
Nature Machine Intelligence

nature machine intelligence

https://doi.org/10.1038/s42256-026-01218-8Article

Algebraic language models for inverse design 
of metamaterials via diffusion transformers
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Generative machine learning models have revolutionized material discovery 
by capturing complex structure–property relationships, yet extending 
these approaches to the inverse design of three-dimensional metamaterials 
remains limited by computational complexity and underexplored design 
spaces due to the lack of expressive representations. Here we present 
DiffuMeta, a generative framework integrating diffusion transformers 
with an algebraic language representation, encoding three-dimensional 
geometries as mathematical sentences. This compact, unified 
parameterization spans diverse topologies, enabling the direct application 
of transformers to structural design. DiffuMeta leverages diffusion models 
to generate new shell structures with precisely targeted stress–strain 
responses under large deformations, accounting for buckling and contact 
while addressing the inherent one-to-many mapping by producing diverse 
solutions. Uniquely, our approach enables simultaneous control over 
multiple mechanical objectives, including linear and nonlinear responses 
beyond training domains. Experimental validation of fabricated structures 
further confirms the efficacy of our approach for accelerated design of 
metamaterials and structures with tailored properties.

Recent advances in additive manufacturing have enabled precise fabri-
cation of architected (meta-)materials with unprecedented control over 
their properties by leveraging carefully engineered architectures across 
multiple length scales1,2. Among the various classes of metamaterials, 
shell networks3,4 have attracted particular interest due to their excep-
tional stiffness-to-weight ratio5 and superior energy absorption6. Unlike 
beam-based or plate-based lattices that exhibit stress concentrations 
at discrete junctions7,8, shell lattices use continuous, smoothly curved 
surfaces to distribute loads effectively, enabling enhanced load-bearing 
capability and resistance to global buckling9. These mechanical advan-
tages, coupled with their highly tunable topologies, position shell lat-
tices as ideal candidates for applications including heat exchangers10, 
soft robotics11 and energy-absorbing components12.

To fully harness the design potential of architected materials, 
considerable efforts have focused on the inverse design problem: 
identifying small-scale structures that achieve specified effective tar-
get properties. This challenge has been primarily addressed through 

topology optimization13,14, which, however, requires extensive forward 
finite element (FE) simulations, posing substantial challenges for 
high-dimensional design spaces and nonlinear target properties. More 
recently, data-driven machine learning approaches have emerged as 
promising alternatives, with surrogate models providing fast prop-
erty predictions15,16 and deep generative models—such as variational 
autoencoders17 and generative adversarial networks18—demonstrat-
ing remarkable success in materials discovery19. While considerable 
progress has been made in leveraging machine learning models for 
the inverse design of linear material properties (such as elastic stiff-
ness20 or Poisson’s ratio21), extending those methods to the nonlinear 
regime remains challenging due to complex structure–property map-
pings. Recent advances have addressed this through neural network 
surrogates with optimization strategies22,23 and advanced generative 
models24,25. However, existing inverse design methods have predomi-
nantly focused on optimizing for a single type of mechanical response 
at a time. A primary challenge lies in simultaneously achieving multiple 
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mathematical tokens (variables, operators, functions and constants). 
This equation-as-sequence paradigm systematically expands the 
design space beyond predefined classes, offering an efficient, flexible 
representation while retaining geometric characteristics of diverse 
shell topologies. To leverage this comprehensive design space, we 
propose DiffuMeta, a generative modelling framework built on diffu-
sion transformers38 (DiTs) for the inverse design of shell metamaterials 
with target mechanical properties. By exploiting syntactic patterns 
and semantic relationships in implicit equations, DiffuMeta generates 
diverse, physically valid shell topologies that satisfy target stress–
strain responses while capturing complex physical phenomena such 
as buckling, plasticity and frictional contact. Our model effectively 
addresses the inherent ambiguity of one-to-many mappings in inverse 
design tasks and, distinct from previous studies targeting a single 
mechanical property, enables simultaneous control over multiple 
target properties, which may extend substantially beyond the training 
domain. Finally, we conduct experimental tests on 3D-printed shell 
structures generated by DiffuMeta to validate the model’s accuracy 
and practical applicability.

Results
Shell metamaterial design space
We start by establishing a comprehensive design space for shell struc-
tures encompassing a broad spectrum of mechanical properties. To 
this end, we leverage periodic nodal surfaces39, which describe smooth, 
continuous and non-intersecting surfaces that are periodic in all spatial 
dimensions. Mathematically, periodic surfaces can be represented by 
the nodal surface of a sum of Fourier modes40:

Ψ(r) = ∑
k
F(k) cos[2πk ⋅ r − α(k)] = 0, (1)

where k denotes the reciprocal vectors for a given lattice, r defines 
a position vector in real space having Cartesian coordinates {x, y, z}, 
α(k) represents the phase shift and F(k) corresponds to the amplitude 
associated with k. For example, gyroid surfaces can be approximated 
by the level set of the implicit equation

ΨGyroid(x, y, z) = sin(ωx) cos(ωy)

+ sin(ωy) cos(ωz) + sin(ωz) cos(ωx) + c = 0,
(2)

where ω defines the periodicity and the constant c determines the 
isovalue that controls the porosity of the generated surface. Such rep-
resentations based on trigonometric functions provide a compact yet 
highly adaptable framework for generating diverse periodic shell topol-
ogies. To systematically expand the design space, we construct a library 
of Fourier-type basis functions Ti(x, y, z) (Supplementary Table 1), 
including trigonometric functions (for example, sin(x), cos(y)) and 
their low-order multiplicative combinations (for example, sin(x)cos(y)). 
Using this library, we assemble implicit surface equations by strategi-
cally combining those terms with randomly sampled coefficients. The 
general form of our candidate implicit equations can be represented as

Ψ(x, y, z) = ∑
i∈ℐ

αiTi(x, y, z) + c = 0, with ℐ ⊂ {1, 2,… ,N},

1 ≤ |ℐ| ≤ 3,
(3)

where N is the total number of tokens in that library, αi are their corre-
sponding coefficients and c is a constant offset. Despite the apparent 
simplicity of the base library, the combinatorial construction provides 
a vast design space of up to ~1012 possible expressions (Supplementary 
Section 1.2). Furthermore, our approach is inherently generalizable and 
readily adaptable to broader function sets, such as exponential func-
tions, logarithmic functions, polynomial terms, enabling extension 
to a wider range of functional forms. To ensure physical feasibility, we 

target properties, for example, specific linear responses under small 
strains, while preserving desired nonlinear behaviour at large defor-
mations. These distinct responses stem from fundamentally different 
deformation mechanisms that may impose conflicting requirements 
on the structure. The multi-objective inverse design challenge substan-
tially increases computational complexity and intensifies the ill-posed 
nature of the inverse problem26.

To address these challenges, diffusion models27 have emerged 
as a promising solution for their exceptional generation quality and 
versatile conditioning capabilities. These models have demonstrated 
state-of-the-art performance across various domains, particularly 
in image and video synthesis28, and have recently shown remarkable 
potential in materials design, including crystalline materials29, pro-
teins30 and nonlinear metamaterials24,31. By learning from existing 
design spaces, diffusion models capture complex underlying data dis-
tributions, enabling the efficient generation of new, coherent designs 
tailored to specific conditions. Despite these advances, existing works 
on the generative design of microstructures remain predominantly 
confined to two-dimensional (2D) structures with pixelated repre-
sentations, limited by computational demands. While recent studies 
have extended to three-dimensional (3D) geometries using explicit 
representations such as voxels32, meshes33 and point clouds34, sub-
stantial challenges persist as explicit 3D representations are inherently 
data-intensive. The scarcity of high-quality training data often hinders 
robust learning, leading to compromised generation fidelity32 and 
constraining the practical applicability of generated designs.

These limitations become particularly acute for shell-based meta-
materials. Characterized by thin, curved geometries, shell lattices 
exhibit pronounced geometric nonlinearities under large deforma-
tions, accompanied by complex phenomena including plasticity, buck-
ling and contact. Moreover, these coupled effects are highly sensitive 
to geometric variations, where minor structural imperfections—such 
as collapsed walls, non-uniform thickness or sharp corners—can 
severely compromise the geometric integrity and trigger undesired 
behaviour. While explicit representations provide direct descriptions, 
precisely capturing the curvature details of shells requires extremely 
high-resolution discretizations, which becomes computationally 
prohibitive for large-scale design exploration. In contrast, implicit 
representations, given by simple mathematical equations, offer an effi-
cient and robust approach for constructing shell topologies such as, for 
example, triply periodic minimal surfaces35 and spinodoid metamateri-
als26. By tuning implicit equation parameters, one can precisely control 
the geometric features (for example, curvature, size, symmetry and 
isosurface thickness) and, consequently, tailor the mechanical proper-
ties of the resulting shell topologies, offering considerable design flex-
ibility. Nevertheless, the relationship between implicit equations and 
resulting designs is a highly complex mapping: small changes in the 
mathematical formulation can produce vastly different topologies and 
properties, while very different equations may yield similar mechani-
cal properties. This intricate mapping is a fundamental challenge for 
systematic design exploration. While symbolic regression is efficient 
in discovering interpretable analytical relationships36, it is primarily 
suited for forward modelling and requires computationally expensive 
outer optimization loops for inverse design. Previous studies have pri-
marily relied on intuitively selecting a limited set of equation templates 
and systematically varying numerical coefficients6,37. While practical, 
this restricted parametric approach narrows the design space to pre-
defined designs (for example, gyroid, primitive or diamond surfaces), 
potentially leading to biased, suboptimal solutions, especially when 
multiple target properties are involved.

To overcome these limitations, we introduce a mathematical 
language-based parameterization for shell metamaterials, enabling 
the systematic exploration of 3D implicit surfaces. Unlike existing 
studies that optimize parameters within fixed equation templates, 
our method conceptualizes implicit equations as sequences of 
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verify that the generated surfaces are self-connected and periodic in 
all spatial dimensions, and disregard disjoint surfaces (Supplementary 
Section 1). The coefficients αi and constant offset c are drawn from a 
uniformly spaced grid spanning (−6, 6) in increments of 0.1, providing 
extensive parameter coverage while ensuring computational tracta-
bility (see also Supplementary Table 2 for a systematic evaluation of 
different sampling schemes).

To efficiently represent this diverse design space, we develop an 
algebraic language-based parameterization that decomposes each 
equation into a sequence of discrete mathematical tokens of three 
types: trigonometric function groups (for example, sin(x)cos(y)), 
numeric coefficients and arithmetic operators (for example, +, −). 
These components define a mathematical vocabulary that enables 
systematic generation and analysis of implicit surfaces within a unified 
language-modelling framework (Fig. 1a). Any given implicit equation 
Ψ(x, y, z) can hence be represented as a sequence w = [w0, w1, …, wn] 
of length n, each wi corresponding to the ith token. For example, the 
gyroid surface equation in equation (2) for ω = 1 can be tokenized as

w = [+, 1, .,0, sin(y) cos(z), +, 1, .,0, sin(x) cos(y),

+, 1, .,0, sin(z) cos(x), [PAD] ,…].
(4)

Each sequence is padded to the maximum sequence length L to ensure 
uniform dimensionality across the dataset. This equation-as-sequence 
strategy provides a compact yet precise representation that preserves 
the mathematical integrity of implicit surfaces, with markedly reduced 
dimensionality compared with explicit representations. By conceptu-
alizing implicit equations as a mathematical language, our approach 
captures contextual dependencies among equation components, 
enabling the application of natural language processing techniques 
to generate new shell metamaterial designs.

By systematically varying the basis functions and coefficients, we 
construct a rich database containing 23, 534 unique shell topologies, 
ensuring broad coverage of the design space with diverse mechanical 
behaviours (Supplementary Section 1). The wall thickness of each unit 
cell is scaled to maintain a constant relative density (fill fraction) of ρ 
= 0.1. To characterize their mechanical behaviour, we evaluate the 
stress–strain responses of each design via FE analysis (Fig. 1b). The shell 
unit cell (10 mm × 10 mm × 10 mm) is positioned between two rigid 
plates with periodic boundary conditions along all lateral directions. 
Shell structures are modelled as an elastoplastic material calibrated 
to an in-house 3D-printing elastomer41, accounting for frictional con-
tact. We apply quasi-static compressive strain up to ε = 30% through 
the upper plate in the ̂e3-direction, emulating loading scenarios for 
footwear cushioning42 and impact absorption43. In addition, we com-
pute the effective stiffness tensor through FE homogenization of a 
single unit cell with periodic boundary conditions. For each shell struc-
ture represented by its implicit equation Ψ, we collect its compressive 
stress response σ ∈ ℝ11 evaluated at 11 selected strain levels (Methods 
and Supplementary Section 2), as well as the corresponding homog-
enized stiffness tensor ℂ ∈ ℝ6×6 . This defines our dataset 
𝒟𝒟 = {(Ψ(n),σ(n), ℂ(n)) ∶ n = 1,… ,N}, comprising N structure–response 
pairs. This yields a versatile library of periodic shell surfaces, encom-
passing both classical minimal surface geometries (for example, 
Schwarz P and D, and gyroids) and not frequently studied morpholo-
gies, altogether exhibiting diverse stress–strain responses (Fig. 1c).

Diffusion-based generative modelling framework
The proposed language-based parameterization provides a compact, 
efficient representation for diverse shell topologies. A fundamental 
challenge lies in the complex, many-to-many mapping between alge-
braic sequences and resulting shell topologies. This relationship is 
highly nonlinear, with seemingly distinct mathematical formulations 
producing similar geometries, while minor variations in coefficients 
may lead to drastically different topologies (Supplementary Fig. 1). 

Such ambiguity, coupled with the high-dimensional parameter space, 
creates an intricate design landscape that renders traditional optimiza-
tion approaches ineffective: motivating our use of a diffusion-based 
framework that learns complex structure–property relationships 
directly from data.

Diffusion models27 are probabilistic generative models that learn 
to reverse a gradual noising process, enabling the generation of 
high-quality samples from complex data distributions. While they excel 
in continuous domains such as computer vision (using U-Net architec-
tures44), their application to discrete textual data remains challenging 
due to the gap between continuous diffusion processes and discrete 
inputs45. To this end, we adopt the Diffusion-LM architecture45 and 
apply an embedding function eϕ( ⋅), which maps each token onto a 
continuous vector in ℝd. Given a shell geometry, its corresponding 
implicit equation is tokenized as a sequence w = [w1, w2, …, wn]. The ith 
token wi may correspond to a function, operator or constant. Each 
token then undergoes an embedding to yield the embedding of the 
sequence as

eϕ(w) = [eϕ(w1), eϕ(w2),… , eϕ(wn)]
T ∈ ℝn×d, (5)

where d is a hyperparameter denoting the embedding dimension. The 
reverse process aims to recover the original input embeddings through 
iterative denoising, which are subsequently mapped back to the dis-
crete sequence w via a trainable rounding step (applying a softmax 
function at each position and selecting the most likely token). In this 
work, we jointly train the diffusion model and embedding function 
end-to-end, which allows the embedding space to evolve alongside 
the diffusion process to improve generation quality.

As shown in Fig. 2, our DiffuMeta framework formulates the inverse 
design of shell metamaterials as a conditional denoising diffusion 
process. The forward process progressively adds Gaussian noise to the 
embeddings over T timesteps. During reverse denoising, the DiT itera-
tively removes this noise from randomly sampled noisy embeddings to 
reconstruct physically meaningful implicit equations. To guide the gen-
eration towards desired properties, we use classifier-free guidance46, 
which directly incorporates conditioning labels c without requiring 
auxiliary classifiers (Methods). As the backbone denoising network, 
we adopt a transformer architecture adapted from DiTs38 to learn 
the reverse process. The transformer’s ability to capture sequential 
dependencies is particularly well-suited for modelling implicit equa-
tions, where small perturbations can substantially affect the resulting 
shell geometry and its properties. The target properties, including 
the stress responses σ and the homogenized elastic properties (for 
example, effective Poisson’s ratios), are projected to high-dimensional 
embeddings by (learnable) linear layers, which are then integrated 
into the DiT model via cross-attention mechanisms47 and adaptive 
layer norm38 (adaLN) blocks as conditioning labels (Supplementary 
Sections 3 and 4).

Guided design of shell metamaterials
We first demonstrate that our DiffuMeta framework successfully 
captures the underlying data distribution and generates unseen, 
physically realizable shell structures. We generate 200 implicit 
equations in an unconditional setting and evaluate the generation 
quality using three key metrics: (1) validity, the percentage of valid 
implicit equations producing single-connected surfaces without dis-
joint components; (2) novelty, the percentage of valid shell geometries 
not found in the training dataset and (3) uniqueness, the percentage of 
unique shell structures among the valid shells. Our model achieves an 
overall validity of 74.0%, a novelty score of 100% and a uniqueness score 
of 100%. Notably, this validity rate far exceeds the 3.2% validity rate 
achieved by random sampling of implicit equations within the design 
space (Supplementary Section 6.2), highlighting the model’s ability to 
avoid trivial solutions while effectively generating diverse, physically 
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meaningful structures. The generated designs exhibit diverse mechani-
cal behaviours and distinct new topologies (Supplementary Fig. 8), 
enabling efficient generation of diverse valid designs at negligible 
computational cost. We emphasize that the mapping from discrete 
implicit equations to continuous surface geometries is inherently chal-
lenging: no existing method directly evaluates the quality of resulting 
surface geometries from symbolic equations alone. The high valid-
ity and uniqueness scores confirm the model’s ability to capture the 
complex shell design space, while the high novelty rate underscores 
its ability to extrapolate beyond the training data.

Next, we evaluate DiffuMeta’s performance in the guided gen-
eration of shell designs that match target nonlinear stress–strain 

responses. As a first example (Fig. 3a), we select a target response 
with pronounced softening after reaching a peak stress. The designs 
proposed by DiffuMeta closely match the target response, achiev-
ing normalized root mean squared error (n.r.m.s.e.; e) values of the 
FE-calculated response versus target response ranging from 3.3% to 
3.6% (compared with 5.0% for the closest existing design in the training 
dataset). Second, we consider a target response with notable soften-
ing at ~8% applied strain, followed by hardening and a gradual stress 
increase as the structure compresses further (above 25%; Fig. 3b). While 
the best match in the training dataset achieves an n.r.m.s.e. of e = 7.7%, 
our inverse-designed solutions show improved performance, with the 
best achieving 4.6% and variations ranging up to 8.5%. The generated 
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be generated by sampling and recombining these tokens. b, To obtain the 
stress–strain responses, we conduct FE simulations by imposing rigid plates on 
the top and the bottom with periodic boundary conditions on the lateral 
surfaces. A quasi-static compressive strain of up to 30% along the ̂e3-direction is 
applied. The overall effective stress–strain response is extracted from the 

reaction forces. A representative deformed shell unit cell is shown at an applied 
strain of 30%. Also shown is the 3D elastic surface plot illustrating the directional 
effective Young’s modulus (obtained via FE homogenization). c, Stress–strain 
responses of 200 structures randomly drawn from the dataset, and selected 
representative examples with distinct mechanical behaviours. Also shown are the 
photos of fabricated shell structures, each obtained by arranging corresponding 
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Scale bars: 10 mm.
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shell structures successfully capture the characteristic stress increase 
at higher strains by leveraging contact interactions between structural 
elements, demonstrating the model’s ability to predict complex defor-
mation mechanisms under large deformations. Compared with direct 
dataset search, our method generates diverse new designs not present 
in the training data while achieving the same target properties and, 
more importantly, at negligible computational cost (~0.22 seconds per 
design on a single graphical processing unit; Supplementary Section 5). 
Notably, the generated structures in Fig. 3a(i),b(i) have nearly identical 
geometries, differing only in minor variations of local pore morphology 
and curvature, yet they produce substantially different mechanical 
responses. The corresponding implicit equations for generated shell 
designs are provided in Supplementary Section 6.3, revealing that their 
geometric similarity cannot be inferred from their drastically different 
mathematical formulations. This contrast underscores the critical chal-
lenge in the inverse design of nonlinear metamaterials, where subtle 
geometric variations can lead to substantial changes in mechanical 
behaviour due to the complex structural interactions, while DiffuMeta 
efficiently captures this intricate structure-to-property mapping.

A further key advantage of DiffuMeta lies in its ability to generate 
multiple distinct designs for the same target response, addressing 
the fundamental one-to-many mapping challenge in inverse design 
problems (that is, multiple designs can produce similar mechanical 
behaviour). The overall performance distributions show that the model 

consistently generates multiple designs whose properties closely 
match the target responses (Supplementary Fig. 6), demonstrating 
stable and robust inverse design performance. Unlike traditional opti-
mization methods such as topology optimization, which typically con-
verge to a single solution48, our generative approach naturally produces 
diverse candidates that all satisfy the specified targets. Notably, the 
generated structures exhibit diverse geometries (for example, varia-
tions in surface curvature, pore distribution patterns and local feature 
dimensions), while they consistently reproduce key mechanical proper-
ties, such as initial stiffness, softening, plateau stress and hardening, 
through distinct deformation mechanisms, as evidenced by the von 
Mises stress distribution plots. In addition, the elastic surface plots of 
generated designs in Fig. 3a,b reveal that each design exhibits unique 
anisotropic elastic properties, offering potential design flexibility for 
applications requiring secondary performance criteria.

Inverse design of shell metamaterials for unseen  
target properties
So far, we have demonstrated DiffuMeta’s capability to generate new 
shell designs conditioned on complex stress–strain responses. While 
the target responses in Fig. 3 lie within the training distribution and can 
be reasonably matched by existing designs, we next assess the model’s 
extrapolation ability by examining two target stress–strain curves 
that exhibit highly nonlinear, non-monotonic compressive responses, 
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Fig. 3 | Inverse design of shell metamaterials with target compressive stress–
strain responses. a,b, The model is conditioned on target responses (denoted 
by red triangles) exhibiting pronounced softening (a) and initial softening and 
subsequent hardening (b). Generated designs (i)–(iv) show diverse geometric 
configurations that achieve similar mechanical behaviour through different 
deformation mechanisms. Each example shows the deformed unit cells of both 
the best match from the training dataset and the generated designs at 30% strain, 

revealing varying stress distributions and structural responses. Elastic surface 
plots demonstrate distinct anisotropic 3D elastic stiffnesses for each generated 
design (normalized by the isotropic Hashin and Shtrikman (HS) upper bounds, 
EHS). All shown stress–strain responses and elastic surfaces were obtained via FE 
analysis, with n.r.m.s.e. values (in brackets) quantifying design accuracy relative 
to target responses. inv. pred., inverse prediction.
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deviating substantially from the training distribution. The target curve 
in Fig. 4a shows a stress plateau followed by strain hardening. The sec-
ond target response (Fig. 4b) exhibits two pronounced stress peaks. In 
both cases, the best matches from the training dataset poorly recon-
struct the target response (e = 22.1% and e = 24.1%, respectively), which 
is unsurprising, indicating the vastness of the design space (and the 
small training set). We also show the top 30 candidate designs from the 
training dataset, which generally deviate from the target, particularly 
at large strains. In contrast, the model identifies designs that accu-
rately reproduce the complex target responses (achieving e = 7.2% and  
e = 7.0%, respectively).

As shown in Fig. 4a, the generated structure initially undergoes 
progressive shell bending, followed by contact between opposing sur-
faces, which creates new internal load paths and stiffens the structure, 
producing the characteristic stress rise at large strains. In contrast, the 
design in Fig. 4b exhibits a sequential deformation mechanism charac-
terized by initial elastic buckling of its curved surfaces (ε < 15%), which 
causes softening, followed by the development of multiple contact 
interfaces, which leads to hardening, and finally another local buckling 
instability that results in the second softening phase at around 22% 
applied strain. These highly nonlinear stress–strain responses of shell 
lattices at finite strains emerge from intricate structural interactions 
rather than being explicitly encoded in their implicit equations. The 
mapping from abstract mathematical representations, which define 
only the initial topology, to these sophisticated nonlinear responses 
is therefore challenging. Nevertheless, DiffuMeta successfully learns 
this intricate relationship by identifying mathematical patterns that 

correlate geometric features with the resulting deformation charac-
teristics of various shell metamaterials.

Multi-target conditional generation of shell metamaterials
To demonstrate our framework’s ability to extend beyond a single 
design objective, we condition the generation of shell metamaterials 
on multiple target properties simultaneously (Methods). We focus 
on the task of jointly tuning both linear and nonlinear mechanical 
responses, for example, the effective (anisotropic) Poisson’s ratio and 
the nonlinear compressive stress–strain response. Such design targets 
can be leveraged for applications in, for example, protective gear or 
biomedical implants, where a specific nonlinear stress–strain response 
(such as controlled buckling or energy absorption) is required, while 
also ensuring, for example, auxetic behaviour under small-strain com-
pression to enhance conformability and mechanical stability.

As a first example, we consider a target stress–strain response 
exhibiting pronounced softening under compression, while simulta-
neously targeting three distinct effective Poisson’s ratios (measured 
at small strains): ν32 = −3.0 (strongly auxetic), ν32 = 0 (zero transverse 
strain) and ν32 = 1.0 (high positive Poisson’s ratio). As shown in Fig. 5a, 
the generated shell structures not only closely reproduce the target 
stress–strain responses (ranging from e = 4.7% to e = 10.4%) but also 
exhibit the intended Poisson effect. Figure 5a further compares the 
homogenized response of the closest design in the training set (e = 
11.2%) with their deformed states at 10% compressive strain under peri-
odic boundary conditions. In contrast to the best match, which exhib-
its moderate lateral expansion, the generated designs demonstrate 
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Fig. 4 | Inverse-designed shell metamaterials with unseen stress–strain 
responses. a,b, The diffusion model generates designs conditioned on target 
stress–strain curves (denoted by red triangles) exhibiting a stress plateau and 
subsequent hardening (a) and pronounced buckling-induced stress peaks at 8% 
and 22% strain (b). These responses extend well beyond the training distribution. 

We highlight the top 30 closest matches from the training set in grey in  
a and b, selected based on n.r.m.s.e., which deviate substantially from the target.  
All shown stress–strain responses and elastic surfaces were obtained via FE 
analysis, with n.r.m.s.e. values (in brackets) quantifying design accuracy relative 
to target responses.
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Fig. 5 | Multi-target conditional generation of shell metamaterials.  
a, Generated shell designs conditioned on a target stress–strain response while 
achieving three distinct target effective (anisotropic) Poisson’s ratios (measured 
at small strains): ν32 = −3.0, ν32 = 0 and ν32 = 1.0. b, Inverse design for unseen target 
property combinations, where both the stress–strain response and Poisson’s 
ratio (ν32 = −3.0) extend well beyond the training distribution. Each example 
shows the achieved Poisson’s ratio of the best match from the training dataset 
and the generated designs, compared with the distribution of training samples 

in the relevant property space (each dot represents a unit cell in the training data, 
colour-coded by shell thickness). The effective directional Young’s modulus E33 
is normalized by the Young’s modulus of the base material Es and the relative 
density ρ. The simulated samples at 10% compressive strain illustrate their lateral 
deformations. All shown stress–strain responses were obtained via FE analysis, 
with n.r.m.s.e. values (in brackets) quantifying design accuracy relative to  
target responses.
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diverse lateral deformation behaviours. The auxetic design Fig. 5a(i) 
undergoes substantial lateral contraction on compression, achiev-
ing the target negative Poisson’s ratio through inward bending of its 
curved surfaces. Design Fig. 5a(iii) shows pronounced lateral expan-
sion, while design Fig. 5a(ii) maintains nearly constant lateral dimen-
sions. The corresponding von Mises stress distribution plots further 
reveal that each geometry accommodates the applied compressive 
load through distinct deformation pathways and stress localization 

patterns to maintain the same target stress–strain responses while 
achieving various Poisson’s ratios targets. (It is remarkable that the 
linear Poisson’s ratio, a measure valid at small strains, here serves well 
as an effective descriptor also for the nonlinear, large-strain lateral 
sample deformation.)

As a second example, we consider a target stress–strain response 
with pronounced softening followed by stiffness increase at higher 
strains (Fig. 5b), which lies outside the training distribution, as 
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Fig. 6 | Experimental validation of shell metamaterials generated by 
DiffuMeta. a, Fabricated representative shell samples alongside their 
corresponding computer-aided design models. Samples are arranged in 5 × 5 × 1  
arrays with 10% relative density. Scale bars: 10 mm. b–d, Comparison between 
experimental (Exp.) stress–strain responses (dashed lines) and FE simulation 
(Sim.) results (solid lines) for three distinct shell designs generated by DiffuMeta, 
exhibiting an extended stress plateau (b), pronounced softening (c) and initial 

softening followed by hardening (d), respectively. Target responses used as 
conditions for the diffusion model are indicated with red triangles. The deformed 
configurations of generated shell unit cells obtained from FE analysis at different 
strain levels are shown in 5 × 5 × 1 tessellations for visualization. The experimental 
results demonstrate overall good agreement with both the target responses and 
simulation predictions for the nonlinear behaviour, validating the effectiveness 
of the inverse design framework. Scale bars, 10 mm.
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evidenced by the poor match (e = 22.1%) with the best training dataset 
candidate. Despite this challenging unseen target, the inverse-designed 
solutions closely follow the target curve and achieve substantially 
lower errors (2.2–3.5%). In addition, the inverse-designed solutions 
successfully produce the desired extreme auxetic behaviour, exhib-
iting pronounced lateral contraction under compression. Notably, 
the target Poisson’s ratio of ν32 = −3.0 also lies far outside the training 
distribution, as evidenced by the scatter plot of effective modulus 
versus Poisson’s ratio for all training samples. Importantly, the gener-
ated designs achieving exceptional properties (Figs. 4 and 5) remain 
strictly within the defined design space bounds, with all coefficient 
values within the training range (Supplementary Section 6.3). This 
demonstrates that DiffuMeta achieves extrapolation in the property 
space through interpolation in the design space by capturing the com-
plex underlying structure–property relationships governing highly 
nonlinear behaviours, including plasticity, buckling, contact and so 
on. Collectively, these results demonstrate the robust generalization 
capability of the proposed framework, enabling the inverse design of 
shell metamaterials with highly non-trivial combinations of unseen 
linear and nonlinear mechanical properties, surpassing the limits of 
the training distribution.

Experimental validation
To validate our inverse design framework, we conduct experimental 
compression tests on 3D-printed shell samples generated by DiffuMeta 
(Methods). We select several distinct target responses from the test data-
set (unseen during training) and fabricate the corresponding generated 
designs (Fig. 6a). Figure 6b–d presents uniaxial compression test data in 
comparison with FE results. The experimental validation demonstrates 
overall good agreement between simulated and measured stress–strain 
responses, validating both the FE modelling accuracy and the robustness 
of our inverse design framework. The design in Fig. 6b shows an extended 
stress plateau up to high strains, maintaining structural integrity through 
its smooth, continuous surfaces without notable buckling instabilities. In 
contrast, Fig. 6c demonstrates pronounced softening, characterized by 
localized surface buckling. Figure 6d illustrates a more complex target 
response featuring initial softening followed by hardening, which results 
from progressive contact formation between internal surfaces under large 
deformations. Notably, the fabricated samples successfully reproduce 
the complex nonlinear mechanical behaviours predicted by DiffuMeta, 
including a stable plateau, buckling-induced softening and hardening 
due to contact. While some discrepancies exist between simulation and 
experiment due to, for example, material variations, geometric imperfec-
tions and fabrication-induced residual stresses, the overall stress–strain 
responses and key mechanical features are well captured experimentally. 
This close agreement validates the robustness and practical applicability 
of our inverse design framework, opening new possibilities for creating 
new materials with tailored nonlinear responses for applications in soft 
robotics, morphing structures and energy-absorbing systems.

Discussion
The presented generative modelling framework enables the inverse 
design of architected materials with precisely targeted combinations 
of nonlinear stress–strain responses and linear elastic properties, 
demonstrating robust extrapolation beyond the training domain. Dif-
fuMeta uses a new algebraic language-based parameterization that 
represents implicit equations as discrete token sequences. This pro-
vides a flexible, low-dimensional representation encoding a vast shell 
design space, while preserving intricate topological features essential 
for their mechanical functionality. By integrating these sequences 
into a diffusion-based framework, DiffuMeta effectively learns how 
subtle variations in implicit equations lead to substantial changes in 
mechanical performance, capturing the complex mappings between 
abstract implicit equations and highly non-trivial deformation mechan-
ics, including buckling and contact.

A key advantage of our approach lies in the probabilistic nature 
of the diffusion model, which inherently addresses the ill-posedness 
of the inverse design problem by generating multiple solutions for a 
given target response, unlike conventional optimization methods that 
converge to a single solution and depend heavily on initialization. In 
addition, the framework demonstrates strong generalization, success-
fully identifying designs for highly non-trivial unseen target responses. 
Furthermore, our approach enables multi-objective conditional gen-
eration, simultaneously controlling linear and nonlinear properties 
while effectively addressing the complex coupling between different 
mechanical responses.

We note that our framework requires target properties to be 
physically achievable within the shell metamaterial design space. 
While the model successfully generates designs that extend beyond 
existing property boundaries (Figs. 4 and 5), this extrapolation capa-
bility is inherently bounded by the physics encoded in the training 
data; targets requiring mechanical mechanisms not represented in 
the dataset would necessitate expanding the training data to include 
richer mechanical responses (for example, hierarchical designs, 
multi-stage plasticity or snap-through instabilities). Furthermore, 
the current approach does not explicitly incorporate physical con-
straints during generation, which may occasionally yield designs that, 
while mathematically valid, are challenging to fabricate. Future work 
could integrate physics-informed constraints directly into the diffu-
sion process49 to enhance robustness and physical validity. In addi-
tion, active learning strategies50 could be used to iteratively sample 
underrepresented regions of the design space, improving generation 
quality for out-of-distribution targets. The versatility and efficiency of 
DiffuMeta make it readily available for extension to other metamaterial 
architectures51 and targeting alternative properties, such as impact 
absorption23,43, optical responses52 and multiphysics properties53, 
by altering the training dataset accordingly. The framework could 
also be integrated with large language models to enable natural 
language-driven design specifications54, further enhancing the design 
of multifunctional metamaterials. These extensions underscore the 
potential of our generative modelling approach, offering a scalable and 
generalizable framework for the inverse design of diverse metamaterial 
systems with unprecedented capabilities.

Methods
We here provide details of the diffusion model derivation and architec-
ture, the FE simulation setup to evaluate the stress–strain response of 
shell lattices, and fabrication and experimental characterization details. 
Further explanations can be found in the Supplementary Information.

Denoising diffusion models
At its core, a diffusion model consists of two fundamental processes: 
forward and reverse. The forward process systematically perturbs the 
input data x0 ~ q(x) by gradually adding Gaussian noise over T steps, 
transforming it into a standard Gaussian noise xT ~ 𝒩𝒩(0,1). This noise 
injection follows a fixed Markov chain, in which each transition from 
xt−1 to xt is governed by

q(xt|xt−1) = 𝒩𝒩𝒩xt;√1 − βtxt−1,βtI), (6)

where the hyperparameter {βt ∈ (0, 1)}Tt=1 regulates the amount of noise 
added at diffusion step t. We can then sample xt at any time step t during 
the forward process by

q (xt|x0) = 𝒩𝒩𝒩xt; √ᾱtx0, (1 − ᾱt)I), where αt = 1 − βt, ᾱt =
t
∏
i=1

αi

xt = √ᾱtx0 +√1 − ᾱtε, ε ∼ 𝒩𝒩𝒩0, I).
(7)

The reverse denoising process seeks to reconstruct the original data 
x0 by first sampling from q(xT) and then proceeding in reverse time 
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direction, sampling from q(xt−1∣xt) until x0. Since the true denoising 
transition q(xt−1∣xt, x0) is intractable, we can approximate it using a 
neural network pθ(xt−1∣xt) parameterized by θ. The reverse process 
pθ(x0:T) is characterized as a Markov chain as

pθ(x0∶T) = p(xT)
T
∏
t=1

pθ(xt−1|xt), pθ(xt−1|xt) = 𝒩𝒩𝒩xt−1;μθ(xt, t),σ2t I), (8)

where p(xT) = 𝒩𝒩𝒩xT;0, I) denotes the standard Gaussian distribution, 
μθ( ⋅ ) is the predicted mean of the Gaussian transition q(xt−1∣xt), and σ2t  
is a variance depending on the time step: σ2t =

1−ᾱt−1

1−ᾱt
βt . xt−1 can be 

sampled as

xt−1 = μθ(xt, t) + σtε, with ε ∼ 𝒩𝒩𝒩0, I). (9)

To train the diffusion model, the objective is to maximize the (log-)
likelihood logpθ(x0) = ∫pθ(x0∶T)dx1∶T , which is computationally infea-
sible. Instead, we maximize the tractable variational lower bound of 
the log-likelihood. The loss funtion ℒ can be rewritten as

where 𝒟𝒟KL(q ∥ p) denotes the Kullback–Leibler (KL) divergence between 
two distributions q and p.

DiT architecture
To extend the continuous diffusion models to the text domain, we 
adopt the Diffusion-LM45 framework that maps discrete text into a 
continuous latent space via an embedding function eϕ. The framework 
is then trained to jointly learn the diffusion model’s parameters and 
word embeddings in an end-to-end manner. A detailed derivation of 
the end-to-end training objective is provided in Supplementary Section 3.  
To condition the model on a target, we adopt the classifier-free guid-
ance approach46. The model is trained to jointly learn both conditional 
and unconditional generation by randomly replacing the condition 
label c with a learnable ‘null’ token ∅ during training, with a fixed prob-
ability pdrop. This approach enables flexible control during inference 
by replacing the predicted noise εθ with a weighted combination of 
conditional and unconditional predictions as

ε̂θ(xt, t, c) = ωεθ(xt, t, c) + (1 − ω)εθ(xt, t, ∅), (11)

where ω ≥ 1 is the guidance weight that balances the influence of con-
ditional scores, controlling the trade-off between generation perfor-
mance and sampling diversity. Here εθ(xt, t, c) and εθ(xt, t, ∅) denote the 
predicted noise from the conditional and unconditional models, 
respectively. Note that our diffusion model is trained to directly predict 
x0 instead of noise. We can derive the noise predictions from the model 
output fθ(xt, t) using equation (7) as εθ = (xt −√ᾱtfθ(xt, t))/√1 − ᾱt .

To learn the reverse process, we adopt a transformer architecture 
based on DiTs38. Unlike traditional diffusion models that use convolu-
tional networks, a DiT leverages self-attention to capture long-range 
dependencies and complex interactions, making it effective for 
high-dimensional, structured data. To incorporate conditional labels 
c ∈ ℝh into our model, we first project each value into the embedding 
space, using a (learnable) linear projection layer and yielding the condi-
tion embeddings y ∈ ℝd . When multiple conditional properties are 
considered, each is processed by a separate projection layer and the 
resulting conditional embeddings are concatenated. The conditional 
information, processed through the projection layer, is then integrated 
into the denoising process of the transformer model via cross-attention 

mechanisms47, enabling the model to effectively capture interactions 
between input and conditional information. In addition, the condi-
tional embeddings y are projected and added to the time embedding 
t, which is then processed through an adaLN38 to predict a series of 
parameters, including global scale and shift parameters γ and β, and 
dimension-wise scaling parameters α. The adaLN blocks adaptively 
modulate the feature activations, leveraging the conditional informa-
tion, which has been shown to be effective in improving the model’s 
generation performance38. Besides the compressive response and 
linear elastic properties investigated in this paper, the framework can 
be readily extended to a broader range of target properties without 
architectural changes. We refer to the code (‘Code availability’ section) 
for technical details regarding our DiT architecture.

Machine learning protocols
The performance of the proposed generative framework depends on 
several key design and training choices. The dataset of 23, 534 samples 
balances the computational cost of FE simulations with model per-
formance; ablation studies on smaller subsets indicate diminishing 
gains with additional data, while the full dataset yields robust inverse 
design performance. The transformer architecture (including the 
number of attention heads, embedding dimension and transformer 
hidden dimension) and training hyperparameters (including optimizer, 
learning rate and noise schedule) were determined through systematic 
ablation studies, which reveal that model performance is robust across 
a range of hyperparameter choices. Detailed ablation experiments and 
the final model configuration are provided in Supplementary Section 4.  
To comprehensively assess the model’s generation performance, we 
evaluate the distribution of generated design properties under both 
conditional and unconditional generation settings (Supplementary 
Section 6). The model demonstrates stable and reliable generation per-
formance across various target properties, effectively leveraging the 
probabilistic nature of generative models to address the one-to-many 
mapping inherent to inverse design.

FE simulation
To extract the stress–strain response of constructed shell structures, 
FE simulations are conducted using the commercial software 
ABAQUS/CAE 2023. The base material of all structures is described 
by an elastic-plastic constitutive model, with parameters calibrated 
from experimental uniaxial tensile test data (see ref. 41 for material 
characterization details). Each structure is discretized using a 
finite-strain, three-node triangular shell element (S3R). A periodic 
mesh is generated to ensure compatibility with the imposed periodic 
boundary conditions. Mesh refinement studies yield sufficient con-
vergence of the effective (homogenized) stress–strain response and 
the stress distribution at an element size of 0.2 mm, as presented in 
Supplementary Section 2. The shell unit cell is positioned between 
two rigid plates with periodic boundary conditions prescribed on all 
lateral surfaces. The bottom plate is fixed, and a compressive strain 
up to 30% is applied by displacing the top plate vertically down. 
General contact with a friction coefficient of 0.6 is applied to all 
interacting surfaces within the unit cell. To promote convergence 
and numerical stability throughout the large-deformation regime in 
the presence of buckling and contact, a dynamic implicit solver with 
moderate dissipation is used to extract the quasi-static response. We 
record displacements, stresses and reaction forces of nodes in contact 
with the upper rigid plate at 50 equidistant strain increments. To 
facilitate the machine learning model training, we reduce the dimen-
sionality of the target by representing the stress–strain response as 
a vector σ ∈ ℝ11, which contains the compressive stress at 11 strategi-
cally selected strain levels across the applied strain range. We verify 
that the full stress–strain response can be accurately reconstructed 
via cubic spline interpolation of these sampled points (see Supple-
mentary Section 2 for further details). To validate quasistatics, we 

ℒ(θ) = 𝔼𝔼[𝒟𝒟KL(q(xT|x0)∥p(xT))⏟⎵⎵⎵⎵⎵⏟⎵⎵⎵⎵⎵⏟
ℒT

+
T
∑
t=2

𝒟𝒟KL(q(xt−1|xt, x0)∥pθ(xt−1|xt))⏟⎵⎵⎵⎵⎵⎵⎵⎵⎵⏟⎵⎵⎵⎵⎵⎵⎵⎵⎵⏟
Lt−1

− logpθ(x0|x1)⏟⎵⎵⎵⎵⏟⎵⎵⎵⎵⏟
L0

],
(10)
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ensure that the kinetic energy remains below 1% of the internal energy 
at all strain increments. The effective stiffness tensor is computed 
via FE homogenization of a single unit cell with periodic boundary 
conditions, and the effective (anisotropic) Poisson’s ratios are 
extracted at small strains. All simulations are performed on the Euler 
cluster of ETH Zurich.

Fabrication and experimental validation
Specimens tested in this work were fabricated using digital light synthe-
sis with a Carbon M2 3D printer, operating at an average writing speed of 
22 mm h−1 and a layer thickness of 100 μm. The printing material is UMA 
90 resin (Carbon, Inc.), a one-part photopolymer with a tensile modu-
lus of 484 MPa, ultimate strength of 11.9 MPa and 19.3% elongation at 
break41. After printing, samples were first cleaned by immersion in iso-
propyl alcohol under orbital agitation for 5 min to remove excess resin, 
followed by ultraviolet postcuring for 3 min to ensure complete pho-
topolymerization. To enable direct comparison across different shell 
topologies, the wall thickness of each design was scaled proportionally 
to maintain a consistent relative density of 10% for all specimens. Two 
rigid plates of thickness 1 mm are added at the top and bottom during 
3D printing to facilitate a uniform load distribution during compres-
sion testing. Uniaxial displacement-controlled compression tests were 
conducted using an Instron 5943 Single Column testing machine at a 
quasi-static strain rate of 0.0005 s−1. The effective strains and stresses 
were calculated from the recorded force-displacement data and meas-
ured sample dimensions. Load-displacement data were acquired at a 
sampling frequency of 10 Hz throughout the compression process.

Reporting summary
Further information on research design is available in the Nature 
Portfolio Reporting Summary linked to this article.

Data availability
The training and test dataset (consisting of implicit equations, their 
corresponding stress–strain responses and effective stiffness data) and 
the pretrained models are available in the ETHZ Research Collection55.

Code availability
The complete source code for this work, including data generation, 
model training and the conditional generation of new metamaterial 
designs with target responses, is available via GitHub at https://github. 
com/li-zhengz/DiffusionMetamaterials.git and via Zenodo at https:// 
doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.18598195 (ref. 56).
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