1

∂Cijk

+ 2( b2,+0 − cmax)
∂b2,+0

∂Cijk

= 2(d0,−1 − cmin)
∂FP (τ

0
1 )

∂Cijk

+ 2( b2,+0 − cmax)
∂FP (σ

2
0)

∂Cijk

= 2(d0,−1 − cmin)
∂CP (η

1 ◦ ι1(τ 01 ))
∂Cijk

+ 2( b2,+0 − cmax)
∂CP (η

1 ◦ ι1(σ2
0))

∂Cijk

= 2(d0,−1 − cmin)Rijk(η
1 ◦ ι1(τ 01 )) + 2( b2,+0 − cmax)Rijk(η

1 ◦ ι1(σ2
0))
(23)
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The derivative of the loss function L̃sim can be calculated as follows:

∂L̃sim

∂Cijk

= 2

∫
D
(CP (u, v, w)− ϕP (πu, πv, πw))

· gA(u, v, w) ·Rijk(u, v, w)dω,

(24)

where Rijk(u, v, w) is the blending basis function.
Finally, the optimization of the loss function L can be carried out using

the adaptive gradient descent method [31] based on Equation 23 and Equa-
tion 24. The optimized function FP represents an implicit porous structure,
which is referred to as an extended TPMS.

4. Implementation and experiments

The proposed design method is implemented using the C++ program-
ming language and tested on a PC with a 2.90 GHz i7-10700 CPU and 16
GB RAM. This section presents the effectiveness of the proposed method
and provides experimental details.

4.1. Errors under the parametric representation

In Section 3.2, the TPMSs are converted from a periodic nodal represen-
tation to an implicit B-spline representation using a partial fitting. Conse-
quently, it is necessary to discuss the errors between these two representa-
tions.

From a visualization perspective, as illustrated in Figure 6, there is no
significant difference between solid structure {ϕTPMS ≤ c} and {FTPMS ≤ c},
where ϕTPMS and FTPMS represent the periodic nodal representation (see
Table 1) and implicit B-spline representation (see Equation 15), respectively.

In Section 3.3, the half unit of TPMS is fitted and then the symmetry
and periodicity of P-TPMS are utilized to obtain a P-TPMS under implicit
B-spline representation that extends throughout the entire space. This ap-
proach reduces fitting errors compared to fitting the complete TPMS unit
and then using periodicity to define a function across the entire space. These
two fitting methods are referred to as the partial fitting method and the
complete fitting method, respectively. The Mean Square Error (MSE)
for both fitting methods under varying numbers of control coefficients is pre-
sented in Table 2. The MSE decreases as the number of control coefficients
increases. Furthermore, the MSE of the partial fitting method is lower than
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(a) (b) (c)

(d) (e) (f)

Figure 6: Comparison of Rod TPMSs under implicit B-spline representation and periodic
nodal representation. The first row shows TPMSs under periodic nodal representation,
while the second row shows TPMSs represented by B-spline functions. (a) and (d) demon-
strate G-TPMSs. (b) and (e) demonstrate D-TPMSs. (c) and (f) demonstrate I-WP-
TPMSs.

the complete fitting method when the same number of control coefficients is
used. Although increasing the number of control coefficients can reduce the
MSE, it also increases the computational complexity. Therefore, consider-
ing that the fitting error is sufficiently small in the partial fitting method,
10 × 10 × 10 control coefficients are used in the following experiments to
balance both factors.

In conclusion, the error between the implicit B-spline representations and
periodic nodal representations of TPMSs is extremely small. Additionally,
the proposed symmetry-preserving method can effectively reduce the error.

4.2. Optimization results

In this subsection, the effectiveness of the proposed method is demon-
strated by comparing the extended TPMSs with the original ones.

The ETR for the Rod P-TPMS, represented by ΦP ≤ c under peri-
odic nodal representation, is [−1.113, 1.105]. The corresponding EDR is
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Table 2: The mean squared errors (1e-6) of fitting periodic nodal TPMSs.

Complete fitting method Partial fitting method
8× 8× 8 10× 10× 10 12× 12× 12 8× 8× 8 10× 10× 10 12× 12× 12

P-type 1906.10 433.44 105.85 129.48 18.78 5.29
D-type 9684.09 301.17 137.30 263.60 36.75 11.47
G-type 619.15 253.41 45.24 22.99 9.93 4.81

IWP-type 2304.19 792.97 84.56 8.31 2.47 0.26

�0

�2

�0

�2

(a) Persistence diagram (c) � = 0.0 (d) � = 1.2(b) � =− 1.2

Figure 7: Optimization of Rod P-TPMS. The first row is the solid P-TPMS {ϕP ≤ c}
under periodic nodal representation. The second row is the extended P-TPMS represented
by a trivariate B-spline function after optimization. The blue arrows in the PDs represent
the ETRs.

[0.207, 0.776]. When c < −1.113, the P-TPMS exhibits multiple connected
components as depicted in Figure 7(b). Similarly, isolated holes appear
in the solid structure when c ≥ 1.105 (see Figure 7(d)). After transform-
ing to implicit B-spline representation and optimizing, the ETR extends to
[−1.714, 2.034]. Furthermore, the EDR is extended to [0.110, 0.916]. As
shown in the second row of Figure 7, the additional connected components
and isolated holes are successfully eliminated after optimization. Simultane-
ously, as illustrated in Figure 7(b), when c falls within the initial ETR, there
is no significant difference in the extended P-TPMS and original P-TPMS.

The ETR and EDR of the Rod G-TPMS are [−1.41, 1.40] and [0.018, 0.979],
respectively. Its ETR is extended with a ratio of 0.1 to show the effective-
ness of the proposed method. The optimized results are illustrated in Fig-
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ure 8. The ETR and the corresponding EDR of the G-TPMS are extended
to [−1.66, 1.67] and [0.008, 0.993], respectively. As shown in Figure 8(d),
the numerous isolated holes in the G-TPMS are eliminated in the extended
G-TPMS. Additionally, when c falls within the initial ETR, the extended
G-TPMS exhibits no distinct difference from the original G-TPMS (see Fig-
ure 8(c)). The numerous isolated connected components in the first row of
Figure 8(b) are merged into a principal connected component and a small
non-repetitive isolated connected component.

Since the non-repetitive isolated connected components are not consid-
ered in the order of persistent pairs, the resulting PD still has two corre-
sponding persistent pairs. Moreover, as illustrated in Figure 8(b) and Fig-
ure 8(c), the non-repetitive isolated connected components still exist in the
extended G-TPMS, marked in red. Due to their tiny size compared to the
porous structure, they have no significant effect. On the other hand, optimiz-
ing the non-repetitive isolated connected components drastically changes the
structure of the initial G-TPMS, resulting in prominent differences between
the extended G-TPMS and the original G-TPMS. Therefore, considering the
reasons mentioned above, it is better to neglect the non-repetitive isolated
connected components during ordering.

4.3. Effect of parameters

In this subsection, the influence of parameters on the optimization results
is analyzed. Specifically, the learning rate η of the adaptive gradient descent,
the weight α, and the expansion ratio µ of the loss function are analyzed.

The aim of the optimization is to maintain the structure A = {c0min ≤
ϕP ≤ c0max}, which corresponds to the original ETR [c0min, c

0
max] and to change

structures outside this range. To quantify the variation of set A after op-
timization, N points are sampled from A, resulting in a set of coordinates
{(uk, vk, wk)}N−1

k=0 . Subsequently, the quantified function Esim is defined as:

Esim =
1

N − 1

N−1∑
k=0

[FP (uk, vk, wk)− ϕP (πuk, πvk, πwk)]
2. (25)

Typically, points are uniformly sampled from the parametric domain [0, 1]3

to obtain the set of coordinates {(uk, vk, wk)}N−1
k=0 and any points that are not

in A are filtered out.
Initially, the expansion ratio is fixed, while the learning rate and weight

are varied. Figure 9 illustrates that the number of iterations required for
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Figure 8: Optimization of Rod G-TPMS. The fourth column is depicted in a perspective
view for easy observation of hole distribution. The first row is the Rod G-TPMS {ϕP ≤ c}
under periodic nodal representation. The second row is the resulting extended G-TPMS
represented by a function {FP ≤ c} after optimization. The blue arrows in the PDs
represent the ETRs. The non-repetitive isolated connected components are marked in
red.

convergence decreases with an increasing learning rate η, while the error
Ec decreases with an increasing weight α. However, as the learning rate
increases, the error Ec also increases. Meanwhile, as shown in the first column
of the third row in Figure 9, when the learning rate is very high, strange
shapes are formed in the optimized structure. As shown in the second and
third columns of the third row in Figure 9, increasing the weight can suppress
the generation of such strange structures. To achieve a balance between
similarity and iteration numbers, unless otherwise specified, the learning rate
is set to 0.3 and the weight is set to 0.5 in the following experiments.

Subsequently, the effect of the expansion ratio µ on the resulting struc-
tures is discussed. Given an original Rod P-TPMS with an ETR of [−1.113, 1.105],
the ETR of the extended P-TPMS is shown in Table 3. As the expansion
ratio µ increases, the ETR of the extended P-TPMS also extends. However,
the similarity quantified by the error Esim also increases simultaneously. Fig-
ure 10 visualizes the resulting structures {FP ≤ −1.5}. With the growth of
the expansion ratio, the isolated connected components gradually merge into
a single connected component.
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Figure 9: A comparison of experimental results with varying learning rates η and weights
α is conducted to analyze their impact. The difference between the TPMSs before and
after optimization is quantified by Esim, while It represents the number of iterations.

4.4. Analysis of symmetry

The periodic nodal TPMS with a periodicity of 2π in the domain [0, 2π]3

can be represented by a TPMS in the domain [0, π]3. Using this property,
the complete unit can be reconstructed by employing a B-spline function ob-
tained from fitting the half unit of the TPMS. Experiments in Subsection 4.1
show that this fitting method significantly reduces the fitting error. This
subsection aims to demonstrate that this fitting strategy maintains the cubic
symmetry of TPMSs during optimization and fitting.

Given an FRD-TPMS with a period of 2π, B-spline functions C̃FRD and
CFRD are employed to fit the complete unit and half unit of the FRD-TPMS,
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(a) µ = 0.1 (b) µ = 0.3 (c) µ = 0.5

Figure 10: Extended P-TPMSs {Fp ≤ 1.5} under different values of expansion ratio µ.

Table 3: Effect of expansion ratio µ. The effective threshold range (ETR), effective relative
density range (EDR), and similarity error (Esim) of the extended P-TPMSs under different
expansion ratio µ are recorded.

µ = 0.1 µ = 0.3 µ = 0.5
ETR [−1.334, 1.325] [−1.637, 1.754] [−1.816, 2.109]
EDR [0.165, 0.821] [0.118, 0.885] [0.102, 0.925]
Esim 0.0004 0.0034 0.0085

respectively. Then, function F̃FRD is defined by C̃FRD based on the period-
icity. Meanwhile, function FFRD is defined by CFRD based on the symmetry
and periodicity. These two functions are then optimized to extend the EDRs
using the method described in Subsection 3.4. The solid structures corre-
sponding to F̃FRD and FFRD are referred to as the asymmetric structure
and the symmetric structure, respectively.

The first column row of Figure 11 depicts the original FRD-TPMS rep-
resented by a periodic nodal formula. The second column of Figure 11
demonstrates that the implicit B-spline representation obtained by fitting
the complete unit does not retain the symmetry of the original FRD-TPMS
after optimization. In contrast, the third column of Figure 11 illustrates that
the implicit B-spline representation obtained by the partial fitting method
maintains the cubic symmetry of the original FRD-TPMS after optimization.
The B-spline function CTPMS is obtained by fitting half unit. Subsequently,
the porous structure is generated using symmetry and periodicity. Although
the B-spline function CTPMS is adjusted during optimization, the symmetry
and periodicity are maintained, which is impossible with the complete fitting
method. Therefore, the PD of the optimized symmetric structure contains a
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Figure 11: Optimization of FRD-TPMS under implicit B-spline representation. The first
column represents the solid FRD-TPMS {ϕFRD ≤ c} under periodic nodal representation.
The second column is the resulting asymmetric FRD-TPMS represented by a function
{F̃FRD ≤ c}. The third column is the resulting symmetric FRD-TPMS represented by a
function {FFRD ≤ c}. The blue arrows in the PDs represent the ETR.

few overlapping persistent pairs. On the other hand, the PD of the asymmet-
ric structure exhibits overlapping persistent pairs due to its periodicity, but
many persistent pairs are gathered without overlap due to its asymmetry. In
conclusion, these results demonstrate that the method successfully preserves
the symmetry of the TPMS during optimization and fitting, while extending
its ETR and EDR.

4.5. Comparison with periodic nodal representation of TPMSs

A TPMS with a wider EDR has a larger design domain. This subsection
presents a demonstration of the advantages of the extended P-TPMS over
the original P-TPMS in topology optimization through numerical simulations
and mechanical tests.

Given force and displacement boundary conditions, the topology opti-
mization method aims to find the best distribution of the material under a
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volume constraint to minimize the compliance of the model. The mathemat-
ical formula of this problem is as follows:

min
ρ(u,v,w)

C(ρ) = UTKU

s.t. KU = F

K =
Ne∑
e=1

∫
Ωe

BT
e C

H
TPMS(ρ)BedΩ

V =

∫
Ω

ρ(u, v, w)dΩ = ϑVol(Ω)

ϱmin ≤ ρ(u, v, w) ≤ ϱmax,

(26)

where the compliance C(ρ) is the objective function, the density distribution
ρ(u, v, w) is the optimization variable, K is the global stiffness matrix, U is
the displacement, F is the load vector, CH

TPMS is the homogenized elastic
tensor of TPMSs which is calculated using the homogenization method [32],
Ne is the number of elements, V is the volume of the porous model, ϑ is
the fraction of the volume, Vol(Ω) is the volume of the design domain, and
[ϱmin, ϱmax] is the constraint range of density.

The EDR of a Rod P-TPMS under periodic nodal representation is [0.21, 0.78].
To avoid the occurrence of overly fine structures constraints are added in
Equation 26 as ϱmin = 0.21 + 0.05 = 0.26 and ϱmax = 0.78. The EDR of
the extended P-TPMS is [0.11, 0.91]. For the topology optimization of the
extended P-TPMS, ϱmin and ϱmax are defined as ϱmin = 0.11 + 0.05 = 0.16
and ϱmax = 0.91. Since the solution of equation 26 does not need to consider
the manufacturing of the structure, the density constraint of P-TPMS under
periodic nodal representation is also adjusted to [0.16, 0.91] for the purpose
of comparison in topology optimization. The optimization problem defined
by Equation 26 is solved using optimality criteria algorithm [33].

The boundary conditions of the experiment are depicted in Figure 13(a).
The beam has dimensions of 120 × 120 × 120mm. A uniform force of 500N
is applied from the top. Figure 12 displays the optimized models and the
normalized compliance (porous model compliance divided by solid model
compliance) under the same boundary conditions. Comparing the first and
third columns in Figure 12 under the same volume constraint, it is evident
that a wider range of relative density constraints leads to better solutions
for the topology optimization problem. Since the range of relative density
constraints set in the third column exceeds the EDR of the P-TPMS, a
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large number of isolated connected components appear in the low-density
region, making the models unmanufacturable. The extended P-TPMS not
only improves the EDR but also maintains similarity to the original P-TPMS.
Therefore, the extended P-TPMS achieves minimum compliance while ensur-
ing manufacturability. In the first row, the EDR lower bound of the P-TPMS
is very close to the volume constraint of 0.3, which means that most materials
cannot reach the upper bound of the density constraint (0.78) in order to sat-
isfy the volume constraint. However, the extended P-TPMS, with its higher
EDR, can place more high-relative-density materials in areas that require
reinforcement. Therefore, as the volume constraint decreases, the improve-
ment of the extended P-TPMS compared to the P-TPMS in the topology
optimization problem becomes more significant.

� = 0.3

� = 0.4

� = 0.5

P-TPMS
� ∈ [0.26,0.78]

�/������ = 15.05 

�/������ = 6.80 

�/������ = 2.63

Extended P-TPMS
� ∈ [0.16,0.91]

�/������ = 9.03 

�/������ = 5.28 

�/������ = 2.14

P-TPMS
� ∈ [0.16,0.91]

�/������ = 9.11 

�/������ = 5.07 

�/������ = 1.96

Figure 12: Porous models obtained through topology optimization. The red color rep-
resents high relative density, while the blue color represents low relative density. Each
column presents optimized models with different volume ratios under the same density
range and unit type. Each row shows optimization results with different relative density
ranges and unit types under the same volume ratio. The normalized compliance is listed
at the top right of each model.

To further demonstrate the correctness of the proposed method, a porous
model with a volume ratio of 0.3 is created using additive manufacturing, as
shown in Figure 13. The dimensions of the model are 120 × 120 × 120mm.
It is worth noting that the extended P-TPMS closely resembles the original
P-TPMS, indicating a high degree of similarity. Since P-TPMS has self-
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supporting properties, there was no need for support material during the
manufacturing process of all porous models. Figure 13 showcases the samples
obtained from the experiment, while Figure 13(d) and Figure 13(e) depict
the experimental setup and results, respectively. The results in Figure 13(e)
demonstrate that the extended P-TPMS exhibits higher stiffness compared
to the original P-TPMS in the optimized models. This outcome further
reinforces the effectiveness of the proposed method.

120mm

90mm

40m
m

(b) P-TPMS 

(c) Extended P-TPMS (d) (e) 

(a) 

Figure 13: (a) Experimental model (b) The manufactured P-TPMS model. (c) The manu-
factured extended P-TPMS model. (d) Experimental setup. (e) Force-displacement curve.

5. Conclusion and future work

Porous structures with a wider EDR offer a larger design domain for
model designs. To calculate and extend the EDRs, the EDRs of TPMSs
are analyzed from a topological perspective using persistent homology. By
converting TPMSs into implicit B-spline representation through fitting, the
EDRs can be extended by optimizing a topological objective function, re-
sulting in extended TPMSs. These extended TPMSs are then used in topol-
ogy optimization problems to design heterogeneous porous models with high
stiffness. Experimental results demonstrate that the extended TPMSs have
higher stiffness compared to the original TPMSs due to their larger EDRs.
Although the experiments only show certain types of extended TPMSs, the
method is applicable to other TPMSs defined by the equation ϕTPMS = c.
This study introduces a novel representation of TPMSs using B-spline func-
tions, providing more adjustable parameters (control coefficients of B-spline
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functions) than the original TPMSs (periodicity and threshold). Therefore,
this makes it possible to optimize the EDRs of TPMSs with implicit B-
spline representations, which is a challenging task for traditional TPMSs.
Given their adjustability, extended EDRs, and high stiffness, these extended
TPMSs could become a better option for designing porous models.

This study only discusses the equivalence between optimizing Pore and
Sheet type TPMSs, and Rod type TPMSs from a theoretical standpoint.
More experiments are needed to confirm this theory. Additionally, the re-
lationship between complete and half units of TPMSs is deduced to keep
symmetry and improve fitting accuracy. Notably, complete TPMS units can
be constructed from smaller units due to their inherent symmetry. Future
studies will aim to preserve this symmetry in extended TPMSs by defining a
complete unit within a smaller-than-half unit. Furthermore, with numerous
adjustable parameters in extended TPMSs, future work includes developing
an objective function and optimizing control coefficients to achieve designs
such as self-supporting heterogeneous models and constant mean curvature
models.
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