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Abstract

We present ElastoGen, a knowledge-driven model that generates physically ac-
curate and coherent 4D elastodynamics. Instead of relying on petabyte-scale
data-driven learning, ElastoGen leverages the principles of physics-in-the-loop and
learns from established physical knowledge, such as partial differential equations
and their numerical solutions. The core idea of ElastoGen is converting the global
differential operator, corresponding to the nonlinear elastodynamic equations, into
iterative local convolution-like operations, which naturally fit modern neural net-
works. Each network module is specifically designed to support this goal rather
than functioning as a black box. As a result, ElastoGen is exceptionally lightweight
in terms of both training requirements and network scale. Additionally, due to
its alignment with physical procedures, ElastoGen efficiently generates accurate
dynamics for a wide range of hyperelastic materials and can be easily integrated
with upstream and downstream deep modules to enable end-to-end 4D generation.

1 Introduction

Recent advancements in generative models have enhanced the ability to produce high-quality samples
across diverse media formats (e.g. images, videos, 3D models, 4D data). In particular, the generation
of 4D data, including both spatial and temporal dimensions, has seen notable progress [3, 4, 42, 60,
62, 69, 72].

However, learning physical dynamics that exhibit temporal consistency and adhere to physical laws
from observable data is a difficult task. Data are in the wild and noisy. Their underlying coherence is
agnostic to the user. As a result, existing deep models have to assume some distributions of the data,
which may not be the case in reality. In theory, the network would extract any knowledge provided
sufficient data. In practice however, such data-based learning becomes more and more cumbersome
with increased dimensionality of generated contents – it is unintuitive to define the right network
structure to guide the physically meaningful generation; it requires terabyte- or petabyte-scale high-
quality training data; and center-level computing resource to facilitate the training. Those theoretical
and practical obstacles combined impose significant challenges.

We explore a new way to establish physics-in-the-loop generative models. Our argument is that
learning from knowledge instead of raw data is more effective for generative models. Many physical
laws and principles are mathematically in the form of partial differential equations (PDEs) and are
numerically solved with discretized differential operators. We note that those operators hold a similar
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structure as a convolution kernel on the problem domain, where the values of those convolution
kernels depend on the specific problem setting. Inspired by those observations, we propose ElastoGen,
a knowledge-driven neural model that generates physically accurate and coherent 4D elastodynamics.
ElasoGen can be easily coupled and integrated with upstream and downstream neural modules to
enable end-to-end 4D generation. The core idea of ElastoGen is converting the global differential
operator, corresponding to the nonlinear elastodynamic equations, into iterative local convolution-like
operations, which naturally fit modern deep networks. Each network module has a clear purpose
rather than being part of a black box. As a result, ElasoGen is super lightweight – in terms of
both training and the network scales. Furthermore, due to its consistency with physics procedure,
ElastoGen efficiently generates accurate dynamics for a wide range of hyperelastic materials. Key
contributions of ElastoGen include:

Compact generative network inspired by physics law. ElastoGen does not rely on large datasets.
Instead, it uses physical laws and computational physics knowledge to design a network structure that
decouples various modules and remains compact and efficient. After lightweight training, ElastoGen
accurately generates physical dynamics by solving the weak form of governing PDEs.

Neural Metric with Diffusion-Based Parameterization. ElastoGen introduces a neural metric to
handle hyperelastic materials, generating dynamics for materials like Neo-Hookean and StVK. Using
diffusion models, it efficiently produces network parameters that accurately respond to physical
parameters, enhancing the versatility and accuracy of dynamics.

General subspace method for efficient matrix-free computation. ElastoGen introduces a general
subspace method. This method efficiently extracts low-frequency dynamics and uses a few Jacobi
iterations to restore high-frequency dynamics, making the computation matrix-free and improving
the efficiency of dynamic generation.

2 Related Work

Generative models The primary objective of generative models is to produce new, high-quality
samples from vast datasets. These models are designed to learn and understand the distribution of data,
thereby generating samples that meet specific criteria. Techniques such as Generative Adversarial
Networks (GANs) [21], Variational Autoencoders (VAEs) [34], and flow-based methods [14, 15]
have all demonstrated significant success. However, each method has its limitations. For instance,
GANs can generate high-quality images but are notoriously difficult to train and optimize [2, 22, 47].
VAEs [12, 65] and flow-based methods [33] offer efficient training processes but generally fall short
in sample quality compared to GANs. Recently, diffusion models have emerged as another powerful
technique, achieving state-of-the-art results in generating high-fidelity images [24, 58, 63], setting
the stage for further explorations in more complex applications.

4D Generation based on Diffusion Models As research on diffusion models advances, these
methods could potentially be applied to the generation of 3D content [29, 41, 43, 44, 48, 55, 66],
video content [7, 23, 25, 26, 31, 53], and more complex forms such as 3D videos or what might be
termed 4D scenes [3, 4, 42, 60, 62, 69, 72]. These advanced applications demonstrate the versatility
and expanding potential of diffusion models across diverse media formats. However, existing video
generation techniques struggle to ensure temporal consistency and require substantial training data,
underscoring the challenges of capturing and replicating the dynamic and interconnected behaviors
present in real-world scenarios within a generative model framework.

Neural Physical Dynamics Physical dynamics traditionally relies on numerical solutions such as
the finite element method (FEM) [27, 57, 75, 76], finite difference method [20, 74], or mass-spring
systems [45]. Each approach offers distinct advantages and limitations. For example, Position-Based
Dynamics (PBD) [51] and Projective Dynamics (PD) [8, 45] offer simplified implementation and
faster convergence but can struggle with complex material behaviors and do not always guarantee
consistent convergence rates. Recently, neural physics solvers, which integrate neural networks
with traditional solvers, aim to accelerate and simplify the computation process. The pioneering
works [6, 11] directly utilized neural networks to predict dynamics, achieving promising results in
simple particle systems. Subsequent studies [1, 35, 38–40, 59] adopted network architectures to the
specific features of the systems, thereby enhancing performance. The advent of Physics Informed
Neural Networks (PINNs) [54, 56] marks a leap forward. These networks incorporate extensive
physical information to constrain and guide the learning process, ensuring that predictions adhere
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more closely to physical laws and has succeeded in domains such as cloths [18] and fluids [13, 19, 64].
Some work [71] shifts away from end-to-end structures and use neural networks to optimize part
of the simulation. Another line of research generates dynamics through physics-based simulators,
where network learns static information while physical laws govern the generation of dynamics [16,
17, 30, 37, 68], giving physical meanings to Neural Radiance Fields (NeRF) [32, 49]. These methods
demonstrate the benefits of embedding human knowledge into networks to reduce the learning burden.

3 Background

To be self-contained, we start with a brief review of core techniques on which our pipeline is built.

3.1 Nonlinear elastodynamic

Based on the classical Lagrangian mechanics [52], the dynamic equilibrium of a 3D model is
characterized as d

dt

(
∂L
∂q̇

)
− ∂L

∂q = fq , where L = T − U is Lagrangian i.e., the difference between
the kinematic energy (T ) and the potential energy (U ) of the system. q and q̇ are generalized
coordinate and velocity. fq is the generalized external force. When using the implicit Euler time
integration scheme: qn+1 = qn+hq̇n+1, q̇n+1 = q̇n+hq̈n+1, it can be reformulated as a nonlinear
optimization problem to be solved at each time step:

qn+1 = argmin
q

{
1

2h2
∥q− qn − hq̇n∥2M − q⊤fq + U(q)

}
, (1)

where the subscript of q indicates the timestep index, h is the timestep size and M is the mass matrix.

3.2 Diffusion model

Diffusion models transform a probability from a real data distribution Preal to a target distribution
Ptarget through two processes: diffusion and denoising.

Diffusion: This process incrementally adds Gaussian noise to the initial data x0 ∼ Ptarget, gradually
transforming it into a sequence x1,x2, ...,xT , where xT approximates the real distribution Preal. The
aim is to learn a noise prediction model ϵθ(xt, t), estimating the noise at each step t to facilitate data
recovery in the denoising phase. The noise learning objective is formulated as:

L = Ex0∼Ptarget,ϵ∼N (0,I),t∼Uniform({1,...,T})[∥ϵ− ϵθ(xt, t)∥22], (2)

where ∥ · ∥22 denotes the mean squared error loss.

Denoising: This reverse process iteratively removes noise from xT ∼ Preal, recovering the original
data x0 by adjusting the noisy data at each time t as:

xt−1 =
1

√
αt

(xt −
1− αt√
(1− αt)

ϵθ(xt, t)) + σtz, z ∼ N (0, I), (3)

where 1− αt := βt is a scheduled variance at time t, and σt is typically set to σt =
√
βt.

These processes allow modeling the transition between distributions effectively, using learned Gaus-
sian transitions for noise prediction and reduction.

4 Methodology

As shown in Fig. 1, ElastoGen uses physical parameters to guide the generation of network weights
through a diffusion model. It takes a voxelized 3D model and its boundary conditions as inputs, and by
iteratively performing alternating local and global optimizations, it accurately computes the physics-
based elastic dynamics of the object. Adhering to physical laws and inspired by computational physics
knowledge, our network architecture achieves remarkable results with minimal parameterization and
lightweight training. Additionally, our model can handle hyperelastic material accurately. In the
following sections, we will provide detailed explanations of the major steps in the pipeline.
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(a) The pipeline of ElastoGen. (b) The network structure.

Figure 1: ElastoGen overview. (a) ElastoGen inputs a voxelized 3D model and boundary conditions,
using physical parameters to generate ElaNet’s weights via a diffusion model. ElaNet performs local
and global optimizations to compute elastic dynamics. (b) Adhering to physical laws, our architecture
achieves accurate dynamics for hyperelastic materials with minimal parameterization. The network
updates from qn to qn+1 using ElaNet for local projections and global solving.

4.1 Elastodynamics generator

Numerical methods solve the weak form of Eq. (1), where its derivative equals zero. This invariably
involves solving a large linear system Ax = b. For instance, in Newton’s method, A represents
the Hessian of Eq. (1), which changes per iteration. In contrast, PD splits the optimization into
local and global steps by introducing auxiliary variables, making A constant and allowing for pre-
decomposition techniques to accelerate the process. Generally, any existing numerical method for
solving Eq. (1) can guide the architecture of our elastodynamics generator. We primarily base our
network design on the principles of PD due to its efficiency and ease of implementation.

PD expresses the nonlinear energy U as a sum of multiple quadratic terms, defined by U(q) =∑
i Ei(q). Here, each term Ei(q) = min

pi∈Mi

ωi

2 ∥qGi − pi∥2, where i represents the i-th element,

Ei represents the elastic energy of the element and Gi is a discrete differential operator. For a
tetrahedral mesh, the deformation gradient Fi(q) = qGi [61]. With this quadratic asssumption, the
large nonlinear optimization problem in Eq.(1) is simplified to performing local-global iterations until
convergence. Each iteration alternates between two phases: a local phase to project each element
independently to satisfy its specific constraints:

Ei(q) = min
pi∈Mi

ωi

2
∥Fi(q)− pi∥2 (4)

and a global phase to solve a quadratic optimization that considers all elements:

qn+1 = argmin
q

{
1

2h2
∥q− qn − hq̇n∥2M − q⊤fq +

∑
i

Ei(q)

}
(5)

The constraint manifold Mi is the zero level set of the elastic energy of the i-th element, making the
auxiliary variable pi a projection of Fi(x) onto Mi. For more implementation details of PD, we
refer the readers to this paper [8].

As explained in paper [46], PD approximates the elastic energy function by constructing appropriate
manifolds Mi and weights ωi. However, this method struggles to achieve plausible results for
non-quadratic elastic models. ElastoGen adopts the principles of PD, utilizing neural networks to
efficiently collect local information and a global solver to integrate the local information. We design
a neural network architecture based on PD’s computational model, allowing the original problem
to be divided into multiple smaller problems that can be trained separately. Notably, our network
architecture design approach can be applied to any numerical method and is not limited to PD. This
design approach significantly reduces the coupling between different modules, breaking down the
overall training process into multiple lightweight training modules and greatly reducing the need for
large amounts of data. Based on this idea, we will focus on introducing the design principles of each
module. For detailed implementations and training methods, please refer to the appendix.

4.2 Neural metric local projection

In the original formulation of the local step, the Frobenius norm is used as the distance metric, which
limits itself to measuring quadratic energies. Here, we propose using a neural metric to enhance the
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expressiveness of this metric while preserving its desirable properties. For a tetrahedral mesh, our
metric is formulated as:

E(F) = argmin
p∈SO(3)

ω

2
∥FN(F)− p∥2. (6)

Here, ω is calculated as ω = E/(2(1 + ν)) with Young’s modulus E and Poisson’s
ratio ν. F is the deformation gradient of each tetrahedron, and N(F) is the neural
network we call ElaNet (as in Fig. 1), with F as the input. As shown in the left
inset, ElaNet projects F to a point FN(F) on the line passing through F and its
projection Fproj on the manifold M. This new point is positioned in the way that
its distance to the manifold approximates a desired energy model.

Additionally, useful elastic models should exhibit rotational invariance, where the energy remains
zero when an object rotates without shape changes. Therefore, we choose M = SO(3), with SO(3)
being the 3D rotation group, in our neural metric. For isotropic elastic models, the energy depends
only on the magnitudes of the three singular values of F and is independent of their order. Assuming
that the singular value decomposition of the deformation gradient is F = USV⊤, where S is a
diagonal matrix with singular values arranged in descending order, the elastic energy depends solely
on S and is independent of U and V. Thus, our neural metric should also adhere to this property, and
with subscripts omitted, it is reformulated as:

E(F) = argmin
p∈SO(3)

ω

2
∥FN(F)− p∥2 =

ω

2
∥USV⊤N(F)−UV⊤∥2

=
ω

2
tr
(
SSV⊤N(F)N⊤(F)V + I− 2VSV⊤N(F)

)
.

(7)

To ensure E(F) behaves well, we enforce the following two properties. First, N(F) must be a
symmetric matrix, because we require that FN(F) has the same projection point on SO(3) as F.
Second, for an isotropic material, E(F) should be a function solely dependent on S. Therefore,
we apply transformations to the original network output. Denoting the original network output as
N0(S), we can make it symmetric by letting N(F) = V(N0(S) + N⊤

0 (S))V
⊤. With Q(S) :=

S
(
N0(S) +N⊤

0 (S)
)

defined, Eq. (7) is simplified to be only dependent on S, that is,

E(F) =
ω

2
tr
(
Q(S)Q⊤(S)

)
+

3ω

2
− ω tr (Q(S)) . (8)

Since the local projection operation for each tetrahedron does not affect others’, we can process each
local projection in parallel. Our network inputs a voxelized 3D representation, where each voxel
is divided consistently into 6 tetrahedra, thus housing 6 local projections with identical operations
across voxels. This uniformity allows the use of 3D convolution for implementing local projections.
We first apply a convolution on the voxels to obtain the deformation gradients of the 6 tetrahedra
within each voxel. Then, we perform parallel 3× 3 SVD on all deformation gradients to get U, V
and S. A CNN then computes N(F) for all voxels, realizing our neural metric local projection. The
weights of the convolutional network that calculate the deformation gradients depend only on how the
voxel is divided into tetrahedra, and can be pre-trained in advance. This is a simple and lightweight
structure (see appendix). In contrast, ElaNet N(F) must be trained based on physical parameters
such as Young’s modulus E and Poisson’s ratio ν.

4.3 Physics-to-neural generation with diffusion

To train the diffusion model, we prepare a dataset of paired P and W. We first
uniformly sample P at fixed intervals and then establish a topological order, as
shown in the left inset. A target elastic energy ΨP is then formulated for each
sampled P, and W is optimized as:

W = argmin
W

∥∥∥log(ω
2
∥FNW(F)− p∥2 + 1)− log(ΨP(F) + 1)

∥∥∥2 , (9)

We proceed to generate ElaNet, which takes input as F and outputs N(F). N(F) is then formulated
into energy with Eq. 6. Different input physical parameters P = {E, ν} will result in different
N(F) for the same F, formulating different energies. A straightforward approach is to train a
network N(F,P) directly on F and P. However, as ElaNet frequently recalculates N(F) when
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object deforms and the physical parameter P remains fixed after initialization, it is more efficient
to decouple N(F) and P to keep the network compact. Inspired by Zhang et al. [73], we realize
that the network N(F) can be generated using another diffusion network guided by P. Specifically,
W := D(P), where W is the parameters of the network N(F) and D is a diffusion model.

where NW represents the network with parameter W. We use log operation given that the energy
of some elastic materials change dramatically with deformation and that the energy is always non-
negative. Since the elastic energy function itself changes smoothly with P, W can converge within
only hundreds of gradient descent iterations if each sampled point uses the previous point’s W for
initialization. The diffusion model is then trained on this paired dataset.

During inference, the network parameters W are generated under the guidance of the physical
parameters P. Initially, a diffusion model produces a rough approximation of the weights W.
Subsequently, a few iterations of gradient descent are performed to fine-tune these weights, ensuring
them fit the desired elastic energy function more accurately. This two-step process ensures a smooth
variation of the energy function with respect to P, allowing for efficient and precise generation of the
network parameters.

4.4 General subspace global solver

In PD, since Gi and ωi are held constant, the optimization problem in Eq. 5 is quadratic. By setting
its derivative to zero, we obtain

(
M

h2
+
∑
i

Li

)
q = fq +

M

h2
y +

∑
i

bi, (10)

where y := qn + hq̇n and Liq− bi :=
∂Ei

∂q . We refer to M
h2 +

∑
i Li as the global matrix, which

remains constant. We can perform a pre-decomposition or directly compute its inverse, facilitating
the efficient solving of the linear system in all global steps. However, under our neural metric local
projection, Li depends not only on Gi and ωi, but also on q. This dependency results in a different
global matrix for each iteration, necessitating a new inverse or decomposition each time. Moreover,
the convergence of the whole optimization cannot be guaranteed. Nonetheless, we want to retain the
advantage of the original PD, where the global matrix remains constant. Given that deformations
between adjacent timesteps are generally small, we employ a lagging approach in computing Li.
Specifically, Li is calculated using qn instead of q, which guarantees convergence. Due to this
lagging operation, the form of E(F) is modified to ω

2 ∥FN(Fn)− p∥2.

Figure 2: A 2D visualiza-
tion of an object deform-
ing with the cage.

The global matrix can be assembled using a pre-trained convolutional neural
network (see appendix). However, its inverse still needs to be recomputed
per timestep. To make it matrix-free, we use an iterative Jacobi method to
solve the linear system. These methods converge faster for high-frequency
components but require more iterations for low-frequency motion. To
address this issue, we construct a low-frequency subspace to project the
system into, resolving low-frequency components initially. Subsequently,
a few iterations of Jacobi effectively resolve both low and high-frequency

components. Determining the subspace involves performing an SVD on the global matrix per
timestep. Since our objects are inside a large box, we use the box’s subspace as a general subspace,
visualized as encasing the 3D model within a cage (Fig. 2). The object deforms and moves with
the cage’s deformations and motions, with a few Jacobi iterations fine-tuning the high-frequency
components.

Thanks to the discrete voxel format, each point during Jacobi iterations interacts only with its
neighbors. Therefore, each Jacobi iteration is equivalent to collecting information from each point’s
1-ring neighbors to update that point’s information. Following this idea, we train a CNN to implement
this process. Moreover, inspired by Lan et al. [36], we can increase the kernel size of this CNN to
collect information from 2-ring neighbors in a iteration, thereby doubling the efficiency. Derivations
and details can be found in the appendix.
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Figure 3: ShapeNet experiments. To demonstrate the feasibility of our method across various shapes,
we pin different points and exert different external forces (e.g., gravity, drag, twist, force field)
on four categories of the ShapeNet dataset, i.e. cabinets(green), towers(blue), plants(yellow), and
airplanes(red). These experiments are run with a grid resolution size of 32× 32× 32.

5 Experiments

We implement our method using Python. In addition, we use PyTorch [28] to implement the network
and simulator. Our hardware platform is a desktop computer equipped with an Intel i7-12700F
CPU and an NVIDIA 3090 GPU. Detailed statistics of the settings, models, and fitting errors are
reported in Tab. 1. All experiments are also available in the supplemental video.

Table 1: Experiments statistics. We report detailed settings of our experiments. #DoFs: the average
degree of freedoms in our optimization. ∆t: the size of timestep. #L-G: the average number of
local-global iterations for each timestep. #Jacobi: the average number of Jacobi iterations for each
timestep. EM: the elastic model. Fitting error: the loss of neural metric in Eq. (9). t/frame: the
seconds consumed per frame. The slash sign / means several different settings.

Scene Grid resolution #DoFs ∆t #L-G #Jacobi EM Fitting error t/frame
ShapeNet(Fig. 3) 32 × 32 × 32 5K 0.002 10 213 NH 1.32 × 10−4 0.08

Cantilever(Fig. 4) 16 × 3 × 3 432 0.001 5 108 / 4.11 × 10−4 0.01

Cantilever(Fig. 7) 16 × 3 × 3 432 0.001 15 / NH 9.67 × 10−5 0.01

Lego(Fig. 5) 26 × 46 × 30 11K 0.005 15 320 NH 2.34 × 10−4 2.10

Drums(Fig. 5) 28 × 22 × 34 4K 0.005 15 320 CR 7.63 × 10−5 0.21

Bridge(Fig. 6) 66 × 13 × 27 7K 0.003 5 96 StVK 5.78 × 10−4 0.12

Ship(Fig. 6) 53 × 33 × 16 14K 0.001 5 100 NH 2.34 × 10−4 1.20

5.1 Experiments on ShapeNet dataset

To demonstrate the feasibility of our method across various shapes, we conduct experiments on
multiple models from ShapeNet [10] with different force and pin settings (Fig. 3). As discussed,
our network training relies on voxel-to-tetrahedral decomposition and the energy model, making
ElastoGen theoretically capable of handling any shape. All models are divided into a 32× 32× 32
voxel grid and use the same general subspace. Cabinets are pinned at the bottom, twisted, and then
released to oscillate elastically. Towers and plants are pinned at the base and swayed by wind forces.
Airplanes are pinned at the middle and nose with varying external forces, resulting in three distinct
dynamic effects. The results confirm our hypothesis, showing that different boundary conditions and
external forces produce plausible dynamic outcomes. More results are available in the appendix.
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5.2 Validation on various elastic models

ElastoGen can handle various elastic materials and different material parameters. We validate the
elastic response using the classic cantilever beam experiment. The experiment includes beams with
three elastic materials: co-rotational [9], Neo-Hookean [67], and StVK [5]. More general nonlinear
materials, such as spline-based materials [70], are also supported though not included here. Each
material is tested with three different Poisson’s ratios while keeping a fixed Young’s modulus. The
results, as shown in the Fig. 4(b), align with our expectations. Higher Poisson’s ratios result in
stronger volume-preserving effects, while the stiffness varies from hard to soft in the order of StVK,
Neo-Hookean, and co-rotational materials. We also visualize the total elastic energy over time for the
three materials with a Poisson’s ratio of 0.2435 (Fig. 4(c)), confirming that the visual results match our
expectations. Additionally, we visualize the fitting of the network parameters (Fig. 4(a)), generated
through diffusion, to energy models. To provide a clearer visualization, we display the elastic energy
curves with respect to deformation gradient along x-axis. The visualizations demonstrate that our
generated network parameters fit the elastic energy well.
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Figure 4: Comparison of different materials on cantilever beam. (a) 1D visualization of neural
material fitting. (b) Comparison of material parameters. (c) Elastic energy vs. time for different
materials with Poisson’s ratio fixed.

5.3 Versatility across geometric representations

Our method can be applied to any geometric representation. For instance, when using implicit Neural
Radiance Fields (NeRF) [50] to describe 3D models, we employ the technique from PIE-NeRF [16].
First, we voxelize the NeRF based on the density fields. Then, we generate dynamics using ElastoGen
and finally obtain a dynamic NeRF through linear ray warping [16]. As shown in Fig. 5, we test this
pipeline on the standard NeRF dataset, generating dynamic NeRF.

Our method is also applicable to complex explicit meshes. We test our approach on meshes with
intricate geometries, achieving similarly impressive results. With adaptive resolution for voxelization,
ElastoGen produces visually pleasing and physically accurate dynamics while preserving the dynamic
details of the fine structures. In Fig. 6, the deformation of each steel bar on the bridge is visible, as
well as the bending and stretching of the sails and ropes on the ship’s masts.

5.4 Comparison and ablation study

Compare with ground truth. We compare our method with the classic FEM simulator [61] due to
its robustness, serving as the ground truth. We test a Neo-Hookean material by twisting and releasing
a cantilever beam with gravity off to compare the dynamics between FEM and ElastoGen. We use a
general subspace with 3 and 10 iterations of the Jacobi method. Fig. 7(a) shows that with 3 iterations,
the results exhibit significant damping due to incomplete numerical convergence, resulting in very
rigid dynamics. With 10 iterations, although differences from FEM remain, the damping is noticeably
reduced, leading to much softer dynamics.

Ablation study on general subspace. To quantify the impact of Jacobi iterations and the general
subspace on results, we compare different Jacobi iterations to a direct solver for matrix inversion
in terms of relative error. A smaller error indicates greater displacement and softer dynamics. All
methods perform 20 local-global iterations per timestep. Fig. 7(b) shows that 50 Jacobi iterations
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Figure 5: NeRF experiments. Our method is compatible with the NeRF dataset. We voxelize the
NeRF based on density fields, generate dynamics using ElastoGen, and render through ray warping.

Figure 6: Experiments on complex scenes. ElastoGen effectively handles complex meshes with
intricate geometries and fine structures. With adaptive spatial resolutions, ElastoGen preserves
dynamic details such as the deformation of steel bars on the bridge and the bending of sails and ropes
on the ship’s masts.

nearly match the direct solver, and 20 iterations yield satisfactory results. In contrast, 1, 3, and 5
iterations result in noticeably stiffer dynamics.
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Figure 7: Validation of the use of general subspace with Jacobi iterations for global step. (a)
Comparison to FEM using different Jacobi iterations on a twisted cantilever beam. (b) Relative
errors for local-global iterations within each timestep.

6 Conclusion, Limitations, and Future Work

ElastoGen is an innovative framework that embeds physical laws and computational physics principles
directly into network design, creating lightweight and compact networks with clear, specific functions
for each module. This design allows for efficient, decoupled training, eliminating the need for large
datasets, and excels in generating accurate physics-based dynamics, establishing a new benchmark
for practical and effective solutions. However, it has limitations: it lacks support for collisions, is
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computationally inefficient due to convolution operations on empty voxels, and may fail to converge
with extremely stiff materials due to the general subspace method, leading to unrealistic dynamics.
Future work will address these issues by integrating dynamics for more materials (e.g., fluids, rigid
bodies, and plasticity), adding collision support, and automating the setting of physical parameters
and boundary conditions to ultimately achieve the goal of generating real-world dynamics.
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A Appendix / supplemental material

A.1 Supplemental video

We refer the readers to the supplementary video to view the animated results for all examples.

A.2 Convolutional deformation gradient

To solve our nonlinear optimization problem, computing the deformation gradient is essential. The
deformation gradient is the derivative of each component of the deformed vector x with respect to
each component of the reference vector X. For deformation map x = x(X), we have:

F =
∂x

∂X
. (11)

In a tetrahedron, we can compute the deformation gradient using the following equation:

F = xG, (12)

where script i means the i-th point in the tetrahedron, and G is a discrete differential operator that
corresponds to the rest configuration. In our implementation, we use a CNN with an input channel of
3, an output channel of 54 (corresponding to 6 tetrahedra each with 9 elements) and a kernel size of 2
to learn this differential operator. We collect a dataset using traditional numerical methods and train
the CNN to calculate the deformation gradient.

A.3 Global phase

As stated in the main text, we need to solve the linear system in Eq. (10), which requires determining
bi and Li. Due to our lagging operation, we abbreviate N(Fn) as N, so Ei becomes:

Ei =
ωi

2
∥FiNi −Ri∥2 , (13)

where Ri is the rotation part of Fi. Furthermore, based on Liq − bi :=
∂Ei

∂q , we can obtain the
expression for bi and Li. If the four points of the tetrahedron form the matrix xi as Eq.(12), then:

∂Ei

∂xi
= ωi

(
xiGiNiN

⊤
i G

⊤
i −RiNiG

⊤
i

)
. (14)

Therefore, for each voxel, we can obtain bi by applying the transpose transformation of Gi to RiNi.
For Gi has been trained as a convolutional kernel as described in § A.2, we can directly use the
previously trained kernel and perform the transposed convolution operation.

Using the Jacobi method to solve the linear system Ax = b can be write as:

xn+1 = D−1(b− Sxn), (15)

where D is the diagonal of A and S = A−D. xn is the result after n iterations. If we use xn to
directly compute xn+2, we have

xn+2 = D−1b−D−1SD−1b+D−1SD−1Sxn. (16)

In our case, if we use the 1-ring neighbor Jacobi method as in Eq. (15), we need to solve for Sxn,
specifically the off-diagonal terms of Lix. To achieve this, we fit a CNN that takes Ni and xn as
inputs and outputs xGiNiN

T
i G

T
i . Each voxel has 8 vertices, with each vertex having 3 degrees of

freedom, and each voxel has six Ni. Therefore, the number of input channels is 78, and the number
of output channels is 24, with a kernel size of 1, representing the contribution of each voxel to its 8
vertices. When using 2-ring neighbors, we simply change the kernel size to 3.

A.4 Datasets

To train the two small networks mentioned earlier, we need the corresponding datasets. For the
network in § A.2, we randomly generate deformation gradients F for B voxels and compute the
corresponding x based on F and voxels’ tetrahedral topology. We need to fit a CNN with an input
channel of 3, an output channel of 54, a kernel size of 2, and a stride of 1.
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Figure 8: Additional experiments on ShapeNet. Here are more results of cabinets, towers, and
plants.

To ensure our network can handle all deformation scenarios, we sample F using the following strategy:
we randomly sample 3 × 6 × B numbers {l}3×6×B , each from a normal distribution N (0, 1.5).
These numbers represent the stretching of B × 6 tetrahedra along three directions. To ensure that
compression and stretching are equally represented in the data, for each positive l, we set l′ = l + 1;
for each negative l, we set l′ = 0.99el + 0.01. We then apply random rotations to combine with the
stretching to obtain F. Subsequently, we derive the coordinates x of each voxel’s vertices from F.
The pairs {x,F} form our dataset.

For the network in § A.3, we generate B × 6 random matrices M and use N = M +M⊤ along
with x computed in the previous paragraph as the input. The 2-ring neighbor Jacobi computed using
Eq. (14) and Eq. (16) serves as the ground truth output. For both networks, we use Mean Squared
Error (MSE) as the loss metric.

A.5 Broader impact

Our model integrates computational physics knowledge into the network structure design, significantly
reducing the data requirements and making both the training and network structure more lightweight.
It blends the boundaries among machine learning, graphics, and computational physics, providing
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Figure 9: Additional experiments on ShapeNet (continued). Here are more results of airplanes
with different force and boundary settings.

new perspectives for network design. Our model does not necessarily bring about any significant
ethical considerations.

A.6 More experiments

We provide additional results in Fig. 8 and Fig. 9 to demonstrate the robustness of ElastoGen. For
more animated results, we refer the readers to supplemental video.
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