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Abstract: In the field of complex systems, self-organization magnifies the compounding effects
of element interactions by propagating, modifying, and enhancing functionality, ultimately
leading to emergent system properties. The intricacies of self-organization make unveiling the
elusive link between element interactions and emergent system properties akin to finding the
proverbial Holy Grail. In the search for identifying a method to predict system-level properties,
we used an inductive approach to bypass the self-organization. By observing drug interactions
within biological complex system, system property, efficacy, emerged as a smooth response
surface in the multi-dimensional space of drug-system interactions, which can be represented by
the Complex System Response (CSR) function. This CSR function has been successfully
validated across diverse disease models in cell lines, animals, and clinical trials. Notably, the
CSR function reveals that biological complex systems exhibit second-order non-linearity. In this
study, we generalized the CSR function to physical complex systems, linking maximum
compressive yielding stress to impactful manufacturing parameters of the Selective Laser
Melting (SLM) process. Remarkably though anticipated, the CSR function reveals the
connection between the macroscale system property (compressive yielding stress) and the
microstructure during self-organizing process. In addition, the second-order non-linear CSR
functions ensure a single global optimum in complex systems.



A Transfer Function Linking Constituent Elements to Emerging System Properties

The field of complex systems (/-38) is an emerging branch of physics. In this study, we
adopted the following definition (9) for the studies of complex systems.

1. A complex system comprises a large number of interacting elements.

2. The effects of interactions propagate and connect elements, self-organizing them into
a nonlinear dynamic complex system.

3. The emergent properties of a complex system are challenging to trace back to the
interacting elements due to the intricate self-organizing processes.

4. A complex system is usually adaptive and robust.

In biological, physical, chemical and social complex systems, establishing a quantitative
relationship between emergent properties (such as health conditions, physical and chemical
material properties, or economic indices) and their respective elements (such as therapeutic
agents, manufacturing parameters, or monetary policies) is critical for understanding the
fundamentals of complex systems and to facilitate their manipulation and application.

In the case of biological complex systems, the intricate interactions among drugs and cellular
elements propagate through cellular networks. This signaling cascades through higher-level
systems such as tissues, organs, and the entire body. At each stage, the self-organization of
interacting elements within these subsystems differs from the previous stage, yet each
possesses multifaceted functionalities. This information dissemination and process
reorganization are non-deterministic and, thus, lack unified rules. As a result, the reductive
methodology (/0-13) encounters significant impediments in addressing self-organization,
thereby rendering the establishment of relationships between interacting elements and
emergent properties exceedingly arduous; current studies of complex systems often rely on
model-based equations (/4—19) or network analysis (20-22) (additional information provided
in Supplementary materials, Text section 1).

Complex Systems Response (CSR) Function for Biological Complex Systems

In a diseased body, drugs interact with disease-causing agents and physiological mechanisms
to combat the illness. Achieving improved system outcomes necessitates a qualitative
transfer function that links a specific drug-dose stimulation to systemic efficacy. Contrary to
making use of reductive methods to identify systemic outcomes based on element
interactions, we chose to employ inductive reasoning, which can bypass the analysis of
intricate self-organization and is, therefore, a mechanism-free approach. This inductive
approach involves four steps: 1) observing natural phenomenon, 2) directly uncovering
system response patterns, 3) formatting the discovery, and 4) generalizing the discovery.

In our prior study, based on experimental evidence of ATP production in a cancer cell line
stimulated by a combinatorial regimen (23), artificial neural networks were employed as a
method for inductive reasoning (Supplementary Materials, Text section 2). The emergent
property, the expression level of ATP level, was uncovered to be a smooth multi-dimensional
surface in relation to the drug-dose variations. Through regression analysis, this surface,
which may exhibit an elliptic paraboloid or a hyperbolic paraboloid shape, is represented by
a second-order nonlinear Complex Systems Response (CSR) function (Function-1).
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Where, E(ci,uxt) represents the efficacy or the system response, where c¢;(?) denotes the dose
level of drug i, serving as controllable parameters, and u, represents unknown parameters.
The coefficient xi(ck ux,t) signifies the cell response to ¢;(z), while ¢?(¢) represents the second
order term of c;(2). Additionally, x;i(ck, ux,t) represents the cell response to ¢7(z), while

Xii(ci Ux,t) characterize the cell response to the drug-drug interactions between c;(?) and c¢;(?).

Following the above-described steps of observation and pattern identification for establishing
the discovery of the CSR function, Function-1, has been generalized and verified across a
diverse range of disease models, including cellular (23-30), animal (3/-33), and clinical
trials (34-37). In Function-1, the terms on the right side represent the drug molecules
interacting with complex systems, while the term on the left side denotes the emergent
property of the system resulting from drug stimulations, i.e., system efficacy. The CSR
function exhibits second-order non-linearity, a fundamental characteristic of complex
systems. This second-order non-linear nature of Function-1 implies that the system response
E(ci,uxt) has a single global optimum, a versatile finding for the application of complex
systems. Moreover, the CSR function illustrates drug-drug interactions, delineating drug
synergisms or antagonisms that vary over time and among individual patients. These findings
lead to the realization that, contrary to common belief, synergism and antagonism are not
inherent properties of drugs but are, in fact, dynamic properties influenced by multiple
factors (32).

In current cancer therapeutics, dosage determinations are based on population-averaged
values. However, there is a significant diversity among cancer patients (38), which is why
chemotherapy often results in less satisfactory efficacies (39). Hence, our interest lies in the
development of personalized medicine (36—39) which customizes combinatorial treatment
for individual patients based on phenotypic outcomes rather than genomic information (40).
However, the appeal of crafting a customized treatment for each patient is, hampered by an
insurmountable practical limitation: with L dosing levels for each drug among a pool of P

drugs, the resulting L” drug-dose combinations create a large search space that is impractical
to exhaustively explore. The Function-1 comprises (P* +3P +2)/2 coefficients, by

conducting a small number (P*+3P +2)/2 << L” of calibration tests on a specific patient's

body system, instead of relying on the data collected from a population of patients and using
big-data deep learning approaches. In contrary, the here-suggested method requires a
comparatively miniscule amount of data: after having obtained a small number of calibration
tests of one patient, the personalized-response coefficients of the CSR function can then be
determined by a straightforward protocol (Supplementary Materials, Text section 2.3). This
approach allows us to find the maximum efficacy and the corresponding optimal
personalized drug-dose combinations for an individual patient in clinical trials including
medication for cancer, organ transplant, HIV and cognitive training (36—39). Significant
improvements of the therapeutic outcomes were observed across all these personalized
clinical trials.



CSR Function for Physical Complex Systems

As with biological complex systems, the ability to predict the emergent properties of physical
complex systems is of equal interest. Given that the CSR function relies on mechanism-free
inductive reasoning, it stands to reason that it could be applicable to other complex systems
as well. In this study, our primary goal is to explore whether the CSR function can be
generalized to physical complex systems.

Selective Laser Melting (SLM) was chosen for this study due to its interesting self-
organization process and its relevance and unprecedented potential in the manufacturing
industry. However, it struggles from a high order of process parameters which renders the
process as a valuable example for a physical complex system allowing us to test CSR method.
SLM uses a high-energy laser beam to melt particles at a specific area within a bed of metal
powders. As the laser acts upon the powders, it creates a melt pool that subsequently cools
and solidifies. The designed laser scanning path can produce precise and intricate structures.
The compressive or tensile yielding stress is among the emergent material properties (4/—44).

During the solidification, metal atoms self-organize into hierarchical complex systems,
forming crystalline lattices and grains accompanied by dislocations and precipitates until the
liquid metal solidifies (45—47). This self-organization process heavily depends on the
interactions between manufacturing parameter-level combinations and metal powders. In
addition to validating the applicability of the CSR function in physical complex systems,
self-organization process of physical complex systems is simpler than biological complex
systems and may offer opportunities to understand how variations in self-organization relate
to emergent system properties.

While there are dozens of processing parameters in SLM, our study focuses solely on three
parameters that strongly influence on the melting and solidification process, namely laser
power (P), scanning velocity (¥), and powder bed temperature (7) (Supplementary Materials,
Text section 3). The energy density, £ =P/(V xhxl), is the amount of laser energy

delivered per unit area, where / is the default hatch distance (0.08 mm), and / is the layer
thickness of the powder for each print path (0.02 mm). The energy density determines the
shape and size of melt pool in the melting process (Supplementary Materials test section 3.4).
The temperature (7) scales to the global temperature gradient between the melting pool and
the environment, determining the rate of heat removal from the melt pool during the
solidification. In our study, P, V, and 7, were chosen as the manufacturing parameters
(Function-2), while E and T were used as parameters for analyzing the experimental data
(Function-3). This approach aims to elucidate how these critical parameters affect the self-
organization process and the resulting emergent material properties.
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For three process parameters, P, V, and 7, a minimum of ten specimens (Supplementary
Materials, Text section 3) is required to solve the coefficients of Function-2. The specimens
manufacturing, however, some combinations of P, V, and T may produce distorted specimens
due to overheating or result in porous specimens due to underheating, which are not known a
priori. Hence, 60 % more specimens were printed than the required number of coefficients to
compensate for the potentially flawed print results that would not qualify for the mechanical
tests. Of the 16 printed specimens, 5 were aborted (see details in Supplementary Materials,
Table S1). The process parameters and the remaining 11 specimens were used to determine
the compressive yield stress (Table S1). The CSR function with the two manufacturing
parameters, £ and 7' (Supplementary Materials, Table S2) is,

CYS =-7.54x10+1.12x10x E + 7.94x10 'xT —=5.55x10 2x E>=3.59x10 T *
+7.38X1074x ExT
...... (Function-4)

The CSR surface, shown in Fig. 1, exhibits a concave elliptic paraboloid geometry. The high
R? value of 0.898 validated that the data satisfied the CSR function in SLM manufacturing.
The response surface provides an overview of the compressive yield stress (CYS) and its
variation with the levels of parameters, £ and 7, in a multidimensional landscape. The global
maximum CYS = 545 MPa, which occurred at £ = 102 J/mm?® and 7= 121°C
(Supplementary Materials, Table S3). The maximum CYS determined from the 11 specimens
from the CSR functions agreed with the reported CYS measured by trial-and-error method,
which required significantly more specimens and tests (Supplementary Materials, Table S4).
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Fig. 1. CSR surface as a function of E and T.

(A). The surface plot of CYS as a function of £ and 7, the R square of fitting is 0.898.

(B). The contour plot of CYS as a function of £ and 7, the black dot indicates the maximum
CYS at 545 MPa when E at 102 J/mm? and T at 121°C.

Searching for extrema in multidimensional spaces is an active area of research in applied
sciences, garnering significant interest in fields such as the Monte Carlo method and deep
learning with neural networks trained on big data. Typically, databases for these methods are
constructed from multiple complex systems, leading to numerous local maxima and minima.
The CSR function stands out by being uniquely based on a single complex system and
characterized by second-order non-linearity, resulting in the presence of only one global

extremum. In addition, only (P? +3P+2)/2 calibration tests, rather than L” tests, are
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required for our method. These attributes of the CSR function have made the seemingly
impossible personalized medicine in biological complex systems achievable. In physical
complex systems, this novel function can lead to new frontiers, such as dynamically
optimizing the level of each parameter during the manufacturing process, potentially
resulting in unexpected material properties, offering significant advancements in the field.

Self-Organization of Physical Complex Systems

In physical complex systems, the mechanisms of self-organization are comparatively less
convoluted than biological complex systems: during the phase transition of solidification,
thermally excited metal atoms self-organize into crystalline lattices, grains, then hierarchical
complex microstructures until the liquid metal solidifies (45-47). While the mechanism
description provides insight into the natural phenomenon, it does not offer quantitative
information. The mechanism-free CSR surface (Figure 1), on the other hand, provides a
quantitative map of how the system response, CYS, varies across the multidimensional
parameter space. Combining microscale self-organization mechanisms with the macroscale
CSR map allows for a comprehensive understanding of physical complex systems.

The CSR function (Function-3) includes the x, (u,?) term, the sum of linear terms, the sum of
the second-order terms, and the sum of the interaction terms. The pie charts illustrating the
results of the various SLM tests for optimal and off-optimal CYS are shown in Fig. 2
(Supplementary Materials, Table S5). From this figure, it is evident that the x, (u,¢) term and
the interaction term are negligible (Function-5). Thus, only 2P specimens, instead of
(P2+3P+2)/2 specimens, need to be printed to determine the coefficients of Function-5. The
temperature terms are smaller compared to the energy density terms in both the linear and
second-order terms. Subsequently, Function-5 can be approximated to Function-6. The
powder bed temperature ranged from 25°C to 160°C which is significantly lower than the
melting temperature of SS316L, which lies at 1400°C. As a consequence, the terms involving
temperature are negligible. The second-order term of energy density (£) has a minor negative
value, simplifying Function-6 to Function-7. Consequently, the study of self-organization in
this case can approximately rely on variations in energy density alone.

CYS(E,T)=x,(T,u )< E+x,(E,u)xT +x,,(T,u )X E* + X7 (E,u )xT"
...... (Function-5)

CYS(E,T)=x,(T,u )xE+x,,(T,u )xE’

...... (Function-6)

CYS(E,T)=x,(T,u )xE

...... (Function-7)
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Fig. 2: The Pi chart of the contribution terms to optimal CYS (A) and off-optimal CYS (B
and C).

The Pie chart is plotted using equation: [ [+ X[+ [+ ‘Xif ‘] [ C¥S, =1
Where,
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The pie charts for three different energy density levels at the same powder bed temperature, 7=
121°C, are plotted here.



A(i): When E = 102 J/mm?, T=121°C, the CYS = 545 MPa, the Xy, X;, Xi;, and X;; contributed
3.9%, 63.4%, -32.3% and 0.5%, respectively; A(ii): for the term X;, Xz and X7 contributed 58.5%
and 4.9%; A(iii): for the term Xi;, Xz and Xrr contributed -29.6% and -2.7%.

B(i): When E =70 J/mm3, T=121°C, CYS = 488.34 MPa, the Xy, X;, Xii, and Xj; contributed 5.9%,
68.4%, -25.2% and 0.5%; B(ii): for the term X;, Xz and X7 contributed 61% and 7.4%; B(iii): for
the term Xi;, Xezand X7r contributed -21.1% and -4.1%.

C(1): When E =50 J/mm3, T=121°C, CYS = 395.21 MPa, the values of X, X;, Xi;, and Xj
contributed 8.1%, 70.8%, -20.6% and 0.5%, respectively; C(ii) for the term X;, Xz and X7
contributed 60.4% and 10.4%; C(iii): for the term Xi;, Xerand X7r contributed -15% and -5.6%.

Figure 3-A shows the laser power that was provided to create the tested melt pool,
P/VMP, as a function of the £. Around £ = 33.3 J/mm?3, the value of P/VMP is about 45 J/mm?.
The width (W) and depth (D) of the melt pool, normalized to the laser beam diameter (d=0.08
mm) and layer thickness (/ = 0.02mm), were W/d = 0.83 and D/[ = 1.2, respectively. At E =33.3
J/mm?, the values of W/d and D/I both approximately 20% lower than the average values of 1.03
and 1.59 when tested in the range of £ = 50-110 J/mm? (Figures 3-B and 3-C). The smaller
normalized W and D indicate smaller melt pool formed under the corresponding parameter-level
combination. In addition, the volumetric area fraction of density (VAFD) (Supplementary
Materials, Section 3.3 and Table S-6), which represents the ratio of solidified volume to the total
volume, was at 60% (Figure 3-D). The low value of laser power spent on melting indicated that
most of the heat was dissipated to the surroundings, leaving insufficient heat for melting, which
results in low values of W/d, D/l and VAFD.

At E=47.6 J/mm?, two specimens were printed at 25°C and 160°C, the P/VMP were
decreased to 34.8 and 41.7 J/mm? (Figure 3-A). However, the W/d increased to 1.0 and 1.1,
while D/l increased to 1.6 and 1.8, respectively. This indicates the melt pool width approached to
the laser spot size, and the depth has penetrated to the previously solidified layer. The input laser
power has been used to melt the previous layer, therefore decreased the porosity. The VAFD
increased from 60% at £ =33.3 J/mm? to 85% at E=47.6 J/mm?.

For £>83.3 J/mm?, the W/d and D/l kept above the average of 1.03 and 1.59, and the
VAFD reached 100%. At high values of E, e.g., E=222.2 J/mm? (S1-11) and E =263.9 J/mm?
(S1-3) (Supplementary Materials, Table S-1), the laser power applied at the print site is higher
than the heat transfer rate would allow. This results in overheat which deforms the shape of the
specimen and reduce the yield stress.
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Fig. 3: The variations of volume of melt pool (¥MP) and volumetric area fraction of
density (VAFD) as a function of the energy density (£). The brown dot is the data derived from
the maximum CYS predicted by Function-1 at £ =102 J/mm? and 7=121°C.

(A) The laser power input distributed on the volumetric melt pool, VMP, as a function of
the energy density, E.

(B) The width of melt pool boundary, W, normalized to the diameter of laser beam, d, as
a function of the energy density, E.

(C) The depth of melt pool boundary, D, normalized to the layer thickness, /, as a
function of the energy density, E.

(D) The volumetric area fraction of density, VAFD, as a function of the energy density, E.

The Maximum CY'S of the SLM-fabricated SS316L specimen reported in our study is 545 MPa
which is approximately twice that of water-quenched cast SS316, which is 250-290 MPa (48).
This disparity arises from the different cooling rates. While the cooling rate of water-quenched
cast iron is about 1,000°C/sec, in here-utilized fabrication method, a laser beam with a scanning
speed of 500-2,000 mm/sec moves through a laser spot with a diameter of 0.08 mm which results
in solidification time constants ranging from 50-200 p-sec (Figure 4-A). Given the melting
temperature of SS316L, 1400 °C, the cooling rate is in the order of 10% °C/sec, which is in the
reported range (49). High cooling rates produce more nuclei during solidification, significantly
reducing the time available for atoms to diffuse and form larger grains. This rapid cooling leads
to the formation of a large number of small nuclei almost simultaneously, resulting in a finer
grain size. The finer microstructure provides more grain boundary area, which impedes
dislocation movement and increases the CYS (50). The phase transition, melt-solidification, time
in this study has very short time scale, 50-200 p-sec (Figure 4-A). Real-time multiscale analysis
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combining physics-based modeling and real-time experimental studies (5/-53) will be necessary
to uncover the underlying microstructure-property relationships and provide insights into the
dynamic phase transition process.

At E in the range of 33.3 J/mm?, the CYS is 250 MPa, as shown in Figure 4-B. This relatively
low CYS is attributed to near 40% of the specimen volume remaining not melted. As E increases,
P/VMP reached a minimal at £ = 47.6 J/mm? (Figure 3-A). Thereafter, both CYS (Figure 4-B)
and the VAFD (Figure 4-C) see a significant rise from E =47.6 J/mm? to E = 83.3 J/mm?, the
CYS continuous to increase, albeit at a slower rate. The ratio of CYS to VAFD (Figure 4-C) in the
range from £=33.3 J/mm?® to £=83.3 J/mm? represents the yield stress contributed by the
solidified portion of the specimen. For £ < 83.3 J/mm?, the average value of CYS/VAFD is 462
MPa, with an averaged time constant of 50 us. Beyond E = 83.3 J/mm?, CYS, reaching a
maximum of 545 MPa at £ = 105 J/mm?. The averaged CYS between E =83.3 and 111.1 J/mm?
is 524 MPa and the time constant varied from 100-200 p-sec. As E further increases, i.e.,
E=222.2 J/mm? (S1-11), the laser power provided at the print site is more than the heat transfer
rate can remove, overheating will take place and will distort the shape of the specimen and
reduce the yield stress.

Metal atoms self-organize into crystalline lattices, forming grains whose boundaries resist
dislocation motion and contribute to the material's yield stress. However, most of the laser
energy dissipated through global heat transfer, ranging from 33.3 to 83.3 J/mm?, is insufficient to
self-organize all the metal atoms into grains, resulting in porous specimens with low CYS. The
maximum yield stress is achieved by striking a balance between the energy needed for self-
organization and the heat removal. A homogeneous complex system forms as volumetric AFD
reaches 1. If the real-time analyses (5/—53) can establish a quantitative mechanistic relationship
of phase change, from melting to self-organization, a reductive approach may link metal atomic
level organization to their mechanical properties. The CSR function can quantitatively elucidate
self-organization at the microscale and heat removal at the global scale. Additionally, it can
guide the optimization of parameters and their levels to achieve a delicate balance, maximizing
yield stress.
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Figure 4: Variations of Melt-solidification time scale and compressive yield stress as a function
of the energy density. The brown dot is the data derived from the maximum CYS predicted by
Function-1 at E =102 J/mm?® and T=121°C. The S1-15 (E=98.8 J/mm?) is not an outlier, it was
printed at the powder bed temperature of 25°C, which was much lower than 121°C for maximum
CYS.

A: Time scale, d/V, varies with energy density. The d is the diameter of laser beam and V' is
the laser speed.

B: Variations of compressive yield stress as a function of energy density.

C: Estimated CYS of the solidified portion varies as a function of energy density.
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Conclusion

In this study, the CSR function, originally discovered in biological complex systems, has been
successfully generalized to physical complex systems. The CSR function quantitatively links
interacting elements undergoing self-organization to emergent properties. These complex
systems exhibit second-order nonlinearity, inherently leading to a global extremum. In the
context of physical complex systems, the CSR function can elucidate the relationship between
the macroscale system property, CYS, and the self-organization characteristics of the
microstructure at the atomic scale.
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1. Model Equations and Network Analyses of Complex Systems

1.1 Model Equations

Studies of complex systems frequently rely on model-based equations to link interacting
components with emergent properties. Among the many model-based equations for complex
systems, we will discuss two models that utilize polynomial-type equations at here.

Applying these model equations requires strict adherence to the assumptions made during
their derivation and compliance with fundamental physical laws, particularly the principle of
causality.

1.1.1 Ising Model

Many second-order polynomial equations model various natural phenomena, such as the
Ising mode (/4). This physical model describes discrete (+1 or -1) magnetic dipoles in a lattice.
The spin configuration, o, of a lattice can change through interactions with other lattices. The
physical model equation is given in Equation-S1. Here, H(c) represents the energy of the system

of magnetic dipoles. The first-order terms, —z h,o, represent the effect of external magnetic
j
fields on the system. The second-order terms, —Z J;0,0;, represent the interactions among
ij

different lattices

H(o)= —Z ho, - ZJ"/O-"GJ

J LJ
...... (Equation-S1)

The Ising model has been applied to various fields, including magnetism (/35), and spin
glasses (/6). Since a neuron at a given time can be either “active” or “inactive”, the statistical
activities of neurons can also be modelled by the Ising function (/7).

1.1.2 Response Surface Method (RMS) equation

Response Surface Method (RMS) equation (/8) is derived by expanding a function, 7, into
a polynomial series (54).

n=p+Bx+bx +---+ﬁ11}(12 +ot B +---+ﬂ1117(13 T

...... (Equation-S2)

In the above equation, the function, 1, is the cause, while the terms on the right-hand side
represent consequences. In the realm of complex systems, the emergent property assumes the
role of consequence, while the interactions among elements serve as the causes. It's worth noting
that the RMS equation deviates from the principles of causality (/9).

Furthermore, the RSM equation was postulated based on three assumptions:

1. As the function, 1, was mathematically expanded into a polynomial series, it was
presumed that the coefficients Bi, Bii, and Bij remain constant. Should these coefficients deviate
from constants, a further expansion into series of their own parameters would be necessary.

2. The third and high order terms were assumed to be negligible.

3. It was posited that the optimal value resides at the stationary point. This assertion holds
true only if the response surface exhibits an elliptic paraboloid shape. Conversely, if the response
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surface takes the form of a hyperbolic paraboloid, the optimal value will manifest at the
boundary.

In chemical reactions, the chemical energy of a molecule post-reaction remains constant,
and the reaction time is exceedingly brief, thereby allowing the coefficients of RSM equation to
hold approximately constant, although they still violate the causality law. On the other hand. in
biological and physical complex systems, the first assumption of constant coefficients is
untenable. Moreover, it's common for the response surface to be a hyperbolic paraboloid, thus
nullifying the validity of the third assumption. Given the considerations outlined above, except
for applications in chemistry, the trial-and-error method remains prevalent in both research
communities and industries.

1.2 Networks Analyses

Network analysis (20—22) represents a potent approach for investigating how self-
organization unfolds. Significant strides have been achieved in mapping the intricate network
structures found in biological, physical, chemical, and social complex systems. Current research
frontiers are dedicated to delineating the functional and quantitative attributes of interaction
nodes, as well as understanding how networks undergo reorganization at different stages within
the hierarchical complex systems.

2. Complex System Response (CSR) Function

2.1 A Precursor of CSR Platform - Feedback System Control (FSC) Platform

Combinatorial treatments are widely used in managing nearly all diseases, yet optimizing
dosages remains a significant challenge. With L doses for each of P drugs, the search space

includes L” drug-dose combinations, making it an arduous task to find an optimal regimen.

Game theory has played a crucial role in addressing this challenge through the Feedback System
Control (FSC) scheme. FSC promises to identify the optimal regimen in fewer than 20 iterative
loops, significantly reducing the computational burden compared to the exhaustive L’ searches.

This breakthrough has been validated through numerous in vitro tests across various disease
models (24-27).

2.2 Al Complex System Response (CSR) Function

By examining the experimental database of ATP production in a cancer cell line stimulated
by a combinatorial regimen, the system response (an emerging property of the biological
complex system) was revealed as a smooth response surface within the multi-dimensional drug-
dose space. Regression analysis of this smooth response surface can be represented by a
nonlinear function (23). The discovery of a second-order nonlinear function (Function-S1) has
been generalized through several dozen in vitro, animal, and clinical tests (23, 28—37). The R?
values of the raw data, without additional iterative data, were found to be close to unity.

P P P-1 P
_ 2
E=x+ inci + inici + Z Z XiGiC
i=1 i=1

i=l j=i+l

...... (Function-S1)
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Through a detailed examination of the properties of coefficients as outlined in references
(32) and (33), the generalized form of the CSR function is presented as Function 1 in the main
text. The coefficients in Function-S1 are not constants; instead, they are function of time,
unknown parameters, and other independent variables. For example, x;is a function of ck, and
k#1.

The Function-1 comprises (P> +3P+2)/2 coefficients. By conducting a small number of

(P*+3P+2)/2 < L' calibration tests on the specific patient’s physiological system, we can
solve for these coefficients and discern the customized optimal personalized regimen (37—40).

In big-data deep learning, using large number of patients to train a multi-layer neural
network. The population-based response pattern will not be simple smooth surface and cannot be
presented by a second order function. The outcome form population-averaged approach will not
fit for a specific patient.

Many names have been associated with the CSR platform. In the early stages of
developing the transfer function, Feedback System Control (FSC), flexible or streamlined
Feedback System Control (s-FSC) were utilized (26—29). Later, the Phenotypic Response
Surface (PRS or PRS) function replaced FSC or s-FSC for applications in biological complex
systems (34, 36). Other research groups used CURATE.AI (37), QPOP (31), and IDentif. Al (55).
Eventually, the CSR function was adopted after the discovery that Function-1 could serve as a
general transfer function for physical complex systems.

2.3 Protocol of Implementing CSR Function

The conventional approach to identifying the optimal combinatorial drug involves searching
through a vast parameter-level space, L”, formed by L dosing levels for each drug in a pool of P
drugs. However, with the CSR function, only a small number, (P> +3P+2)/2 (much less than
L”, of tests are required to identify the global optimum across the entire range of parameter-level
combinations.

The protocol is as follows:
1. Based on the CSR function (Function-1), determine the number of necessary tests, which

is (P*+3P+2)/2.
2. Define the minimum and maximum levels for each parameter.
3. Strategically distribute the (P> +3P+2)/2 parameter-level (e.g., drug-dose)

combinations over the P-dimensional parameter-level space using Orthogonal Array
Composite Designs (OACD) (29,30).

4. Experimentally measure the (P> +3P+2)/2 system outcomes.

5. Solve for the (P*> +3P+2)/2 coefficients of the CSR function.

6. Identify the global optimal system outcome and the corresponding best parameter-level
combinations.
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For personalized therapy, dynamic dosing is essential:
1. Sequentially apply the OACD-designed parameter-level pairs over time.

2. At the end of the (P* +3P+2)/2 tests, determine the optimal dose for the next dosing.
3. Continue the dynamic optimization using the moving-window method.

3. Materials and Methods
3.1 Sample Preparation

Stainless steel 316L specimens were produced using the Selective Laser Melting (SLM)
technique. The specimens, conforming to the ASTM E9 standard (56), were designed with a
cylindrical geometry, with a diameter and height of 5 mm each. The fabrication was performed
on an EoS M290 SLM system (EoS, Germany), utilizing recycled 316L stainless steel powder
with a particle size distribution ranging from 50 to 80 um (Retsch GmbH, Germany).

The fabrication parameters were systematically varied in this investigation, including laser
power (P) ranging from 80 to 190 W, scanning velocity (¥) from 100 to 2500 mm/s, and powder
bed temperature (7) between 25 and 160 °C. The default settings for the process included a hatch
distance (#) of 0.09 mm, layer thickness (/) of 0.02 mm, and a laser spot size, equivalent to the
focus diameter, of 0.08 mm. The oxygen level in the chamber was controlled to remain below
0.2% to minimize oxidation during the process. The scanning strategy employed a bi-directional
pattern with a 67° rotation after each layer deposition to ensure uniform material distribution.
The energy density (E), a critical parameter representing the laser energy per unit volume for

powder melting, was calculated using the formula E=P/(Vxhxl) , where P, V, h, and [
correspond to laser power, scanning velocity, hatch distance, and layer thickness, respectively.
Following the SLM process, the specimens were detached from the build platform using
wire cutting. To alleviate residual stresses, the specimens underwent furnace heating from
ambient temperature to 400 °C over a period of one hour, followed by soaking at this
temperature for 4 hours, and subsequently cooled to room temperature within the furnace.

3.2 Mechanical tests

The compressive tests were conducted using Instron 8848 (Instron, USA) following the
ASTM ED9 test protocol (56). An adjustable bearing block made of tungsten carbide was
employed to evenly distribute the initial load. The compressive yield stress was recorded at the
strain offset at 0.2%.

3.3 Area Density Function Measurement

The internal structure of samples was exposed in the XY and XZ (or YZ) planes which run
perpendicular and parallel to the build direction (fig. S1). The surfaces were ground and polished
to a mirror finish, followed by electrolytic etching using oxalic acid as per ASTM E3-11 and
ASTM E407 standard (57, 58). The etching parameters included a voltage of approximately 6 V
and a current of 0.35 A for a duration of 60 seconds. Optical microscopic images were taken on
both planes using bright field Nikon eclipse LV 150 N (Nikon, Japan) at a magnification of 100
times for an area of approximately 1 mm by 1 mm (fig. S1).

The porosity present within the samples was quantitatively assessed by digital image
analysis. Initially, images captured on both XY and XZ planes were processed to distinguish
porous regions from the solid matrix based on pixel contrast. The percentage of the porous
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region was calculated using ImageJ, an open-source image processing software developed by the
National Institutes of Health, United States (https://imagej.net/ij/index.html).

The volumetric area fraction of density (VAFD) of each sample was estimated by a
geometrical factor that accounts for the porosity in both the XY and XZ planes (59, 60). The
formula applied was derived from the principle that the density of a sample can be inferred from
the volume fraction of solid material present. The calculation was performed using the
expression:

VAFD =[(1-P,,)x(1-P,,)]/ side _length

Where Pxy and Pyxz represent the porosity percentages measured on the respective planes,
and the side length is 1mm for the images used in analysis.

| ;D k | @ r‘_ﬂ

fig. S1. Schematic demonstration of the cutting planes in the 3D system.

(A) The SLM fabricated specimen with coordinate system indicated, where z is the build
direction. (B) and (C) indicate the exposed internal surfaces in the XY plane and XZ plane (or YZ
plane) via wire cutting. (D) The exposed surfaces on the XY and XZ planes, the volume of this
unit can be calculated by Volume = (A,, x Ay,)/unit _length . (E) and (F) The yellow

highlighted surfaces indicate the exposed plane after cutting, and the black areas indicate the
microscopic imaging area. Notes: this is used for demonstration purpose, not representing the
real scale of samples.
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fig. S2. Demonstration of VAFD from high poros1ty specnnen Sl 9 to Sl 5 and full density S1-
10.

VAFD =[(1-P,,)x(1-P,,)]/ side _length

(A) The microscopic images of XZ and XY plane for sample S1-9, the porosity was 77.3% and
75.7%, the calculated VAFD is 58.5%. (B) The microscopic images of XZ and XY plane for
sample S1-5, the porosity was 94.8% and 96.2%, the VAFD is 91.2%. (C) The microscopic
images of XZ and XY plane for sample S1-10, the porosity was 99.9% and 99.9%, the VAFD is
99.8%.

3.4 Melt Pool Analysis

The melt pool boundary (MPB), also known as fusion line, is the interface that arises
between the newly solidified material and the pre-existing solid substrate as a result of a single
laser pass. In this investigation, the approach to melt pool analysis diverges from previous by
employing a mass-analysis method (42, 6/—63), which provides a comprehensive understanding
of melt pool characteristics. The width (W) and depth (D) of melt pool boundaries were
measured on the XZ plane images which provides a cross-sectional view of the melt pool (fig.
S2-A) (42, 61-63). More than one hundred melt pool boundaries were quantitatively measured
and analyzed, as depicted in fig. S2-B. The length of major and minor axis of fitted ellipses were
summarized, and converted to the size of real melt pool boundaries based on the ratio of the scale
bar on the image. Lastly, the average width and depth of melt pool obtained from more than 100
fittings were used to calculate the average volume of melt pool.

Refer to fig. S2-C, since the cross-section of the melt pool boundaries was simplified as a
semi-ellipse, the area of the section can be estimated by (#xW x D)/ 4. At a given laser

scanning speed mm/s in unit time during one melting pass, the volume of a melt pool (VMP) can
be estimated by (zxW x DxV)/4 mm?¥/sec (42, 61-63).
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fig. S3. Measurement of melt pool depth and width.

(A) A schematic plot illustrates the volumetric properties of the melt pool. (B) An yellow
elliptical fitting of a melt pool boundary is demonstrated on an image captured at 500 times
magnification, the width and depth of melt pool can be estimated as the length of major axis and
half of minor axis; (C) & (D) Section view and full view of all recognizable melt pool
boundaries were fitted on a microscopic image taken at 100 times magnification, representing an
area of 1 mm x 1 mm; (E) The average value of melt pool depth and width were summarized
with respect to the number of printed layers (layer thickness of 20mm).
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4. Tables of experimental data

Table S1. Summary of process parameters and compressive yield stress (CYS).

Of the 16 initial specimens (S1-1 to S1-16), five were excluded from final analyses due to
processing issues. Specimens S1-2 and S1-6 featured an energy density of 22.2 J/mm?, which
was insufficient for powder melting, resulting in specimens with cavities unsuitable for
mechanical property analysis. Conversely, specimens S1-3, S1-7, and S1-11 exhibited high
energy densities of 263.9 J/mm? and 222.2 J/mm?, respectively, leading to over-melting and
significant distortion. The remaining 11 specimens, with their process parameters and
compressive yield stress, are detailed in this table.

Power | Velocity | Temperature [Energy density Cqmpresswe
Batch-1 P (W) | Vimm/s) T (°C) E (J/mm?) Yield Stress
CYS (MPa)
S1-1 190 2000 160 52.8 437.1
S1-2 80 2000 160 22.2 -
S1-3 190 400 160 263.9 -
S1-4 80 400 160 111.1 534.2
S1-5 190 2000 25 52.8 413.1
S1-6 80 2000 25 22.2 -
S1-7 190 400 25 263.9 -
S1-8 80 400 25 111.1 534.1
S1-9 80 1400 70 31.7 243.1
S1-10 120 800 70 83.3 5543
S1-11 160 400 115 222.2 -
S1-12 120 1400 160 47.6 302.6
S1-13 120 1400 25 47.6 361.3
S1-14 160 1400 115 63.5 474
S1-15 160 900 25 98.8 446.2
S1-16 120 2000 70 333 249.6
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Table S2. The CSR Functions for process parameters and compressive yield stress (CYS).

Batch-1 CSR Function R?

(E, T) CYS =-7.54x10+1.12x10x E +7.94x10"'x T 0.898
—5.55x107? x E* =3.59 %107 xT* +7.38x10* x ExT

P, V,T) CYS=22x10"+1.18x10x P—8.66x107' xV +5.24xT 0.831
—4.78x1072 x P +4.92x107° xV* =2.01x107* x T
+3.55x107° x PxV =2.6x10*x PxT+1.64x107 xV xT

27



Table S3. The Maximum compressive yield stress at its optimal fabrication parameter-level
calculated from CSR Functions.

E (J /mm3) T (0C) P (W) V (mm/s) Optimal CYS
(MPa)
102 121 94 500 545
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Table S4. A summary of the reported SLM process parameters and the corresponding

yield stresses of stainless steel 316

References Laser | Scanning | Powder Bed | Energy | Compressive | Tensile
Power | velocity | temperature | Density | Yield Stress | Yield Stress
(W) (mm/s) (0C) (J/mm3 | (MPa) (MPa)

)

Lietal. 2022 180 650 - 554 584 -

(64)

Giiden et al. 370 900 - 120 ~ 580

2022 (65)

Lei etal. 2021 | 200 1000 - 40 544 -

(66)

Lietal. 2021; | 195 1083 80 112.5 ~ 520 ~500

Ghasri-

Khouzani et al.

2021 (67,68)

Diepold etal. | - - - - ~ 360 ~370

2021 (69)

Chao et al. 175 730 200 66.6 - 418

2021 (70)

Kluczynskiet | 190 900 - 58.6 ~ 550 554

al. 2020 (71)

Liu et al. 2020 | 215 1000 - 87.4 - 707

(72)

Rottger et al. 136.1 | 928.1 80 36.7 - 503.1

2020 (73)

Portella et al. 150 400 150 93.8 - 527

2020 (74)

Ham et al. - - - 536 -

2019 (75)

Kurzynowski 100 220 - 81 - 517

etal. 2018 (76)

Chen et al. 200 2000 - 55.6 - 519

2018 (77)

Hitzler et al. 200 800 200 69.4 - 590

2017 (78)

Suryawanshi et | 90 1000 - 20 - 536

al. 2017 (79)

Liverani et al. 150 700 - 153.1 - ~520

2017 (80)

Zhong et al. 200 1000 - 40 - 487

2016 (81)
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Table SS. The coefficients of CRS function at the optimal and off-optimal CYS.
(A) CYS =545 MPa, E = 102 J/mm?, T =121°C; (B) CYS = 488.34 MPa, E= 70 J/mm?3, T
=121°C; (C) CYS =395.21 MPa, E =50 J/mm?, T =121°C.

CYS =-7.54x10+1.12x10xE +7.94x10'xT —5.55x10 *x E*—3.59x10 >xT"?

+738x10*x ExT

CYS(MPa)

E(J/mm?)

T(°C)

X0 XE XT XEE XTT XTE

545 102 121 -3.86% +58.6% +4.92% -29.5% | -2.69% +0.47%
488 70 121 -5.85% +61.0% +7.46% -21.1% | -4.08% +0.49%
395 50 121 -8.12% +60.5% +10.4% -14.9% | -5.66% +0.48%
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Table S-6: The calculated area fraction of density (VAFD) and volume of melt pool (VMP)
are listed in this Table.
The volume of a melt pool (VMP) was estimated by VMP = (zxW x DxV)/4 mm?3/sec, where

W and D and the average width and depth of melt pool boundary, and V is the scanning velocity.
The VMP varied from 0.938 mm?®/s to 3.71 Imm?/s. The averaged melt pool boundary width was
0.089 mm and close to the laser beam diameter of 0.080 mm. On average, the width was 11%
larger than the laser diameter. The average melt pool depth was 0.034 mm, and the metal powder
layer thickness for each print was 0.020 mm. Thus, the average melt pool depth was 70% times
larger than metal powder layer thickness for each print.

Volume of | Volumetric
Width Depth Velocity Melt pool [Area Fraction
Batch 1 w D V VMP of Density
(mm) (mm) (mm/s) (mm?/s) VAFD
(%)
S1-1 0.0809 0.0292 2000 3.711 96.4
S1-4 0.0927 0.0322 400 0.938 99.8
S1-5 0.0762 0.0306 2000 3.663 91.2
S1-8 0.102 0.0383 400 1.227 99.6
S1-9 0.0661 0.0244 1400 1.773 58.5
S1-10 0.0911 0.0357 800 2.043 99.8
S1-12 0.0891 0.0352 1400 3.449 89.6
S1-13 0.0834 0.0314 1400 2.879 84.0
S1-14 0.075 0.0306 1400 2.523 90.2
S1-15 0.0845 0.0357 900 2.132 99.8
S1-16 0.0673 0.0253 2000 2.675 54.7
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