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Abstract

The present study aims to extend the novel physics-informed machine learning
approach, specifically the neural-integrated meshfree (NIM) method, to model
finite-strain problems characterized by nonlinear elasticity and large deforma-
tions. To this end, the hyperelastic material models are integrated into the
loss function of the NIM method by employing a consistent local variational
formulation. Thanks to the inherent differentiable programming capabilities,
NIM can circumvent the need for derivation of Newton-Raphson linearization
of the variational form and the resulting tangent stiffness matrix, typically re-
quired in traditional numerical methods. Additionally, NIM utilizes a hybrid
neural-numerical approximation encoded with partition-of-unity basis functions,
coined NeuroPU, to effectively represent the displacement solution and stream-
line the model training process. NeuroPU can also be used for approximating
the unknown material fields, enabling NIM a unified framework for both forward
and inverse modeling. For the imposition of displacement boundary conditions,
this study introduces a new approach based on singular kernel functions into the
NeuroPU approximation, leveraging its unique feature that allows for customized
basis functions. Numerical experiments demonstrate the NIM method’s capabil-
ity in forward hyperelasticity modeling, achieving desirable accuracy, with errors
among 10−3 ∼ 10−5 in the relative L2 norm, comparable to the well-established
finite element solvers. Furthermore, NIM is applied to address the complex
task of identifying heterogeneous mechanical properties of hyperelastic materials
from strain data, validating its effectiveness in the inverse modeling of nonlinear
materials. To leverage GPU acceleration, NIM is fully implemented on the JAX
deep learning framework in this study, utilizing the accelerator-oriented array
computation capabilities offered by JAX.

Keywords: Physics-informed machine learning, Differentiable programming,
Hyperelasticity, Hybrid approximation, Inverse modeling, JAX

∗Corresponding author
Email address: qzhe@umn.edu (QiZhi He)

Preprint submitted to Springer July 17, 2024

ar
X

iv
:2

40
7.

11
18

3v
1 

 [
cs

.L
G

] 
 1

5 
Ju

l 2
02

4



1. Introduction

Modeling hyperelasticity with nonlinear elastic deformations is essential for
understanding solid behaviors and predicting the mechanical responses of various
natural and engineered materials, such as rubbers [11], soft biological tissues
[18], and metamaterials [7]. In computational mechanics, finite element (FE)
formulations based on finite strain theory have been established to account for
geometric and material non-linearities [38, 12]. However, it is well known that
standard finite element schemes remain ineffective in handling mesh entanglement-
related issues arising from large material deformations, and thus special numerical
remedies, such as adaptive mesh refinement, may be required for simulations.
Given these challenges with FE methods, meshfree (or meshless) methods have
gained increasing attention. These methods avoid mesh distortion issues by using
node-based discretization to construct locally compact approximation functions.
Typical meshfree methods include the diffuse element method [58], element-free
Galerkin method (EFGM) [13], reproducing kernel particle method (RKPM)
[51, 20], HP-clouds method [25], partition of unity method (PUM) [57], and
meshless local Petrov–Galerkin method (MLPG) [6]. A comprehensive review of
meshfree methods can be found in [19].

It is noted that most of the above-mentioned FE and meshfree methods are
formulated based on the Galerkin weak form. Therefore, for nonlinear mechanics
analysis, the variational principle employed in these numerical methods has to be
linearized through the Newton-Raphson method to obtain incremental variational
formulations that can be effectively solved by linear matrix solvers [38, 12]. In the
incremental form, deriving consistent tangent stiffness is essential for numerical
convergence but can be challenging when the complex constitutive equations
have complicated forms.

In recent years, owing to the rapidly increasing computing power and the
generalizable representation capabilities of deep neural networks (DNNs) [39],
significant advancements have been propelled in computational mechanics, rang-
ing from neural-network based constitutive modeling [68, 50, 56], data-driven
model-free computing [46, 35, 36], to data-driven multiscale modeling [52, 55]. In
most of these studies, DNNs are employed as data-driven surrogates for represent-
ing material constitutive relations [28]. Meanwhile, another emerging paradigm
known as physics-informed machine learning (PIML) [41], leveraging DNNs as
function approximators for solving general partial differential equations (PDEs),
has also recently been proven effective in modeling computational mechanics
problems [31, 66, 64, 74, 34, 23].

Among the spectrum of PIML approaches, Raissi et al. [63] pioneered the
development of physics-informed neural networks (PINNs), where the established
physical laws are incorporated into the loss function through a residual-based
minimization of the strong form of the governing equations, leading to enhanced
training performance and reduced reliance on data measurements. Given the
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inherent adaptivity of the physics-informed framework, PINNs have been widely
applied to various material modeling problems [31, 60, 3].

Nevertheless, a major challenge in using DNNs for nonlinear mechanics
problems is that PINNs, solving PDEs by minimizing strong-form residuals,
require a large number of sampling (collocation) points across the problem domain
to achieve adequate solution resolution [2, 37, 24]. Additionally, the presence
of high-order derivatives in the residual-based loss function poses significant
challenges to model training [47, 66, 23]. For instance, in the elasticity problem,
the requirement of second-order spatial gradients of the displacement field makes
computations particularly expensive. This difficulty has prompted researchers
to explore mixed-variable output in PINNs, where both displacement and stress
are independently approximated by DNN models [31, 64, 27, 65].

Considering the same PDE can be expressed in different forms, alternative
PIML approaches with reduced order of derivatives have been developed. These
approaches include the energy form [73, 66, 9, 43], Ritz form [73], weak form
[44, 45, 29], and meshfree local variational form [23], which offer improved
stability and convergence properties. Drawing from the concept of energy-based
PINNs, the deep energy method (DEM) has been applied to non-elastic materials
such as hyperelasticity[59, 2] and elastoplasticity [32]. However, it should be
pointed out that since the loss function in DEM relies on the strain energy
form, it may not be applicable to complex and non-conservative materials for
which energy formulations are not well-defined. On the other hand, the weak
(variational) formulation, derived from Galerkin or Petrov-Galerkin methods,
provides a flexible and consistent way to solve the governing equations weakly.
In this way, the accuracy and requirement of continuity in solution depend on
the selection of test functions [44, 23].

To establish a truly meshfree scheme that circumvents the need for conforming
meshes in domain integration in energy and weak form-based PIML, Du and He
[23] recently proposed the neural-integrated meshfree (NIM) method based on the
local Petrov-Galerkin formulation. Compared to the hq-VPINN [44] and DEM,
NIM allows the construction of loss functions over overlapping subdomains while
maintaining variational consistency [23]. Additionally, NIM features the neuro-
partition of unity (NeuroPU) hybrid approximation scheme, which combines
a set of PU shape functions, defined based on prior knowledge, with a DNN
architecture. This hybrid approximation, coupled with the local variational forms
of governing equations, results in a highly accurate, efficient, and differentiable-
programming solver for computational mechanics.

It is noteworthy that the NIM method, adopting a hybrid framework blending
neural network models and numerical discretization, forms a novel differentiable-
programming paradigm that seeks solutions directly through end-to-end training,
similar to PINNs and its variants. Differentiable programming, which allows an
algorithm to be differentiated via automatic differentiation (AD) [10], plays a
crucial role in machine learning for obtaining gradients required in optimization
algorithms. With the dramatic improvements in accuracy and efficiency afforded
by GPU computing, the differentiable programming-based methods for solving
PDEs have recently attracted growing interest [40], especially those methods
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established on various discretized representations derived from traditional numer-
ical schemes, such as FE, meshfree, and finite volume methods [15, 30, 72, 22, 23].
They integrate numerical linear algebra and gradient operations within neural
network architectures, enabling significant acceleration on specialized hardware
and enhancing the efficiency of model training. Among these emerging methods,
NIM distinguishes itself by maintaining its meshfree properties, akin to PINNs.
This characteristic not only preserves the flexibility inherent in meshfree methods
but also leverages the robust differentiability of neural networks to advance the
solution of complex PDEs in computational mechanics [23].

This study aims to extend the NIM method to finite strain nonlinear mate-
rial modeling by employing the consistent local variational formulation across
different constitutive models. Unlike traditional numerical methods that require
linearization to obtain consistent stiffness, we will demonstrate that the NIM
solver can handle nonlinear constitutive models directly through differentiable
programming. Additionally, by introducing a specialized PU shape function,
we integrate the boundary singular kernel method [21] to the NIM framework.
Therefore, the essential boundary conditions (EBC) will be directly embedded
into the NeuroPU approximation, eliminating the need for the penalty method
used for EBC enforcement. The superior performance of the NIM method for
forward modeling will first be demonstrated through detailed numerical tests on
1D and 2D homogeneous and isotropic hyperelasticity problems.

Furthermore, considering the critical importance of identifying heterogeneous
micromechanical properties of hyperelastic materials, such as biological tissues,
for various medical and engineering applications, this study also explores the
NIM method’s potential for inverse modeling. To this end, in addition to the
displacement approximation, an auxiliary NeuroPU model is adopted to approx-
imate the unknown elastic modulus field. The NIM method then assimilates
strain data measurements to estimate the hidden full-field heterogeneous elastic
properties of hyperelastic materials. This application showcases the data-physics
fusion capacity naturally inherent in NIM enabled by differential programming.

The main contributions of this study are summarized as follows:

• We introduce a novel meshfree PIML method constructed based on a
consistent local variational framework for nonlinear material modeling
without using material tangent stiffness.

• We incorporate the boundary singular kernel method into NeuroPU for
effective EBC enforcement.

• We demonstrate NIM’s effectiveness in the inverse identification of the
heterogeneous parameter field in hyperelastic materials.

• We implement the NIM method using the JAX framework to enable GPU
acceleration.

The remainder of the paper is organized as follows: Section 2 provides a
review of the neuro-partition of unity (NeuroPU) approximation. In Section 3,
we develop the NIM framework for hyperelasticity models. Numerical tests for
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forward modeling and inverse modeling are presented in Section 4 and Section 5,
respectively. Section 6 concludes the paper by summarizing the main findings
and contributions.

2. Hybrid Approximation: NeuroPU

Enabled by the ability to approximate arbitrary continuous functions accord-
ing to the universal approximation theorem [39, 16], DNNs have been increasingly
used in physics-informed machine learning (PIML) methods for solving PDEs
arising from engineering and science problems [41, 42, 70, 76]. One notable PIML
method is PINNs [63], which use DNNs with spatial and temporal coordinates
as inputs to serve as an ansatz solution for the PDEs of interest. These DNNs
are then optimized by minimizing the total residuals of the governing equations,
initial/boundary conditions, and available measurements.

Nevertheless, there is growing interest in developing hybrid neuro-symbolic
approximation approaches for solving PDEs, instead of solely using DNNs, to
enhance the representational capacity and training efficiency of the network
models [75, 23, 9, 26]. In this study, we introduce the recently proposed NeuroPU
approximation [23] for nonlinear material modeling, which involves interpolating
the output values of a DNN model using a set of partition of unity (PU) basis
functions. For completeness, the concept of NeuroPU will be summarized as
follows.

Without loss of generality, consider a generic PDE whose solution u(x)
depends on a set of problem-specific parameters µ. Let a network Nθ define a
mapping from the system parameters µ to a set of nodal solutions d̂ := {d̂I}Nh

I=1

that characterize the discrete solution field of the PDE, where Nh denotes the
number of nodes associated with the underlying discretization. Formally, the
Nθ maps an input space Rc to an output space RNh , that is:

Nθ(µ) : µ ∈ Rc 7→ d̂ ∈ RNh (1)

where the network Nθ is parameterized by θ (i.e., a collection of trainable weights
and biases), and the output layer consists of Nh components.

As shown in Figure 1, the NeuroPU approximation, as a hybrid approach,
combines the DNN represented nodal coefficient functions (Eq. (1)) and a set
of PU shape functions {ΨI(x)}Nh

I=1 defined over the physical domain. Taking
a parametric scalar field u(x,µ) as an example, its NeuroPU approximation is
expressed as

ûh(x,µ;θ) =
∑
I∈Sx

ΨI(x)d̂I(µ;θ), (2)

where ûh represents the approximated solution, Sx represents the set of nodes
contributing to the interpolation at x, {ΨI}Nh

I=1 denote the predefined PU shape

functions, and d̂I stands for the corresponding Ith nodal coefficient output of
the neural network Nθ. The hat symbol .̂ denotes a variable approximated by
a DNN model. For the sake of brevity, we omit the symbols µ and θ in the
following expressions.
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Figure 1: Schematic of neuro-partition of unity (NeuroPU) approximation for the solution
u(x,µ), which is constructed based on the inner product of two function blocks: a neural
network block and a block of symbolic PU functions. The neural network block takes the

system parameters µ as inputs, and outputs a set of nodal coefficient functions {d̂I}
Nh
I=1.

The symbolic PU block produces a set of PU shape functions {ΨI}
Nh
I=1 that possess the PU

condition and local compactness.

Similar to the study [23], we choose to use the reproducing kernel (RK)
shape function [51] for the NeuroPU approximation due to its well-controlled
smoothness and locality. The construction of RK shape functions is provided
in Appendix A. However, it is worthwhile to point out that any type of PU
shape function [54], such as finite element (FE) shape functions, radial basis
interpolation, and non-uniform rational B-spline (NURBS) basis functions , is
also applicable to the NeuroPU scheme.

By using this hybrid NeuroPU approximation, the spatial coordinates are
only involved in the shape functions. Thus, the spatial derivatives of Eq. (2)
can be expressed as

∇ûh(x) =
∑
I∈Sx

∇ΨI(x)d̂I , (3)

It is noted that the spatial gradients of shape functions ∇ΨI can be precomputed
off-line, rather than using automatic differentiation (AD) [10]. This approach
significantly reduces computational overhead during the training process due to
the decreased number of AD operations. Furthermore, NeuroPU can mitigate
the training difficulties of DNNs because it avoids the high-order derivatives that
commonly require AD in constructing loss functions for strong-form, weak-form,
and energy-form PINN methods [47, 44, 59, 23].

Thanks to the reduction in the order of derivatives, our numerical experiments
also indicate that the proposed NIM can achieve satisfactory displacement
solution without using the mixed variables scheme, which is commonly employed
in PINNs and DEM to guarantee simulation accuracy when dealing with solid
material modeling [64, 27, 65].

Like other spatial approximation methods, such as Lagrange polynomials
and spectral method, NeuroPU can serve as a general approximation tool for

6



arbitrary functions, not just the solution field. For example, in Section 5, the
NeuroPU approach is also applied to approximating the heterogeneous material
property field. The solution procedure with multiple NeuroPU models will be
detailed in Section 5.

Remark 2.1. The concept of partition of unity (PU) functions has been
demonstrated to be useful in deep learning-based methods [75, 61, 9, 8, 49]. In
hierarchical deep-learning neural networks (HiDeNN) [75, 61], the structured
DNN blocks are used to construct PU shape functions and solve PDEs by
training the DNNs. Similar block-level NN approximation is extended in [9, 8]
for modeling localization and fractures. In this approach, PU shape functions are
adopted to handle the smooth part of the solution space, while the NN blocks,
pre-trained offline, capture the non-smooth solution. Although the proposed
NeuroPU resembles other PU approximation approaches in ensuring the PU
property, it is established in a general setting related to DeepONet [53], as shown
in Figure 1, where the parameter representation space (”branch net”) and the
basis function space (”trunk net”) are combined via inner product. Unlike the
original DeepONet model, pre-defined PU shape functions are constructed to
replace the the learnable trunk net in NeuroPU, enhancing training efficiency
and providing controllable accuracy.

3. Neural-Integrated Meshfree (NIM) Nonlinear Modeling Framework

In this section, the NIM framework will be extended for modeling non-
linear materials, where the NeuroPU approach is introduced to approximate
the displacement solution, and a local variational formulation based on the
Petrov–Galerkin method [23] is developed for simulating inelastic solids at finite-
strain. Several homogeneous and isotropic hyperelastic material models, such as
the Neo-Hookean model, are considered for demonstration.

3.1. Problem formulation for hyperelasticity

Let the n-dimensional problem domain under the initial/undeformed configu-
ration be denoted by ΩX ∈ Rn. The displacement field is defined as u = u(X),
leading a material particle at position X ∈ ΩX to x ∈ Ωx, where x = X+u(X),
and Ωx represents the current configuration.

The total Lagrangian formulation is commonly employed in simulations of
deformation involving nonlinear elastic materials. The equations governing the
deformation of a solid in the undeformed configuration are given as:

∇X · P + f = 0, in ΩX

n · P = t, on ΓX
t

u = u, on ΓX
g

(4)

where ΓX
g and ΓX

t denote the boundaries where essential (EBCs) and natural

boundary conditions (NBCs) are respectively prescribed, with satisfying ΓX =
ΓX
g ∪ ΓX

t and ΓX
g ∩ ΓX

t = ∅, ∇X is the gradient operator applied on the initial
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configuration, f is the body force, u and t are the displacement and traction
values prescribed on ΓX

g and ΓX
t , respectively, and n is the surface normal on

ΓX
t . P is the 1st Piola-Kirchhoff stress. For simplicity in the exposition of

methodology derivation, the superscript X associated with domain and boundary
symbols will be omitted in the subsequent discussion.

For hyperelastic materials, the stress-strain constitutive relation is derived
from the strain-energy density potential that characterizes the material model:

P =
∂W

∂F
(5)

where F is the deformation gradient defined as F = ∇Xu(X) + I with I being
the identity matrix, and W is the strain energy density function that is usually
defined as a function of the deformation invariant.

For completeness, the hyperelastic material models considered in this study
(see Section 4) are described as follows:

St. Venant-Kirchhoff: W =
1

2
(λ+ 2µ)I21 − 2µI2 (6)

and

Neo-Hookean: W =
1

2
λ[log(J)]2 − µ log(J) +

1

2
µ (I1 − 3) (7)

where I1 = trace(C), I2 = 1
2 [trace(C)2 − trace(C2)], and J is the elastic volume

ratio defined as J = det(F ) =
√
I3. Here, Ik’s (k = 1, 2, 3) are the first, second,

and third invariants of the right Cauchy-Green deformation tensor C = F T · F .
λ and µ are Lame parameters, which are related to Young’s modulus E and
Poisson’s ratio ν as follows

λ =
Eν

(1 + ν)(1− 2ν)
, µ =

E

2(1 + ν)
(8)

3.2. NIM nonlinear modeling based on local variational formulation

To solve the hyperelasticity problem described above using the NIM method,
we first need to approximate the displacement field. This is achieved using the
NeuroPU approach introduced in Section 2, as detailed below. The approximation
of displacement vector, ûh ∈ Rn (n = 1, 2 or 3), in the initial configuration is
given as

ûh(X) =
∑
I∈SX

ΨI(X)d̂I , X ∈ Ω (9)

where d̂I = [d̂1I , d̂
2
I , . . . , d̂

n
I ] is the nodal displacement vector associated with

the Ith node, and each component d̂jI , for j = 1, . . . , n, represents the nodal

displacement value along the jth direction. In NeuroPU construction, d̂jI is

obtained from the Ith nodal output of the jth DNN model N j
θ (or the jth

channel of Nθ if an n-channel convolutional neural network structure is used).
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Subsequently, the NeuroPU approximated deformation gradient tensor, F̂ h(X),
is given as

F̂ h(X) = ∇X ûh(X) + I =
∑
I∈SX

∇XΨI(X)d̂I + I (10)

With F̂ h computed by the NeuroPU model, the approximated strain energy
density Ŵh can be easily obtained following its mathematical formulation, such
as Eqs. (6) and (7), which also leads to the approximated 1st Piola-Kirchhoff

stress P̂ h in (5) as follows

P̂ h =
∂Ŵh

∂F̂ h
(11)

Since the NeuroPU model is implemented in a differentiable programming manner
(see Section 3.4), the involved derivatives, e.g., Eq. (11), can be efficiently handled
via automatic differentiation and backpropagation during training, circumventing
the need of symbolic or numerical differentiation.

With the displacement approximation defined above, the NIM modeling
framework for generic finite-strain inelastic materials can thus be developed. It
should be noted that in NIM, the local variational formulation will be incorpo-
rated as part of the solution procedure.

Let T be defined as a set of local subdomains {Ωs}NT
s=1, where NT = |T |

represents the number of subdomains distributed over the reference domain Ω.
Ensure that their union covers the whole domain, i.e., Ω̄ ⊆

⋃
s∈T Ωs. To derive

the local variational formulation, we introduce Nv compactly supported test
functions {v(k)}Nv

k=1 for each subdomain Ωs. Generally, Nv is chosen to be at
least n (i.e., Nv ⩾ n) to prevent the rank deficiency [6, 5].

By substituting the approximated stress from (11) into the equilibrium
equation in (4) and multiplying by the kth test function over Ωs, we obtain the

local weighted residual R̄(k)
s as follows

R̄(k)
s =

∫
Ωs

v(k) ·
(
∇X · P̂ h + f

)
dΩ (12)

As discussed in [5, 23], Nv = n is adopted in our study, and v(k)(X) can be

simply chosen as v
(k)
i = v(X)δik with v(X) being scalar function defined over

subdomains.
Applying integration by parts and divergence theorem to the weighted residual

forms (12) yields the following local variational residuals

R(k)
s =

∫
Ωs

∇Xv(k) : P̂ hdΩ−
∫
Ωs

v(k) · fdΩ

−
∫
Ls

v(k) · t̂hdΓ−
∫
Γsg

v(k) · t̂hdΓ−
∫
Γst

v(k) · tdΓ
(13)

where the traction is given by t̂h = P̂ h · n. The local boundary ∂Ωs is divided
into Γs and Ls, which are located on the global boundary Γ = ∂Ω and within
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the domain Ω, respectively, i.e., Γs = ∂Ωs ∩Γ, and Ls = ∂Ωs \Γ. Specifically, Γs

is further divided into Γsg and Γst, representing the local boundary segments on
which the EBCs and NBCs are specified, respectively. We can observe from Eq.
(13) that, this developed local variational setting allows the use of overlapping
subdomains for NIM modeling, ensuring its meshfree property.

Following [23], the residual form Eq. (13) can be further simplified by
selecting test functions v(X) that possesses special properties. For example, if
using the Heaviside step function as test function

v(X) =

{
0 X /∈ (Ωs ∪ Ls)

1 X ∈ (Ωs ∪ Ls)
(14)

the local variational residual is rewritten as

NIM/h : R(k)
s =

∫
Ωs

v(k) · fdΩ+

∫
Ls

v(k) · (P̂ h · n)dΓ

+

∫
Γsg

v(k) · (P̂ h · n)dΓ +

∫
Γst

v(k) · tdΓ
(15)

where v = [v(1), · · · ,v(n)] = v(X)I, with I being an identity tensor. Accordingly,
the NIM solver that employs the Heaviside step function is referred to as NIM/h.

Alternatively, to enhance approximation accuracy, we can employ smooth
high-order test functions that vanish on local boundaries ∂Ωs. For example,
consider the cubic B-spline function (see Eq. (A.2)) defined on a 2D rectangle or
circle subdomain, leading to the following residual formulation, termed NIM/c:

NIM/c : R(k)
s =

∫
Ωs

∇Xv(k) : P̂ hdΩ−
∫
Ωs

v(k) · fdΩ

−
∫
Γsg

v(k) · (P̂ h · n)dΓ−
∫
Γst

v(k) · tdΓ
(16)

Compared to the general NIM residual formulation in Eq. (13), we note that
NIM/h (15) eliminates the domain integral of strain energy over Ωs, whereas
the the boundary integral on Ls disappears in NIM/c (16).

Integrating the local variational residuals over the whole set of subdomains
{Ωs}NT

s=1 and considering Nv arbitrary local test functions, the total loss function
of the NIM method is written as:

L(θ) = 1

NT

Nv∑
k=1

NT∑
s=1

∥∥∥R(k)
s

∥∥∥2 (17)

Here, it is noted that, different from the strong-form PINNs, the traction
boundary condition is naturally incorporated into the local variational residual
formulation, as shown in Eqs. (15) and (16), so that NIM circumvents the
necessity of adding an penalty term corresponding to natural boundary conditions
in the loss function. On the other hand, we will specifically discuss the imposition
of EBCs in Section 3.3.
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Figure 2 illustrates the workflow of the NIM method for hyperelastic mate-
rial modeling, where the collection of trainable parameters θ of the NeuroPU
approximation for the displacement field ûh is updated through minimizing the
loss function L(θ) in (17). Upon convergence, the displacement solution can be
obtained by using (9) with the optimized parameters θ∗.

Figure 2: The workflow of the neural-integrated meshfree (NIM) nonlinear modeling framework

for hyperelastic materials, where the strain energy density Ŵh is modeled as a function of
the displacement ûh and its derivatives, approximated using the NeuroPU approach. The

PK stress P̂ h = ∂Ŵh

∂F̂h
is computed through automatic differentiation provided by JAX.

Within the meshfree discretization, the red box indicates one of the subdomains Ωs, which is
associated with a local variational residual term Rs (Eq. (13)). The summation of Rs over

the subdomains {Ωs}NT
s=1 constitutes the total loss function L(θ).

Remark 3.1. It should be emphasized that when using conventional numerical
methods, such as FEM, for nonlinear material modeling [69, 12], the Newton-
Raphson method is employed to solve the nonlinear equation iteratively. Thus,
a tangent stiffness matrix, derived from the Fréchet derivative of the weak-form
residual, is required for iteration updates. However, the proposed differentiable
NIM nonlinear modeling framework eliminates the need to use the tangent
stiffness matrix, allowing the displacement solution to be obtained by optimizing
the loss function (17), which is constructed simply from the local variational
residual without its derivatives.

3.3. EBC enforcement: Boundary singular kernel method

While the local variational formulation naturally incorporates NBCs, the
imposition of EBCs requires special treatment. In this section, we introduce the
boundary singular kernel method into the NIM framework for enforcing EBCs.

Various different approaches have been proposed to impose EBCs in PIML,
generally categorized into the ”soft” (or weak) [63, 37] and ”hard” approaches
[48, 14, 67]. The soft approach involves penalizing the deviations associated with
initial and boundary conditions and adding these penalization terms, scaled with
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proper weight coefficients, into the loss function. On the other hand, the hard
approach usually relies on modifying the network architecture or introducing
custom distance functions [14] within the DNN ansatz such that the boundary
conditions are satisfied automatically, resulting in hard-constraint methods.

In the linear version of NIM [23], the EBCs are enforced via the penalty
method. Nevertheless, owing to the flexibility of customizing basis functions
in the hybrid NeuroPU approximation, we propose a new method based on
the boundary singular kernel method [21] for NIM modeling, which offers a
straightforward way to strongly impose EBCs without the use of the penalty
terms.

As presented in Appendix A, the standard RK shape functions {ΨI}Nh

I=1 are
constructed by imposing the reproducing conditions on a set of kernel functions
ϕa(XI −X). Invoking the boundary singular kernel method [21], a singularity
will be introduced to the kernel functions associated with the nodes located on
the essential boundary, such that for Ssk = {I|XI ∈ Γg, I = 1, · · · , Nh}, the
resulting singular kernel shape functions {Ψ̃I}I∈Ssk

have the following property:

Ψ̃I(X → XI) = 1 (18)

Due to the PU condition as well as the reproducing properties, other unmodified
RK shape functions {ΨJ}, for J /∈ Ssk, ensure

ΨJ(X → XI) = 0 (19)

However, it is important to note that since Ψ̃I(X → XJ) ̸= 0, Ψ̃I is not an
interpolation function that possesses Kronecker delta property. The details on
constructing the singular kernel shape functions can be found in [21].

By integrating the singular kernel shape functions into the NeuroPU approx-
imation, Eq. (9) can be rewritten as

ûh(X) =

Nh∑
J=1,J /∈Ssk

ΨJ(X)d̂J +
∑

I∈Ssk

Ψ̃I(X)d̂I (20)

Given the properties in Eqs. (18) and (19), it shows

ûh(XI) = d̂I for I ∈ Ssk (21)

which means that the nodal coefficients d̂I for I ∈ Ssk, represent the values of the
approximated function ûh at these nodes, despite the fact that Ψ̃I are not exactly
interpolatory. This enables the direct imposition of boundary constraints by
specifying the given boundary displacements to the DNN output components d̂I

associated with the nodes on the essential boundary XI ∈ Γg, i.e., d̂
j
I := uj(XI).

3.4. JAX implementation for NIM method

The commonly used Python-based platforms for implementing the differen-
tiable programming framework include TensorFlow [1], JAX [17], and PyTorch
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[62]. As JAX offers explicit support for GPU-accelerated NumPy operations,
just-in-time (JIT) compilation, and control over vectorization and parallel com-
puting, we have chosen JAX as the foundational framework for the developed
NIM method to fully leverage GPU acceleration.

Our methodology leverages jax.numpy module to handle data exclusively in
array format. This aligns with the array programming paradigm enhanced by
JAX, supporting efficient data manipulation and computation. As illustrated in
Table 1, we consolidate shape function data from all quadrature points into single
arrays DPHIX_all and DPHIY_all, and then multiply these arrays with the nodal
coefficients d_x and d_y. Furthermore, jax.vmap facilitates the vectorization of
differentiation and array operations, as demonstrated in Table 2, where jax.grad

is utilized for automatic differentiation. This not only reduces computational
overhead but also eliminates the need for explicit loops over subdomains, which
are conventionally a significant source of inefficiency.

Fxx = (DPHIX_all * dx[Index_all]).sum(axis = 1) + 1

Fxy = (DPHIY_all * dx[Index_all]).sum(axis = 1) + 0

Fyx = (DPHIX_all * dy[Index_all]).sum(axis = 1) + 0

Fyy = (DPHIY_all * dy[Index_all]).sum(axis = 1) + 1

Table 1: JAX code snippet for approximation of deformation gradient.

Pxx = vmap(grad(self.SED, argnums=0), in_axes=(0, 0, 0, 0))(Fxx, Fxy, Fyx, Fyy)

Pxy = vmap(grad(self.SED, argnums=1), in_axes=(0, 0, 0, 0))(Fxx, Fxy, Fyx, Fyy)

Pyx = vmap(grad(self.SED, argnums=2), in_axes=(0, 0, 0, 0))(Fxx, Fxy, Fyx, Fyy)

Pyy = vmap(grad(self.SED, argnums=3), in_axes=(0, 0, 0, 0))(Fxx, Fxy, Fyx, Fyy)

Table 2: JAX code snippet for approximation of 1st Piola-Kirchhoff stress.

Additionally, jax.jit compilation can be utilized to significantly accelerate
both the training and evaluation phases of the NIM model. By compiling critical
sections of our code, such as the L-BFGS-B training optimizer (detailed in Table
3), we ensure that repetitive computations are executed more rapidly, thereby
enhancing overall computational efficiency and scalability.

self.optimizer = jaxopt.ScipyMinimize(fun = self.loss,

method = 'L-BFGS-B', maxiter = 50000, callback = self.callback, jit = True,

options = {'maxfun': 50000, 'maxcor': 100,'maxls': 100,

'ftol': 1.0e-14, 'gtol': 1.0e-14})

Table 3: JAX code snippet for the L-BFGS-B optimizer definition.

The details of JAX-based implementation of the NIM method are available
in the tutorial sample code: https://github.com/IntelligentMechanicsLab
/NIM-Tutorial.
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4. Numerical Results: Forward Modeling

In this section, we investigate the performance of the NIM method on various
hyperelastic material modeling problems. In addition, to demonstrate the unified
capacities of predictive modeling and data assimilation provided by the proposed
differentiable scheme, we will extend the current framework for inverse modeling
of heterogeneous material properties, which will be presented in Section 5.

As discussed in Section 3.2, the presented NIM framework offers the flexibility
to select different test functions v(x) for constructing the local variational
residuals. Specifically, we examine two typical test functions: the Heaviside step
function and cubic B-spline function. Following the notation used in [23], the
resultant NIM formulations are denoted as NIM/h and NIM/c, respectively, as
shown in Eqs. (15) and (16). Moreover, each subdomain is defined as a rectangle
for 2D problems (or a line for 1D problems) with a side length of 2r = 2r̄h, where
h is the characteristic nodal distance, and r̄ is the normalized size of subdomains.
To ensure sufficient integration accuracy, each subdomain is uniformly divided
into 4× 4 segments for 2D (or 4 segments for 1D), where 5 Gauss quadrature
points per direction are allocated.

In terms of the trial functions for the variational formulation, the quadratic
meshfree shape functions (see Appendix A) with normalized support size
ā = a/h = 2.5 are adopted for the NeuroPU approximation of displacement (9).
On the other hand, the neural network block in the NeuroPU approximation
(Figure 2) adopts a network configuration with one hidden layer containing 10
neurons, denoted as 1×[10]. The input to the neural network is set to an arbitrary
constant, while the output size corresponds to the underlying discretization Nh.
In all examples, the boundary singular kernel method outlined in Section 3.3
is employed for the imposition of EBCs, so that the corresponding RK shape
functions are replaced by the singular kernel shape functions.

The L-BFGS-B optimizer from Scipy’s built-in JAX library is utilized for
training, with the settings configured as follows: ftol = 1 × 10−14, gtol =
1× 10−14, Iter ≤ 5× 104, maxfun = 5× 104, maxcor = 100, and maxls = 100.
The training hyperparameters are also shown in Table 3.

For the evaluation of the performance, the relative L2 error norm for the
displacement vector is defined as follows

eL2
=

∥ûh − uref∥
∥uref∥

(22)

where uref denotes the reference solution. Unless otherwise stated, the FEM
reference solutions are obtained using FEniCS [4].

4.1. Uniaxial tension of hyperelastic material

We first consider a 1D problem [59] where a hyperelastic bar is under uniaxial
tension with a body force b(x) = x, as shown in Figure 3. The strain energy
function is given as

Ψ(ϵ) = (1 + ϵ)
3
2 − 3

2
ϵ− 1 (23)
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where ϵ = du/dx denotes the gradient of displacement. The associated analytical
solutions [59] of displacement and its gradient in Ω = [−1, 1] are given as{

uext (x) =
1

135

(
68 + 105x− 40x3 + 3x5

)
ϵext (x) =

1
9

(
x4 − 8x2 + 7

) (24)

Figure 3: Illustration of the 1D bar problem subjected to an uniaxial tension.

Both NIM/h and NIM/c are applied to modeling this problem, where a
uniform discretization of Nh = 41 nodes is used for the NeuroPU approximation
of displacement. NT = 101 uniformly distributed subdomains with a normalized
size r̄ = 2.5 are utilized to construct the local variational formulation. By default,
the network architecture of hidden layers for the NIM solvers is 1 × [10] with
the output layer of Nh = 41 neurons.

Figure 4 and Figure 5 display the point-wise absolute errors in displacement
and its gradient of NIM methods, respectively, demonstrating excellent agreement
with the analytical solution. The comparison of the error plots in Figure 4 and
5 reveal that NIM/c achieves consistently better accuracy compared to NIM/h,
which is attributed to the higher continuity of test functions used in NIM/c.
This is consistent with the observation on the linear problems shown in [23].
Moreover, the evolution of the loss function and the relative L2 error of these
two models against the number of training epochs are given in Figure 6. It shows
that both NIM/c and NIM/h can converge quickly within 90 epochs by using
L-BFGS-B training, where the corresponding eL2

are 4.7× 10−6 for NIM/c and
3.0× 10−5 for NIM/h, respectively. Although only Nh = 41 nodes are used in
the proposed NIM method, it achieves almost the same accuracy as the deep
energy method [59], which uses 1000 distributed training points.

4.2. Uniaxial loading of a 2D plate

Next, we consider a simple uniaxial loading 2D problem under plane strain
condition, where a square block with dimensions L = H = 1 m is subjected to a
constant load t̄x = 10 N on the right-hand side, with the left-hand side fixed, as
depicted in Figure 7.

The material properties are defined with a Young’s modulus of E = 1000
N/m2, and a Poisson’s ratio of ν = 0.3, employing a Neo-Hookean material
model as detailed in Eqs. (7) and (8). The meshfree discretization of NIM
utilizes 441 and 1681 uniformly distributed nodes and subdomains with r̄ = 2.5.
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Figure 4: Comparison of the displacement solutions (Left) and the point-wise absolute errors
(Right) of NIM/c and NIM/h for the 1D bar problem.

Figure 5: Comparison of the displacement gradient solutions (Left) and the point-wise absolute
errors (Right) of NIM/c and NIM/h for the 1D bar problem.

As displayed in Figure 8, the displacement contours obtained by NIM/h
and NIM/c well preserve the symmetries of the solution, and display a smooth
transition in displacement without abrupt changes, providing good matches to
the FEM reference solution. Moreover, the point-wise absolute error contours
are presented in Figure 9. Despite the increased errors near the edges, the overall
error magnitudes for both NIM/h and NIM/c remain satisfactory. Specifically,
NIM/h achieves an error order of O(10−4), while NIM/c reaches O(10−5). The
training history and eL2

evolution, as shown in Figure 10, also confirm that NIM/c
achieves slightly higher accuracy than NIM/h, with eL2 = 3.39× 10−3 compared

Figure 6: Loss and relative L2 error evolution curves of (a) NIM/h and (b) NIM/c for the 1D
bar problem.
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Figure 7: Illustration of the 2D uniaxial loading test.

Figure 8: Displacement of the 2D uniaxial loading test simulated by (a) NIM/h, (b) NIM/c
and (c) FEM.

Figure 9: Comparison of the point-wise absolute errors of the displacement solutions obtained
by (a) NIM/h and (b) NIM/c for the 2D uniaxial loading test.
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Figure 10: Loss and relative L2 error evolution curves of (a) NIM/h and (b) NIM/c for the 2D
uniaxial loading test.

to eL2
= 3.64 × 10−3. This is consistent to the observation in Section 4.1,

NIM/c stands out for its superior accuracy in reproducing complex hyperelastic
behaviors, attributed to the higher continuity of the test function.

4.3. Large deflection of a cantilever beam subjected to a tip transverse displace-
ment

In this example, the large deflection of a cantilever beam under plane strain
condition is analyzed, as shown in Figure 11, where L = 4 m, height H = 1
m, and the left side is clamped whereas the right end of the beam is subjected
to transverse displacement ūy = −1 m. Again, the boundary singular kernel
method is used in the NeuroPU approximation to enforce these displacement
boundary conditions.

The beam is made of Neo-Hookean hyperelastic material (7), with Young’s
modulus E = 1000 N/m2 and Poisson’s ratio ν = 0.3. For NIM modeling,
Nh = 231 uniformly distributed nodes and NT = 861 subdomains with r̄ = 2.5
are utilized in this problem.

Figure 11: Illustration of the 2D cantilever beam subjected to a tip transverse displacement.

Figure 12 presents the contour plots of the approximated deformation ob-
tained by NIM/h and NIM/c, in comparison with the FEM reference solution
obtained by FEniCS. The close agreements between these results demonstrate
the preferable ability of the NIM method to capture the essential mechanical
response of hyperelastic materials. The point-wise absolute errors of the dis-
placement fields attained by NIM/h and NIM/c are shown in Figure 13, where
the displacement errors of O(10−2) along the x-axis and O(10−3) along the
y-axis further corroborate the accuracy of NIM methods. Additionally, it shows
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that the essential boundary conditions on the left and right ends are effectively
imposed by the boundary singular kernel method, resulting in relatively lower
point-wise errors. To ensure that the error plot accurately reflects discrepancies
across the entire domain, the colorbar in Figure 12 has been truncated to exclude
the extreme error values of ux at the right-bottom corner, which are 0.025 for
NIM/h and 0.020 for NIM/c, respectively. The error in ux observed in this
region may be attributed to the high strain gradient caused by the substantial
end-displacement loading, where the differences in discretization resolutions
between NIM and FEM would contribute to the solution mismatch in these
localized areas.

Figure 14 presents the 1st Piola-Kirchhoff stress P along the cross-section
at X = 2 m, obtained by NIM/h and NIM/c, which are compared with the
FEM solution. This comparison shows that NIM/h exhibits small oscillations
in approximating Pyx and Pyy, especially with notable deviations at the edges
(Y = 0 and Y = 1). In contrast, NIM/c achieves better alignment with the
reference stress values. We believe this is because the higher continuity in test
functions helps ensure the traction consistency at domain boundaries.

The evolution of the training loss and the relative L2 errors of the NIM
solvers are depicted in Figure 15, where the eL2 error of NIM/h converges to
8.3× 10−3 after 4500 epochs, while for NIM/c, it converges to 6.1× 10−3 after
8000 epochs. Overall, in addition to the higher accuracy by NIM/c, consistent
with the observations in Sections 4.1 and 4.2, we have also found that it requires
more epochs to converge compared to NIM/h. This can be attributed to the
distinct properties of the cubic B-spline function and the Heaviside step function.
The latter simplifies the integral over subdomains, which affects the accuracy of
the local weak form, but also enhances the training efficiency of NIM method.

Overall, the consistently desirable performance in the 2D hyperelasticity prob-
lems across different test functions underscores the versatility and effectiveness
of the proposed NIM method based on the Petrov-Galerkin framework.

5. Numerical Results: Inverse Modeling

Accurate estimation of spatially dependent parameters is crucial for un-
derstanding material behaviors, such as the heterogeneous micromechanical
properties of biological tissues. This is because the reliability of estimated pa-
rameters significantly influence the predictive simulation of full-field mechanical
responses and structural performance under various loading conditions. This
section is devoted to exploring the NIM method for inverse modeling of hetero-
geneous materials, where the NIM modeling framework in Section 3 is extended
to the application of identifying heterogeneous material properties through the
assimilation of strain measurement data.

To verify the effectiveness of NIM for inverse modeling, we examine two
synthetic distributions of elastic modulus, as shown in Figure 16, which will be
further discussed in Section 5.2.1 and 5.2.2, respectively. The reference solutions
of displacement and strain fields are obtained by using the FEM software FEniCS
with the given synthetic material properties.
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Figure 12: Predicted displacement components (ux and uy) of the cantilever beam simulated
by (a) NIM/h, (b) NIM/c and (c) FEM. Both the undeformed and deformed configurations
are illustrated.

5.1. NIM based inverse modeling
For NIM based inverse modeling setting, in addition to the displacement

approximation (9), an auxiliary NeuroPU model is used to approximate the
unknown elastic modulus field Êh(X) as described below

Êh(X;γ) =
∑
I∈Sx

ΦI(X)d̂EI (γ) (25)

where d̂EI are the nodal coefficients associated with the elastic modulus, and
ΦI are the shape functions. It should be emphasized that the shape functions
ΦI employed in Eq. (25) may differ from the ones employed for displacement
approximation. This distinction allows for the selection of different PU functions
tailored to specific requirements, such as trigonometric basis functions to describe
periodic patterns or Heaviside step functions to handle material discontinuity. As
a preliminary investigation, we adopt the same RK shape function (see Appendix
A) to define ΦI(X) for the elastic modulus approximation in this example.

The modulus nodal coefficients d̂EI (γ) are obtained from an independent
neural network NE

γ parameterized by γ (see Section 2). To ensure that the
values of the approximated modulus field (25) remain positive and within a
physically realistic range, the following sigmoid function is introduced in the
output layer of NE

γ to regularize the outputs d̂oI , that is

d̂EI =
3

1 + e−d̂o
I

+ 0.5 (26)

where d̂oI is the Ith output neuron of NE
γ , and therefore, the range of the

nodal coefficients d̂EI is confined to [0.5, 3.5]. Note that this range and the
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Figure 13: Comparison of the point-wise absolute errors of the displacement solutions obtained
by (a) NIM/h and (b) NIM/c for the cantilever beam problem. (Note: The maximum
error values of ux for NIM/h and NIM/c are 0.025 and 0.020, respectively. However, the
corresponding colorbar is limited to [0, 0.1] for better visualization of the error distribution.)

corresponding constants in (26) are determined based on the the prior knowledge
of the (synthetic) elastic modulus field.

In order to assimilate the dataset, one additional loss term is added to the
original loss function (17)

L(θ,γ) = 1

NT

Nv∑
k=1

NT∑
s=1

∥∥∥R(k)
s

∥∥∥2 + α

Ndata

Ndata∑
j=1

∥∥∥F (Xj)− F̂ h(Xj)
∥∥∥2 (27)

where F (Xj) = {Fxx(Xj), Fxy(Xj), Fyx(Xj), Fyy(Xj)} represents the mea-
surements of deformation gradient tensor on Xj , α is the penalty number to
balance the terms associated with the data loss and the physical residual loss.
Ndata is the number of data points selected from the strain field. Here, for
convenience, the deformation gradient data is also referred to as strain data,
with a slight abuse of terminology.

5.2. Case study

In this section, a unit square specimen made of St. Venant-Kirchhoff hypere-
lastic material as described in Eq. (6) is considered. The Poisson’s ratio is speci-
fied as 0.35, while the heterogeneous Young’s modulus field in Ω = [0, 1]× [0, 1]
is represented by the two synthesis cases as depicted in Figure 16. The boundary
conditions are set as equibiaxial displacement of 0.2 on all four sides.
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Figure 14: Predicted 1st Piola-Kirchhoff stress components (Pxx, Pxy, Pyx, Pyy) of the
cantilever beam along the cross-section on X = 2 m obtained by (a) NIM/h and (b) NIM/c.

Figure 15: Loss and relative L2 error evolution curves of (a) NIM/h and (b) NIM/c for the
cantilever beam problem.

5.2.1. Case 1: Symmetric elastic modulus

In this case, the following equation is employed to define the symmetric
Young’s modulus field

Eexact (X,Y ) = [0.1 sin(2πX) + tanh(10X)]× sin(2πY ) (28)

Note that the ground truth Eexact (X,Y ) will be normalized to fall within the
range [1, 2], and the normalized distribution is depicted in Figure 16a.

In the NIM inverse modeling, a uniform discretization of Nh = 961 nodes
are used for both approximation of the elastic modulus field Êh in (25) and
the displacement field in (9). NT = 2601 uniformly distributed subdomains
with r̄ = 2.0 are employed to construct the loss function (27). We randomly
select Ndata = 3000 data points from the ground truth strain fields and set the
penalty number to α = 10 in Eq. (27) to train the NIM model, whereby both
the displacement solution and elastic modulus estimation are obtained.

The predicted solutions and the parameter estimation by NIM/c are presented
in Figure 17 and 18, respectively. In Figure 17, the predicted displacement (ux

and uy shown in the first two columns) and Green-Lagrangian strain1 fields (ϵxx,

1With a slight abuse of notation, the symbol ϵ is used to denote the Green-Lagrangian
strain tensor instead of the commonly used E, to avoid confusion with elastic modulus E.
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ϵyy and ϵxy shown in the last three columns) are compared against the FEM
reference solutions, where the distributions of the point-wise absolute errors
are provided in Figure 17c. It is observed that NIM provides highly accurate
predictions of both the displacement and strain distributions, with absolute
errors at the level of O(10−5) for displacements and O(10−3) for strains. We
note that although deformation gradient data are incorporated into the training,
the overall strain prediction accuracy remains lower than that of displacement.
This discrepancy is attributed to the differentiation operation, which reduces
approximation accuracy, and to the more complex strain fields, which complicates
the approximation process.

Moreover, the estimated elastic modulus field Êh obtained by the NIM
solver is depicted in Figure 18, where the ground truth E for the symmetric
elastic modulus and the corresponding absolute error are also provided for

comparison. As shown in Figure 18c, the maximum absolute error
∣∣∣Êh − E

∣∣∣
is smaller than 0.04, corresponding to approximately 2% relative error. This
close agreement demonstrates that the NIM inverse modeling scheme can achieve
accurate parameter estimation using only strain data, without the need for direct
modulus measurements. It is also observed that relatively large errors appear
in the corners and central regions where there are sharp gradients in modulus
values. This suggests that more data or refined discretization may be needed in
these areas to enhance the accuracy of the estimation results.

The training trajectories of losses and the associated relative L2 errors are
provided in Figure 19a. It shows that the relative L2 error of displacement,
eL2 , decreases to 6.31× 10−5 after 10,000 epochs, while the relative L2 error of
elastic modulus, eEL2

, reaches the converged value 6.62×10−3 after 30,000 epochs.
These results emphasize the applicability of the NIM method for estimating
the hidden mechanical properties by assimilating datasets that are not directly
relevant to the unknown fields.

Figure 16: Two exemplary elastic modulus fields defined in Ω = [0, 1]× [0, 1]: (a) Symmetric
elastic modulus; (b) Elastic modulus represented by Gaussian random field distributions.
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Figure 17: Comparison of displacement (ux and uy) and Green-Lagrangian strain (ϵxx, ϵyy
and ϵxy) fields obtained from the NIM and FEM solvers for the case with symmetric elastic
modulus field.

5.2.2. Case 2: Gaussian random field

In this case, we generate a synthetic distribution of elastic modulus using a 2D
Gaussian random field (GRF) generator2, where α = 3 is selected as the power
of the power-law momentum distribution, as illustrated in Figure 16b. This field
mimics the complex heterogeneous characteristics of biological tissues [71, 33].
For NIM-based inverse modeling, the distribution of nodes and subdomains as
well as the penalty coefficient used in the loss function remain consistent with
those described in Section 5.2.1. Nevertheless, to better capture the increased
complexities of the elastic modulus field and the resulting strain fields, we have

2https://github.com/bsciolla/gaussian-random-fields

Figure 18: Distributions of (a) the estimated elastic modulus field obtained from the NIM
solver, (b) the ground truth for the symmetric elastic modulus, and (c) the point-wise absolute
error.
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Figure 19: Training trajectories of loss functions (including the total loss, and the individual
components corresponding to residuals and measurement data) and the relative L2 error of
estimated displacement (eL2

) and modulus (eEL2
) obtained by NIM/c inverse modeling for

two cases: (a) symmetric elastic modulus, and (b) elastic modulus represented by Gaussian
random field (GRF).

chosen to use more data points, i.e., Ndata = 5000, for model training.
The approximated displacement and strain fields obtained by NIM are com-

pared with the FEM reference solutions in Figure 20. It can be seen that the
maximum absolute errors for displacement and strain are as small as O(10−4)
and O(10−2), respectively. We observe that the error levels in this case are
relatively higher compared to those in Case 1 (see Section 5.2.1). This increase
can be attributed to the higher complexity of the elastic modulus distribution.
Additionally, the estimated elastic modulus field is shown in Figure 21. Although
the underlying modulus with random features is difficult to capture, the proposed
NIM scheme still manage to achieve satisfactory estimation with a maximum
absolute error less than 0.16 (i.e., 8% in relative error). This demonstrate the
excellent efficacy of NIM for inverse modeling even without direct measurements.

The training history, presented in Figure 19b, demonstrates that, both
the estimated displacement and elastic modulus fields converge steadily even
with an unknown complex parameter field. The displacement solution reaches
its convergent value of the relative L2 error after approximately 1,000 epochs
(eL2

= 2.96×10−4), while the elastic modulus field converges after 43,000 epochs
(eEL2

= 2.72 × 10−2). The comparison of training histories reveals that the
learning of displacement converges faster than parameter estimation in the data
assimilation setting. This disparity in convergence rates, consistent with the
findings from Case 1 (Figure 19a), can be primarily attributed to the training
relying solely on strain data, with no modulus measurements available.

The performance of NIM-based inverse modeling can be further improved
with increasing the underlying discretization resolution. To demonstrate that, we
also present the results obtained with 3721 nodes and 6561 subdomains in Figure
22, which shows a more expressive approximation space for the elastic modulus
field yields a significant error reduction in parameter identification, compared to
Figure 21. Consequently, we note that more complex Young’s modulus fields
usually require a larger number of nodes in the NeuroPU approximation for
accurate representation.

25



Figure 20: Comparison of displacement (ux and uy) and Green-Lagrangian strain (ϵxx, ϵyy
and ϵxy) fields obtained from the NIM and FEM solvers for the case with elastic modulus field
represented by GRF.

Figure 21: Distributions of (a) the estimated elastic modulus field obtained from the NIM
solver, (b) the ground truth for elastic modulus field represented by GRF, and (c) the point-wise
absolute error.

Figure 22: Distributions of (a) the estimated elastic modulus field obtained from the NIM
solver with 3721 nodes and 6561 subdomains, (b) the ground truth for elastic modulus field
represented by GRF, and (c) the point-wise absolute error.
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6. Conclusion

In this study, we extend NIM, a differentiable programming-based AI method-
ology, to forward and inverse modeling of finite-strain problems. We integrate
hyperelasticity models into NIM’s loss function using local variational formula-
tions and implement it with the JAX framework. A hybrid neural-numerical
approach coupling DNNs with partition-of-unity basis functions, NeuroPU, is
adopted for solution approximation to improve the accuracy and training effi-
ciency. The introduction of the boundary singular kernel method into NeuroPU
enables direct enforcement of essential boundary conditions without additional
parameters or penalty terms.

NIM offers several advantages over other differentiable programming-based
methods, notably preserving meshfree properties by constructing the loss func-
tion across overlapping subdomains using a Petrov-Galerkin approach, which
eliminates the need for conforming meshes in domain integration. Additionally,
the loss function, based on the consistent local variational formulation, allows
easy adaptation to various hyperelastic material models without structural mod-
ifications. Furthermore, NIM bypasses the need for consistent material tangent
stiffness derivations, simplifying the simulation process.

Our numerical experiments demonstrate NIM’s effectiveness in both for-
ward and inverse modeling of hyperelastic materials. In forward modeling,
NIM accurately predicts nonlinear elastic deformations for Neo-Hookean and
St. Venant-Kirchhoff hyperelasticity with relatively few training epochs, even
without labeled data, highlighting its capability in efficiently simulating complex
nonlinear materials. For inverse modeling, NIM successfully identifies hidden
material properties in heterogeneous hyperelastic materials using only strain
field data for assimilation. This process requires just 30k-40k training epochs
with the L-BFGS-B optimizer, thanks to the improved efficiency afforded by
using NeuroPU to approximate the unknown material property distributions,
which significantly streamlines the training process. Furthermore, we show
that improved identification accuracy can be achieved by refining NeuroPU
discretizations for the elastic modulus field.

In conclusion, these results underscore NIM’s versatility and efficiency in
handling both forward prediction and inverse parameter identification in nonlinear
elasticity problems. NIM serves as a promising tool for predicting the mechanical
response and studying material properties within a flexible, consistent, and
differentiable framework.

Appendix A. Reproducing Kernel Shape Function

The reproducing kernel (RK) shape function ΨI(x) is defined as

ΨI(x) = p[p]T (xI − x) b(x)ϕa (xI − x) (A.1)

where ϕa represents the kernel function that ensures the smoothness of the RK
approximation function and the compactness with support size a. In this study,
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the cubic B-spline function that preserves C2 continuity is selected to be the
kernel function

ϕa(z) =


2
3 − 4z2 + 4z3 0 ≤ z ≤ 1

2
4
3 − 4z + 4z2 − 4

3z
3 1

2 < z ≤ 1

0 z > 1

(A.2)

with z = ∥xI − x∥/a. In Eq. (A.1), p[p](x) is a vector of monomial basis
functions up to the pth order

p[p](x) =
{
1, x1, x2, x3, · · · , xi

1x
j
2x

k
3 , . . . , x

p
3

}T

, 0 ≤ i+ j + k ≤ p (A.3)

Then we substitute the pth order reproducing conditions,∑
I∈Sx

ΨI(x)p
[p] (xI) = p[p](x) (A.4)

to Eq. (A.1) to determine the unknown parameter vector b(x), which yields

b(x) = A−1(x)p[p](0) (A.5)

where A(x) is the moment matrix

A(x) =
∑
I∈Sx

p[p] (xI − x)p[p]T (xI − x)ϕa (xI − x) (A.6)

Invoking Eq. (A.5) into Eq. (A.1), we have the following expression for the RK
shape functions:

ΨI(x) = p[p]T (x)A−1(x)p[p] (xI − x)ϕa (xI − x) (A.7)
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