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TPMS2STEP Supplements:
Constraints Matrices and
Convergence Proof of TPMS2STEP

YAONAIMING ZHAO, QIANG ZOU

Triply periodic minimal surface (TPMS) is emerging as an important way of designing mi-
crostructures. However, there has been limited use of commercial CAD/CAM/CAE software
packages for TPMS design and manufacturing. This is mainly because TPMS is consistently de-
scribed in the functional representation (F-rep) format, while modern CAD/CAM/CAE tools
are built upon the boundary representation (B-rep) format. One possible solution to this gap is
translating TPMS to STEP, which is the standard data exchange format of CAD/CAM/CAE. Fol-
lowing this direction, this paper proposes a new translation method with error-controlling and
C2 continuity-preserving features. It is based on an approximation error-driven TPMS sampling
algorithm and a constrained-PIA algorithm. The sampling algorithm controls the deviation be-
tween the original and translated models. With it, an error bound of 2ǫ on the deviation can be
ensured if two conditions called ǫ-density and ǫ-approximation are satisfied. The constrained-
PIA algorithm enforces C2 continuity constraints during TPMS approximation, and meanwhile
attaining high efficiency. A theoretical convergence proof of this algorithm is also given. The
effectiveness of the translation method has been demonstrated by a series of examples and com-
parisons. All relevant Refs.: [1–66]

1. PART OF CONSTRAINT MATRICES FOR GYROID, DIAMOND, AND SCHWARZ_P IN

CPIA

The constraint matrices for Gyroid, Diamond, and Schwarz_P that are not given in the article are
given here.

For Gyroid, matrices T1g-T7g and Mijg(i = 1, 2, 3, 4, 5 and j = 1, 2, 3, 4) are given.

T1g =

















0 0 −1 1

1 0 0 0

0 1 0 0

0 0 0 1

















T2g =

















0 0 1 1

1 0 0 −1

0 −1 0 1

0 0 0 1

















T3g =

















0 −1 0 1.5

1 0 0 −0.5

0 0 −1 0.5

0 0 0 1

















T4g = T1gT3g

T5g = T−1
4g

T6g = T2gT3g

T7g = T−1
6g
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The matrices Mijg(i = 1, 2, 3, 4, 5 and j = 1, 2, 3, 4) are derived from the method mentioned below.
To extract the control points and calculate the first-order and second-order derivatives, three
steps are conducted: (1) number the control points; (2) map a specific part of the control points
to the corresponding control points (e.g., to calculate the first-order derivatives, the second row
of control points are mapped to the first row of control points); and (3) utilize the coordinates
of these points to calculate the local first-order and second-order derivatives. In Step 2, the
mapping is constructed using a matrix, denoted as M. M is actually one of Mijg(i = 1, 2, 3, 4, 5
and j = 1, 2, 3, 4). Specifically, if the matrix P is the control points, then MP sets some rows in P
to 0 and changes the position of other rows of elements. In the matrix MP, a non-zero element
at Row i and Column j in M repositions the jth line of P to the ith line of P. That is, this element
maps the jth control point to the ith control point. After the mapping, calculations can be done
to the control points that are mapped together.

Mijg(i = 1, 2, 3, 4, 5 and j = 1, 2, 3, 4) are given as:

M11g =
n−5

∑
i=0

Jn2−n+2+i,n2−2n+2+i

M21g =
n−5

∑
i=0

Jn2−2n+2+i,n2−2n+2+i

M31g =
n−7

∑
i=0

Jn2−n+3+i,n2−3n+3+i

M41g =
n−7

∑
i=0

Jn2−2n+3+i,n2−3n+3+i

M51g =
n−7

∑
i=0

Jn2−3n+3+i,n2−3n+3+i

where Ji,j is the matrix with a unique non-zero element 1 at the position (i, j) and n is the number
of control points of the approximation surface in the u and v direction.

M12g =
n−5

∑
i=0

J2n+in,2n+1+in

M22g =
n−5

∑
i=0

J2n+1+in,2n+1+in

M32g =
n−7

∑
i=0

J3n+in,3n+2+in

M42g =
n−7

∑
i=0

J3n+1+in,3n+2+in

M52g =
n−7

∑
i=0

J3n+2+in,3n+2+in

M13g =
n−3

∑
i=0

J2+i,n+2+i

M23g =
n−5

∑
i=0

Jn+2+i,n+2+i

M33g =
n−7

∑
i=0

J3+i,2n+3+i

M43g =
n−7

∑
i=0

Jn+3+i,2n+3+i

M53g =
n−7

∑
i=0

J2n+3+i,2n+3+i
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M14g =
n−5

∑
i=0

J3n−1+in,3n−2+in

M24g =
n−5

∑
i=0

J3n−2+in,3n−2+in

M34g =
n−7

∑
i=0

J4n−1+in,4n−3+in

M44g =
n−7

∑
i=0

J4n−2+in,4n−3+in

M54g =
n−7

∑
i=0

J4n−3+in,4n−3+in

For Diamond, matrices T1d, T2d, N1, and N2 are given. Mijd (i = 1, 2, 3, 4, 5 and j = 1, 2, 3, 4)

are the same as Mijg (i = 1, 2, 3, 4, 5 and j = 1, 2, 3, 4) mentioned before, respectively.

T1d =

















0 −1 0 0

1 0 0 0

0 0 −1 0

0 0 0 1

















T2d =

















− 1
2 − 1

2

√
2

2

√
2

2

− 1
2 − 1

2 −
√

2
2

√
2

2√
2

2 −
√

2
2 0 0

0 0 0 1

















N1 =





In2×n2 0n2×n2

0n2×n2 0n2×n2





2n2×2n2

N2 =





0n2×n2 In2×n2

0n2×n2 0n2×n2





2n2×2n2

where n is the number of control points of the approximation surface in the u and v direction.

I is the identity matrix. N1 and N2 are designed to satisfy the equations N1P =





P1

0



 and

N2P =





P2

0



 where P =





P1

P2



.

For Schwarz_P, matrices T1p-T4p are given. Mijp (i = 1, 2, 3, 4, 5 and j = 1, 2, 3, 4) are the same
as Mijg (i = 1, 2, 3, 4, 5 and j = 1, 2, 3, 4) mentioned above.

T1p =

















1
2 − 1

2 −
√

2
2 −

√
2

4

− 1
2

1
2 −

√
2

2 −
√

2
4

−
√

2
2 −

√
2

2 0 − 1
2

0 0 0 1
















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T2p =

















1
2

1
2 −

√
2

2

√
2

4

1
2

1
2

√
2

2 −
√

2
4

−
√

2
2

√
2

2 0 1
2

0 0 0 1

















T3p =

















0 −1 0 0

−1 0 0 0

0 0 1 0

0 0 0 1

















T4p =

















0 1 0 0

1 0 0 0

0 0 1 0

0 0 0 1

















2. CONVERGENCE PROOFS FOR DIAMOND AND SCHWARZ_P TPMS

The following sections include the convergence proofs for Diamond and Schwarz_P TPMS.

Proposition 1 The CPIA iterative method for Diamond is convergent and the limit surface is the least-
square fitting outcome of the initial data {Qij}m1,m2

i=0,j=0.

Proof. As the result of the iterative procedure of CPIA, two sequences of the control points
of the offset surface for Diamond {Pk

1(u, v), k = 0, 1, · · · } and {Pk
2(u, v), k = 0, 1, · · · } are gener-

ated. To show their convergence, let Pk = {Pk
0, Pk

1, · · · , Pk
n}T and Q = {Q0, Q1, · · · , Qm}T. Here

P =





P1

P2



 and Q =





Q1

Q2



.

In the (k+1)th iteration, we can derive the coordinates of the newly adjusted control points as:

Pk+1 = Pk + (Q − BwPk) +
1

2

2

∑
i=1

((M24d − M14d)NiP
kT1d − (M21d − M11d)N3−iP

k)

+
1

2

2

∑
i=1

((3M44d − 2M34d − M54d)NiP
kT1d − (3M41d − 2M31d − M51d)N3−iP

k)

+
1

2

2

∑
i=1

((M23d − M13d)NiP
kT2d − (M22d − M12d)N3−iP

k)

+
1

2

2

∑
i=1

((3M43d − 2M33d − M53d)NiP
kT2d − (3M42d − 2M32d − M52d)N3−iP

k)

(S1)

The matrices Tid(i = 1, 2) are given in Sec. 1 and they are invertible matrices where the absolute

values of the eigenvalues are all 1, i.e.,
∣

∣

∣
λi(Tjd)

∣

∣

∣
= 1, i = 1, 2, 3, 4 and j = 1, 2. B refers to the

B-spline basis function matrix and w is the weight matrix. The matrices Mijd (i = 1, 2, 3, 4, 5 and

j = 1, 2, 3, 4), N1, and N2 are also given in Sec. 1. To simplify the form of the equations, let αi =
3M4id − 2M3id − M5id, βi = M2id − M1id(i = 1, 2, 3, 4), D = I − Bw, and rk = Pk − w−1B−1Q.
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Then Eq. S1 can be transformed into a new form:

rk+1 =(D − 1

2
(α1 + β1 + α2 + β2)(N1 + N2))r

k +
1

2
(α4 + β4)(N1 + N2)r

kT1d +
1

2
(α3 + β3)(N1 + N2)r

kT2d

= · · ·

=
k+1

∑
i1=0

k+1

∑
i2=0

k+1

∑
i3=0

(

k + 1

i1, i2, i3

)

(D − 1

2
(α1 + β1 + α2 + β2)(N1 + N2))

i1

[

(α4 + β4)(N1 + N2)

2

]i2
[

(α3 + β3)(N1 + N2)

2

]i3

r0Ti2

1dTi3

2d

(S2)

Supposing {λk(αi)}(k = 0, 1, · · · , n − 1) and {λl(βj)}(l = 0, 1, · · · , n − 1) are the eigenvalues
of αi and βj sorted in non-decreasing order. n is the number of control points in u and v direction.
Since | λk(αi) |= 0 or 1, i = 1, 2, 3, 4, k = 0, 1, · · · , n − 1, | λl(βj) |= 0 or 1, j = 1, 2, 3, 4, l =

0, 1, · · · , n − 1, r(∑4
i=0 αi) < n, r(∑4

i=0 βi) < n,
∣

∣

∣
λi(Tjd)

∣

∣

∣
= 1, i = 1, 2, 3, 4, j = 1, 2, and r(N1 +

N2) =
n
2 < n, their powers have no effect on convergence. r(α) is the rank of α.

Let

sk+1 = Dk+1r0 (S3)

Similar to Gyroid, we first show that sk+1 is convergent. Then we show that rk+1 is also conver-
gent. To achieve this goal, sk+1 is turned into the form

sk+1 = (I − Bw)k+1r0 (S4)

Since B is a non-singular matrix, it is positive definite. From Theorem 2.2 in [1], we know that
ρ(I − B) < 1, where ρ(I − B) is the spectral radius of I − B. With uniform weight assignment,
ρ(I − Bw) < 1. Therefore, we get the following equation:

lim
k→∞

(I − Bw)k = lim
k→∞

sk+1 = (0)n+1 (S5)

Then each term in rk+1 has the same spectral radius as each term in sk+1, as is proved for Gyroid.
So if sk+1 is convergent, rk+1 is also convergent, which could be expressed as:

lim
k→∞

Pk − w−1B−1Q = 0 (S6)

So { Pk } is convergent, and

P∞ = w−1B−1Q (S7)

Proposition 2 The CPIA iterative method for Schwarz_P is convergent and the limit surface is the least-
square fitting outcome of the initial data {Qij}m1,m2

i=0,j=0.

Proof. As the result of the iterative procedure of CPIA, a sequence of the control points of the
offset surface for Schwarz_P {Pk(u, v), k = 0, 1, · · · } is generated. To show its convergence, let
Pk = Pk

0, Pk
1, · · · , Pk

n}T and Q = {Q0, Q1, · · · , Qm}T. In the (k+1)th iteration, we have

Pk+1 = Pk + (Q − BwPk) +
1

2

4

∑
i=1

((M2ip − M1ip)P
kTip − (M2ip − M1ip)P

k)

+
1

2

4

∑
i=1

((3M4ip − 2M3ip − M5ip)P
kTip − (3M4ip − 2M3ip − M5ip)P

k)

(S8)

where Mijp(i = 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, j = 1, 2, 3, 4) and Tip(i = 1, 2, 3, 4) are given in Sec. 1. Tip(i = 1, 2, 3, 4)

are invertible matrices where the absolute values of the eigenvalues are all 1, i.e.,
∣

∣

∣
λi(Tjd)

∣

∣

∣
=

1, i = 1, 2, 3, 4 and j = 1, 2, 3, 4. B and w are mentioned in the proof for Gyroid and Diamond.
To simplify the expression of the formulas, let αi = 3M4ip − 2M3ip − M5ip and βi = M2ip −

M1ip(i = 1, 2, 3, 4).

5



Let D = I − Bw and rk = Pk − w−1B−1Q. Then a new form of Eq. S8 could be derived as

rk+1 =(D − 1

2

4

∑
i=0

(αi + βi))r
k +

1

2

4

∑
i=0

(αi + βi)r
kTip

= · · ·

=
k+1

∑
i=0

(

k + 1

i

)

(D − 1

2

4

∑
n=0

(αn + βn))
i(

1

2

4

∑
n=0

(αn + βn))
k+1−ir0Tk+1−i

ip

(S9)

Supposing {λk(αi)}(k = 0, 1, · · · , n − 1) and {λl(βj)}(l = 0, 1, · · · , n − 1) are the eigenvalues
of αi and βi sorted in non-decreasing order. Since | λk(αi) |= 0 or 1, k = 0, 1, · · · , n − 1,

| λl(βj) |= 0 or 1, l = 0, 1, · · · , n − 1, and r(∑4
i=0 βi) < n, their powers have no effect on

convergence. (r(∑4
i=0 βi) is the rank of (∑4

i=0 βi)).
Let

sk+1 = Dk+1r0 (S10)

Then the convergence of rk+1 is the same as sk+1. Then we only need to show that {sk} is
convergent. sk+1 have another form

sk+1 = (I − Bw)k+1r0 (S11)

Since B is a non-singular matrix, it is positive definite. From Theorem 2.2 in [1], we know that
ρ(I − B) < 1, where ρ(I − B) is the spectral radius of I − B. With uniform weight assignment,
ρ(I − Bw) < 1. Therefore, we have the following equation

lim
k→∞

(I − Bw)k = lim
k→∞

sk+1 = (0)n+1 (S12)

After proving the convergence of sk+1, rk+1 is also convergent according to the proof for Gyroid.
This convergence has the form:

lim
k→∞

Pk − w−1B−1Q = 0 (S13)

So { Pk } is convergent, and

P∞ = w−1B−1Q (S14)

3. THE SECOND ORDER DERIVATIVES OF THE OFFSET EQUATION

Given φ1, φ2, and φ3 in Section 3.1 of the paper, the real and imaginary parts of the three complex
variables, denoted as p1p2p3 and q1q2q3, are given as:

p1 = Re(φ1)

p2 = Re(φ2)

p3 = Re(φ3)

q1 = Im(φ1)

q2 = Im(φ2)

q3 = Im(φ3)

(S15)
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To calculate the second order derivatives, the first order and second order derivatives of φ1, φ2,
and φ3 are first calculated, given as:

p′
1 = Re

[

−
(

1 − τ2
) (

8τ7 − 56τ3
)

2 (τ8 − 14τ4 + 1)
3/2

− 2τ√
τ8 − 14τ4 + 1

]

p′
2 = Re

[

2iτ√
τ8 − 14τ4 + 1

− i
(

τ2 + 1
) (

8τ7 − 56τ3
)

2 (τ8 − 14τ4 + 1)
3/2

]

p′
3 = Re

[

2√
τ8 − 14τ4 + 1

− τ
(

8τ7 − 56τ3
)

(τ8 − 14τ4 + 1)
3/2

]

q′
1 = Im

[

−
(

1 − τ2
) (

8τ7 − 56τ3
)

2 (τ8 − 14τ4 + 1)
3/2

− 2τ√
τ8 − 14τ4 + 1

]

q′
1 = Im

[

2iτ√
τ8 − 14τ4 + 1

− i
(

τ2 + 1
) (

8τ7 − 56τ3
)

2 (τ8 − 14τ4 + 1)
3/2

]

q′
3 = Im

[

2√
τ8 − 14τ4 + 1

− τ
(

8τ7 − 56τ3
)

(τ8 − 14τ4 + 1)
3/2

]

(S16)

p′′
1 = Re

[

− 2√
τ8 − 14τ4 + 1

+
2τ
(

8τ7 − 56τ3
)

(τ8 − 14τ4 + 1)
3/2

+
(

1 − τ2
)

(

3
(

8τ7 − 56τ3
)2

4 (τ8 − 14τ4 + 1)
5/2

− 56τ6 − 168τ2

2 (τ8 − 14τ4 + 1)
3/2

)]

p′′
2 = Re

[

2i√
τ8 − 14τ4 + 1

− 2iτ
(

8τ7 − 56τ3
)

(τ8 − 14τ4 + 1)
3/2

+ i
(

τ2 + 1
)

(

3
(

8τ7 − 56τ3
)2

4 (τ8 − 14τ4 + 1)
5/2

− 56τ6 − 168τ2

2 (τ8 − 14τ4 + 1)
3/2

)]

p′′
3 = Re

[

2τ

(

3
(

8τ7 − 56τ3
)2

4 (τ8 − 14τ4 + 1)
5/2

− 56τ6 − 168τ2

2 (τ8 − 14τ4 + 1)
3/2

)

− 2
(

8τ7 − 56τ3
)

(τ8 − 14τ4 + 1)
3/2

]

q′′
1 = Im

[

− 2√
τ8 − 14τ4 + 1

+
2τ
(

8τ7 − 56τ3
)

(τ8 − 14τ4 + 1)
3/2

+
(

1 − τ2
)

(

3
(

8τ7 − 56τ3
)2

4 (τ8 − 14τ4 + 1)
5/2

− 56τ6 − 168τ2

2 (τ8 − 14τ4 + 1)
3/2

)]

q′′
2 = Im

[

2i√
τ8 − 14τ4 + 1

− 2iτ
(

8τ7 − 56τ3
)

(τ8 − 14τ4 + 1)
3/2

+ i
(

τ2 + 1
)

(

3
(

8τ7 − 56τ3
)2

4 (τ8 − 14τ4 + 1)
5/2

− 56τ6 − 168τ2

2 (τ8 − 14τ4 + 1)
3/2

)]

q′′
3 = Im

[

2τ

(

3
(

8τ7 − 56τ3
)2

4 (τ8 − 14τ4 + 1)
5/2

− 56τ6 − 168τ2

2 (τ8 − 14τ4 + 1)
3/2

)

− 2
(

8τ7 − 56τ3
)

(τ8 − 14τ4 + 1)
3/2

]

(S17)

where τ is the complex variable mentioned in Section 3.1 of the paper. p′
1p′

2p′
3 and q′

1q′
2q′

3 are
the real and imaginary parts of φ′

1φ′
2φ′

3. p′′
1 p′′

2 p′′
3 and q′′

1 q′′
2 q′′

3 are the real and imaginary parts of
φ′′

1 φ′′
2 φ′′

3 .
Then the second-order derivatives of the offset equation are given as:

x′′ =
8A1(q3p′2 + p2 q′3 − q2p′3 − p3q′2 )

[

(p2q1 − p1 q2)(q1p′2 + p2q′
1
− q2 p′

1
− p1q′2) + (p3q1 − p1 q3)(q1p′3 + p3q′

1
− q3 p′

1
− p1q′3) + (p3q2 − p2 q3)(q2p′3 + p3q′2 − q3 p′2 − p2q′3)

]

4A

5
2
1

+
4A2

1(2p′3q′2 − 2q′3p′2 − q3p′′2 + q2p′′3 + p3 q′′2 − p2q′′3 )

4A

5
2
1

+
12(p3q2 − p2q3)

[

(p2q1 − p1q2)(q1p′2 + p2q′1 − q2p′1 − p1 q′2) + (p3q1 − p1q3)(q1p′3 + p3 q′1 − q3p′1 − p1 q′3) + (p3q2 − p2q3)(q2p′3 + p3 q′2 − q3p′2 − p2 q′3)
]2

4A

5
2
1

−
4A1(p3q2 − p2q3 )

[

(q2p′1 + p1 q′2 − q1p′2 − p2q′1 )
2 + (q3p′1 + p1q′3 − q1p′3 − p3 q′1)

2 + (q3p′2 + p2q′3 − q2p′3 − p3q′2)
2
]

4A

5
2
1

−
4A1(p3q2 − p2q3 )

[

(p2q1 − p1 q2)(2p′2q′
1
− 2p′

1
q′2 − q2p′′

1
+ q1 p′′2 + p2q′′

1
− p1q′′2 ) + (p3q1 − p1 q3)(2p′3q′

1
− 2p′

1
q′3 − q3p′′

1
+ q1 p′′3 + p3q′′

1
− p1 q′′3 )

]

4A

5
2
1

−
4A1(p3q2 − p2q3 )

2(2p′3q′2 − 2p′2 q′3 − q3p′′2 + q2 p′′3 + p3q′′2 − p2 q′′3 )

4A

5
2
1

(S18)
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y′′ =
−8A1(q3p′1 + p1q′3 − q1 p′3 − p3q′1)

[

(p2q1 − p1q2 )(q1p′2 + p2q′1 − q2p′1 − p1 q′2) + (p3q1 − p1q3)(q1p′3 + p3q′1 − q3p′1 − p1 q′3) + (p3q2 − p2q3)(q2p′3 + p3 q′2 − q3p′2 − p2 q′3)
]

4A

5
2
1

−
4A2

1
(2p′3q′

1
− 2q′3p′

1
− q3p′′

1
+ q1p′′3 + p3q′′

1
− p1q′′3 )

4A

5
2
1

−
12(p3q1 − p1q3)

[

(p2q1 − p1q2)(q1p′2 + p2 q′
1
− q2p′

1
− p1 q′2) + (p3q1 − p1q3)(q1p′3 + p3 q′

1
− q3p′

1
− p1q′3 ) + (p3q2 − p2q3)(q2p′3 + p3 q′2 − q3p′2 − p2q′3 )

]2

4A

5
2
1

+
4A1(p3q1 − p1q3 )

[

(q2p′
1
+ p1 q′2 − q1p′2 − p2q′

1
)2 + (q3p′

1
+ p1 q′3 − q1p′3 − p3 q′

1
)2 + (q3p′2 + p2q′3 − q2p′3 − p3 q′2)

2
]

4A

5
2
1

+
4A1(p3q1 − p1q3 )

[

(p2q1 − p1 q2)(2p′2q′1 − 2p′1q′2 − q2p′′1 + q1 p′′2 + p2q′′1 − p1q′′2 ) + (p3q1 − p1q3 )(2p′3q′1 − 2p′1q′3 − q3p′′1 + q1 p′′3 + p3q′′1 − p1 q′′3 )
]

4A

5
2
1

+
4A1(p3q1 − p1q3 )

2(2p′3q′2 − 2p′2q′3 − q3p′′2 + q2p′′3 + p3q′′2 − p2 q′′3 )

4A

5
2
1

(S19)

z′′ =
8A1(q2p′1 + p1q′2 − q1 p′2 − p2q′1)

[

(p2q1 − p1q2 )(q1p′2 + p2q′1 − q2p′1 − p1 q′2) + (p3q1 − p1q3)(q1p′3 + p3q′1 − q3p′1 − p1 q′3) + (p3q2 − p2q3)(q2p′3 + p3 q′2 − q3p′2 − p2 q′3)
]

4A

5
2
1

+
4A2

1
(2p′2q′

1
− 2q′2 p′

1
− q2p′′

1
+ q1 p′′2 + p2q′′

1
− p1 q′′2 )

4A

5
2
1

+
12(p2q1 − p1 q2)

[

(p2q1 − p1 q2)(q1p′2 + p2q′1 − q2 p′1 − p1q′2 ) + (p3q1 − p1 q3)(q1p′3 + p3q′1 − q3 p′1 − p1q′3) + (p3q2 − p2 q3)(q2p′3 + p3q′2 − q3 p′2 − p2q′3)
]2

4A

5
2
1

−
4A1(p2q1 − p1q2)

[

(q2p′
1
+ p1q′2 − q1 p′2 − p2q′

1
)2 + (q3p′

1
+ p1q′3 − q1p′3 − p3q′

1
)2 + (q3p′2 + p2 q′3 − q2p′3 − p3q′2 )

2
]

4A

5
2
1

−
4A1(p2q1 − p1q2)

[

(p2q1 − p1q2 )(2p′2q′
1
− 2p′

1
q′2 − q2 p′′

1
+ q1p′′2 + p2q′′

1
− p1q′′2 ) + (p3q1 − p1q3)(2p′3q′

1
− 2p′

1
q′3 − q3 p′′

1
+ q1p′′3 + p3 q′′

1
− p1q′′3 )

]

4A

5
2
1

−
4A1(p2q1 − p1q2)

2(2p′3q′2 − 2p′2q′3 − q3p′′2 + q2p′′3 + p3 q′′2 − p2q′′3 )

4A

5
2
1

(S20)

where A1 is derived as:

A1 = (p2q1 − p1q2)
2 + (p3q1 − p1q3)

2 + (p3q2 − p2q3)
2

Numerical methods are applied to calculate the maximum of the second-order derivatives
given above.
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