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ABSTRACT

We present a 3D polycrystal foundation model that learns a physically structured representation of
voxel-based microstructures through large-scale self-supervised pretraining. The encoder is trained
on a dataset of 100,000 FCC microstructures whose crystallographic orientations span the texture
hull, using a masking strategy that forces the model to infer latent features from incomplete spa-
tial information. The quality of the learned representation is evaluated through two downstream
tasks with distinct physical characteristics. (i) Homogenized stiffness prediction: the pretrained en-
coder consistently outperforms the non-pretrained baseline across all masking ratios. (ii) Nonlinear
response modeling: the encoder is coupled with an orientation-aware interaction-based deep mate-
rial network (ODMN) to infer complete sets of network parameters, enabling accurate stress—strain
predictions for previously unseen microstructures. In both tasks, the pretrained encoder demon-
strates markedly stronger generalization capability. These results underscore the strong transferabil-
ity of the proposed framework and its suitability for data-scarce scientific settings, where labeled
microstructures are limited and physics-consistent generalization is essential. The foundation model
provides a scalable route toward integration with experimentally derived microstructures, offering a
new basis for microstructure—property reasoning in practical materials design.

Keywords Foundation model - Polycrystal material - Transfer learning - Self-supervised learning - Masked
autoencoder - Deep material network

1 Introduction

Polycrystalline materials constitute the cornerstone of modern engineering applications, as their macroscopic me-
chanical response is intrinsically governed by the underlying microstructural architecture—most notably the crystal-
lographic texture [1]. Elucidating and quantifying the microstructure—property relationships have therefore become
a central pursuit in materials design and performance optimization. The recent surge in artificial intelligence (AI)
techniques has further opened up new pathways for establishing data-driven connections between microstructure and
properties, thereby accelerating the computational modeling of materials.

In this context, diverse machine learning architectures have been applied to polycrystalline systems. Convolutional
neural network (CNN) models such as U-Net have been employed to predict full-field stress distributions in viscoplas-
tic polycrystals [2]. Graph neural networks (GNNs) have proven effective in capturing topological relationships among
grains, enabling accurate prediction of effective magnetostriction in heterogeneous polycrystals [3]. Variational au-
toencoders (VAEs) have been introduced to learn latent representations of electron backscatter diffraction (EBSD)
patterns, offering compact and physically meaningful encodings that improve EBSD indexing efficiency [4]. More
recently, masked autoencoders (MAEs) have been applied to synthetic 2D polycrystalline datasets for classification
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tasks, which, despite being limited to randomly textured microstructures, have demonstrated the potential of self-
supervised learning in texture-informed representation learning [5]. Collectively, these studies highlight the crucial
role of latent representation learning, facilitated by machine learning, in advancing microstructure-informed materials
modeling.

The concept of a foundation model extends this paradigm by leveraging large-scale pretraining on abundant datasets
to learn universal latent representations that are transferable across diverse downstream tasks. Successful precedents
include large language models such as BERT and GPT, which derive highly generalizable embeddings from massive
text corpora [6, 7]. Analogously, in the materials domain, domain-specific foundation models have begun to emerge.
For instance, a masked autoencoder pretrained on synthetic 2D composite microstructures has exhibited remarkable
versatility in downstream applications, including nonlinear stress—strain prediction [8].

However, despite the paramount significance of crystallographic textures in governing the anisotropic mechanical
response of polycrystalline materials, foundation models explicitly devised for polycrystalline microstructures remain
scarcely explored. To address this limitation, we construct a large-scale synthetic dataset by employing hierarchical
simplex sampling (HSS) [9, 10] to systematically traverse the complete texture hull of face-centered cubic (FCC)
crystals, thereby encompassing the full diversity of the crystallographic texture space. From these sampled texture
states, voxel-based polycrystalline microstructures are generated to serve as training data. Building upon this dataset,
we develop a 3D voxel-based foundation model for polycrystalline material informatics, which learns texture-aware
latent representations through a 3D masked autoencoder architecture. The pretrained model is subsequently fine-tuned
for two representative downstream tasks: (1) prediction of homogenized stiffness tensors, and (2) inference of material
surrogate model parameters via a linear head applied to the learned latent representations, which are further coupled
with crystal plasticity simulations to predict nonlinear microstructural responses.

This study demonstrates the potential of foundation modeling as a unifying framework for polycrystalline material
informatics. By pretraining on a large synthetic dataset that systematically spans the crystallographic texture space, the
proposed model captures physically meaningful latent representations that generalize across diverse microstructural
configurations. These representations not only enable efficient and accurate downstream property prediction but also
establish a conceptual bridge between data-driven feature learning and physics-based constitutive modeling. The
present work thus lays a scalable pathway toward integrating latent-space learning with multiscale material design and
microstructure-informed simulation.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. Section 2 details the proposed methodology, including the gen-
eration of synthetic datasets, the pretraining of foundation models, and downstream fine-tuning strategies. Section 3
reports and discusses the numerical results obtained for both stiffness prediction and nonlinear response modeling.
Finally, Section 4 summarizes the key findings and highlights perspectives for future developments in foundation
modeling for polycrystalline materials.

2 Methods

2.1 Overview of the pretrained dataset

The pretraining dataset was designed to comprehensively explore the crystallographic texture space of face-centered
cubic (FCC) polycrystals. To achieve this, it is first necessary to define the sampling space of microstructures in
terms of their possible crystallographic textures. When a crystallographic texture is represented by the orientation
distribution function (ODF), it can be approximated using a discrete basis of Dirac delta functions [11, 12, 13, 9]. In
this representation, the ODF takes the form

J
fl@) = > pj.d(q,qY), ()
j=1

where g € SO(3) denotes the crystallographic orientation, (-, -) is the Dirac delta function defined on the orientation
manifold, q(j ) represents a discrete set of fundamental orientations obtained from the discretization of SO(3), and Dj
corresponds to the probability weight associated with each orientation state. The fundamental orientations in this study
are uniformly sampled from the fundamental zone of the FCC orientation space, discretized with an angular resolution
of 10°, resulting in J = 618 fundamental orientations in Eq. (1).

The texture coefficients p; can be interpreted as probabilistic weights that quantify the likelihood of occurrence for
each fundamental orientation. Consequently, the ODF can be expressed in vector form as p = (p1,pa,...,ps). The
convex set spanned by all possible vectors p’constitutes the so-called texture hull M}y, defined as [9]
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Each point within the texture hull corresponds to a realizable ODF. However, due to the high dimensionality of this
convex space, an efficient sampling strategy is required to traverse it. In this study, the HSS algorithm [9, 10] is
employed to generate representative ODFs by systematically sampling points p within the texture hull. To ensure
sufficient coverage of the entire texture domain, a total of 100,000 ODF instances are sampled, each representing a
unique crystallographic texture used for constructing the pretraining dataset.

Following ODF generation, each sampled ODF is realized as a representative volume element (RVE) using
DREAM.3D-NX [14]. Each RVE consists of a voxel grid of 45 x 45 x 45, containing approximately 810 equiaxed
grains. The voxel-wise crystallographic orientations are subsequently reduced to the fundamental zone and converted
into quaternion form to ensure rotational continuity and numerical stability for the subsequent self-supervised pre-
training stage.

2.2 Self-supervised pretraining stage
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Figure 1: Schematic of the proposed polycrystal foundation model during the pretraining stage. The colored voxel
grids within the RVE symbolically indicate different crystallographic orientations and are used for illustrative purposes
only.

During pretraining, each voxel-based RVE is represented as a four-dimensional tensor of size (45,45, 45, 4), where the
last dimension corresponds to the quaternion components encoding the local crystallographic orientations within the
fundamental zone. The input tensor is partitioned into non-overlapping cubic patches of size (P, P,P) = (9,9,9),
resulting in IV, = 125 patches per training instance. A random subset of these patches is masked according to a
prescribed masking ratio (e.g., 40%), leaving 75 visible and 50 masked patches.

Each visible patch is projected into a latent embedding space through a 3D convolutional layer with kernel and stride
size (9,9,9), generating feature vectors of dimension 768. These embedded tokens are subsequently processed by a
transformer-based encoder comprising NV, = 12 blocks, each with an embedding dimension of D, = 768 and H, = 12
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self-attention heads. The encoder yields compact latent representations that effectively capture texture-aware features
of the polycrystalline microstructure.

A lightweight transformer decoder is subsequently employed to reconstruct the masked patches. The decoder consists
of Mg = 8 blocks, each with an embedding dimension of Dy = 512 and H4 = 16 attention heads. Its primary function
is to infer the quaternion fields of the missing patches based on the contextual dependencies learned from the visible
ones, thereby enforcing spatial and orientational coherence across the reconstructed microstructure.

To encode spatial information, 3D sinusoidal positional encodings (PE) are added to both encoder and decoder inputs
following the formulation in [15, 8]. After patchification, the patch grid has dimensions G x G x G (with G = 5 in this
study). Each coordinate (x, y, z) is independently encoded using sinusoidal functions at multiple frequencies as

(20) (1) — o z ) (2i+1) () ( z )

PE}“" (z) = sin (1000021'/&3 , PE; (x) = cos 100002/D- ) *
(24) o Y ) (2i41) — Y )

PE,"(y) = sin (71000021‘/% , PE, (y) = cos (71000021‘/% , 3)
(20) () = si #) (2i+1) () = ( i )

PE*(z) = sin (IOOOOQi/DC , PE} (2) = cos 1000021/D- )’

wherei =0,1,...,D./2 — 1.

In addition to positional encoding, a learnable classification token, denoted as [CLS], is prepended to the embedded
sequence before it enters the transformer encoder. This token aggregates global microstructural information via the
self-attention mechanism. Its positional embedding is set to zero, PE|crs; = 0. Thus, the complete positional encoding
for the encoder input is

PEcncoder = stack (PEjcLs), {concat (PE, (), PE,(y),PE.(2)) | (z,y,2)}) € R(FNp)xDe €]

This asymmetric encoder—decoder architecture mitigates shortcut learning and compels the network to infer high-
level statistical dependencies between the visible and missing regions of the microstructure. The pretraining objective
aims to minimize the mean squared error (MSE) between the reconstructed quaternion fields Qmasked(i) and their
ground-truth counterparts Qmasked(i) within the masked regions. Each patch has a feature dimensionality of d =
P x P x P x C, where P denotes the patch size and C' the number of quaternion components. Accordingly, the
pretraining loss is formulated as
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where M represents the set of masked patch indices, and ||| denotes the Euclidean norm. This objective en-
forces accurate reconstruction of the masked quaternion fields, thereby guiding the model to learn meaningful spa-
tial-orientational correlations that are essential for downstream microstructural representation tasks.

2.3 Downstream training

After pretraining, the encoder is transferred to downstream stages for task-specific end-to-end fine-tuning. In this
phase, the pretrained encoder functions as a microstructure feature extractor, while lightweight task heads are intro-
duced to adapt the learned representations to different predictive objectives. Specifically, the [CLS] token is utilized
as the latent feature representation and connected to a linear prediction head to perform two distinct downstream tasks
investigated in this study, as introduced below.

2.3.1 Downstream task I: Homogenized stiffness prediction

In polycrystalline materials, the homogenized mechanical response is predominantly governed by the underlying crys-
tallographic texture, which dictates the collective anisotropy emerging from the orientation distribution of constituent
grains.

This downstream task aims to evaluate whether the latent representations learned during self-supervised pretraining
can be effectively transferred to predict homogenized elastic properties. Specifically, the model is tasked with pre-
dicting three principal stiffness components of the homogenized elasticity tensor—C'111, C2222, and Cs333—which
correspond to the normal elastic moduli along the three orthogonal sample axes. Accurate prediction of these compo-
nents provides a direct measure of the model’s capability to capture texture-induced anisotropy and to generalize from
local orientation features to macroscopic effective responses.
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Figure 2: Schematic illustration of the downstream workflow for homogenized stiffness prediction. The pretrained
encoder extracts texture-aware latent features, which are subsequently fed into a linear regression head to predict the
homogenized stiffness components.

As illustrated in Fig. 2, the pretrained 3D convolutional layer and transformer-based encoder are initialized from
the pretraining stage and jointly fine-tuned in an end-to-end fashion. The [CLS] token, which aggregates global
information from the entire microstructure through the self-attention mechanism, serves as the latent descriptor of the
RVE. A lightweight linear regression head is then appended to this token to map the latent representation to the target
stiffness components.

For downstream evaluation, a labeled dataset was constructed to provide ground-truth homogenized stiffness tensors
corresponding to a diverse collection of voxel-based RVEs. For each RVE, the ODF was sampled from the convex
texture hull using the HSS algorithm, as described in Section 2.1, ensuring statistically representative coverage of
the orientation space. Unlike the dataset used for pretraining, which focused solely on learning general orientation
correlations in an unsupervised manner, the downstream dataset was specifically designed for supervised regression. A
total of 5,000 ODF instances were generated and subsequently realized as voxel-based RVEs using DREAM.3D-NX,
each consisting of approximately 810 equiaxed grains discretized on a 45 x 45 x 45 grid. The dataset was randomly
divided into 80% for training and 20% for validation to maintain balanced statistical representation across the texture
space. The homogenized stiffness tensors of these RVEs were computed using the DAMASK-FFT solver [16] under
finite-strain with periodic boundary constraints. Each constituent grain was modeled as a single crystal with cubic
elastic symmetry, characterized by the stiffness constants summarized in Table 1.

Table 1: Elastic stiffness constants of the cubic single crystal used in the downstream DAMASK-FFT simulations.

Ci1 (GPa) Ci2(GPa) (44 (GPa)
107.3 60.8 28.3

The resulting dataset thus establishes a comprehensive mapping between crystallographic texture and effective elastic
response, serving as a benchmark for fine-tuning and quantitatively evaluating the transferability of the pretrained
encoder in texture-driven property prediction.
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2.3.2 Overview of the deep material networks

In addition to the stiffness prediction task, the second downstream objective extends the pretrained encoder toward
modeling nonlinear constitutive responses via predicting the parameters of the orientation-aware interaction-based
deep material network (ODMN) [17].

Accurately obtaining the nonlinear mechanical response of RVEs across diverse microstructures is of central impor-
tance, particularly in industrial applications where direct full-field simulations are computationally prohibitive. The
ODMN framework offers an efficient surrogate modeling strategy for this purpose. It represents a specialized variant
of the Deep Material Network (DMN) architecture, designed specifically for polycrystalline materials to account for
crystallographic texture effects.

The original DMN [18] formulates a binary-tree-based, physically interpretable architecture that approximates the
homogenization mapping between the constituent phase stiffness tensors and the overall homogenized stiffness tensor.
Each building block in the binary tree corresponds to a two-phase laminar homogenization unit, in which the volume
fraction of the constituent phases and the interface orientation (also referred to as the equilibrium direction) are the
only trainable parameters. Since these parameters are directly associated with the geometrical characteristics of the
RVE rather than its material constitutive laws, the DMN can be efficiently trained using purely linear elastic data.

A distinctive feature of the DMN framework lies in its ability to perform nonlinear mechanical extrapolation during
the online prediction stage, even though the network is trained exclusively on linear elastic stiffness data in the offline
phase [18, 19, 20]. This remarkable generalization capability originates from the geometric interpretability of the
DMN parameters [21], which encode the microstructural organization instead of the specific constitutive response.
During online prediction, the DMN performs a downscaling operation from the macroscopic deformation gradient F
to the constituent phases in material nodes, where the local material law is evaluated—potentially exhibiting nonlinear
behavior—and then conducts an upscaling process to recover the homogenized first Piola—Kirchhoff stress P and
its consistent tangent OP /OF. These upscaling and downscaling operators, constrained by the hierarchical network
geometry, enable the DMN and its variants (such as the ODMN) to bridge linear training and nonlinear inference
in a physically consistent manner. A detailed mathematical formulation of these operators can be found in previous
studies [17, 20].

Despite its interpretability and efficiency, the conventional DMN architecture has an inherent limitation in that its
parameters are tied to a specific microstructural realization, which restricts transferability across different RVEs. To
overcome this issue, several recent studies have proposed approaches to generalize DMN parameters through inter-
polation or machine-learning-based frameworks. For example, Huang et al. [22] developed an interpolation scheme
to predict DMN parameters for unseen microstructures. In contrast, Jean et al. [23] employed GNNs to infer DMN
parameters directly from mesh-based microstructural representations. More recently, Wei et al. [8] demonstrated that
foundation models pretrained on large-scale short-fiber composite datasets can act as universal feature extractors for
parameter prediction within DMN-like architectures.

Nevertheless, aside from interpolation-based DMN extensions, most of these studies have been limited to two-
dimensional composite systems, and their applicability to three-dimensional polycrystalline microstructures remains
largely unexplored. Building upon these developments, the present study investigates how a foundation model for
polycrystalline microstructures—specifically, the pretrained encoder introduced in Section 2.2—can be fine-tuned to
predict ODMN parameters for nonlinear response modeling. This downstream task serves as a rigorous benchmark
for assessing both the transferability and the physical fidelity of the learned latent representations in microstructure-
sensitive constitutive modeling.

2.3.3 Downstream task II: Nonlinear response modeling

In this work, voxel-based RVEs are used as inputs to the pretrained 3D convolutional and transformer-based encoder.
A linear regression head is appended to the [CLS] token to predict the parameters of the ODMN, as illustrated in
Fig. 3(a). The ODMN follows a binary-tree topology with a user-defined depth N. The set of trainable parameters for
an ODMN of depth IV can be expressed as

]:z{zi,ai,ﬁi,’yi li=0,1,...,2"Y — 1}
u{tl,¢,|l=0,1,....N—1;p=0,1,...,2" -1}
Here, the ODMN partitions the RVE into ZN subdomains, each corresponding to a material node within the network
hierarchy. The parameters 2, o*, 8°, and " represent the volume fraction and local crystallographic orientation of

the i-th subdomain, respectively. The angular variables 6 and ¢ define the unit normal vector N that characterizes the
equilibrium direction between adjacent subdomains, given by

(6)
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Figure 3: Schematic illustration of the downstream workflow for nonlinear response modeling. (a) During the down-
stream offline training stage, the pretrained encoder extracts texture-aware latent features, which are subsequently
passed through a linear regression head to predict the ODMN parameters. (b) During the online prediction stage,
the inferred ODMN is coupled with the constituent phase material behavior to enable nonlinear mechanical response
prediction.
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An ODMN with a binary-tree depth of N = 6 is employed as the surrogate model in this work, resulting in a total of
|F| = 382 trainable parameters. The end-to-end downstream learning process can be expressed as
crystal —

(Q) ’m (]:’ c ) Hopmn (F,Cerystal) C’ (8)
where Q denotes the quaternion field of the voxel-based microstructure with dimensions (45,45, 45, 4). The mapping
Mgy corresponds to the pretrained encoder equipped with a linear regression head, whose trainable parameters are
optimized during fine-tuning to predict the ODMN parameters . In contrast, Hopmn represents the analytical ho-
mogenization function of the ODMN, which deterministically computes the homogenized stiffness tensor C from the
predicted F and the given single-crystal stiffness tensor C*¥*®!, This downstream coupling enables the pretrained en-
coder to map texture-informed latent representations to physically interpretable ODMN parameters, thereby unifying
data-driven microstructural learning with physics-based constitutive modeling.
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During the online prediction stage, unseen microstructures are first processed by the trained mapping Mgy to infer
their corresponding ODMN parameters F. The inferred F defines a standalone ODMN that can then be coupled with
the constituent phase material behavior to predict the nonlinear mechanical response, as illustrated in Fig. 3(b). This
approach enables efficient prediction of the nonlinear mechanical behavior of complex polycrystalline microstructures
while maintaining the underlying physical consistency of the multiscale framework.

2.3.4 Dataset construction for downstream task II: Nonlinear response modeling

In this downstream task, a labeled dataset was constructed to enable supervised training of the ODMN for nonlinear
response modeling. A total of 1,600 distinct voxel-based microstructures were utilized. For each microstructure,
500 different single-crystal stiffness triplets were generated to span a wide range of elastic responses in the training
dataset. These 1,600 microstructures were sampled following the approach proposed by Dai et al. [24], in which
four representative texture types were designed, each containing 400 samples. The dataset was randomly divided into
training and validation subsets, with 320 and 80 samples per texture type, respectively.

For each crystallographic texture, DREAM.3D was employed to generate an RVE consisting of approximately 809
equiaxed grains, discretized into a 45 x 45 x 45 voxel grid. The four representative texture types are summarized as
follows:

(i) Strong-textured-1: One dominant orientation with Weight = 500,000 and Sigma = 1; all other orientations
are assigned Weight = 1 and Sigma = 1.

(ii) Strong-textured-2: One dominant orientation with Weight = 500,000 and Sigma = 8; all other orientations
are assigned Weight = 1 and Sigma = 1.

(iii)) Weak-textured-1: All orientations are uniformly assigned Weight = 1 and Sigma = 1, corresponding to a
nearly random texture.

(iv) Weak-textured-2: Two dominant orientations, each with Weight = 500,000 and Sigma = 10; all other
orientations are assigned Weight = 1 and Sigma = 1.

It is worth noting that these texture types represent a subset, rather than a full coverage, of the texture hull; they were
intentionally chosen to capture microstructures with distinct texture intensities and orientation dispersions.

After RVE realization, each microstructure was paired with 500 stiffness triplets {C5™* C55** C¥**Y which
together define the single-crystal stiffness tensor C¥*®! used in Eq. (8):

_Ci?’s:“: Cuyii Cuyi: 0 0 0
Ccrys al Ccrys al Ccrys al 0 0 0
Cgr%/stal Cgrlystal C%Fystal 0 0 0
Cerystal 12 12 11 9)
0 0 0o Cc 0 0
44
0 0 0 0o 9
|0 0 0 0 0 Cc

The sampling strategy for the triplet set { CSY™, CS3*! €S} follows the procedure detailed in the original ODMN
study [17], ensuring sufficient variability in the elastic anisotropy of the constituent single-crystal phases. The homog-
enized stiffness tensors C were then computed using the DAMASK-FFT solver [16] under finite-strain conditions with

periodic boundary constraints. Each training instance thus consists of (Q, C*¥*%! C), where Q denotes the quaternion
field of the voxel-based microstructure with dimensions (45,45, 45,4).

3 Results and Discussion

3.1 Pretraining performance and latent representation analysis

During the pretraining stage, the foundation model is optimized in a self-supervised manner by randomly masking a
subset of the voxel-based microstructure and reconstructing the missing regions. The masking ratio therefore serves
as a critical hyperparameter, as it directly influences both the difficulty of the reconstruction task and the amount of
spatial-orientational information available to the encoder.

To quantify its effect, an ablation study was performed in which the masking ratio was varied from 20% to 90%, with
each configuration trained for 1400 epochs. As shown in Fig. 4, all training curves exhibit monotonic decay and stable
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convergence, demonstrating that the optimization dynamics remain well behaved across the entire range of masking
ratios. The final reconstruction error increases systematically as the masking ratio becomes larger. This behavior is
expected: higher masking ratios reduce the number of visible patches, thereby limiting the microstructural information
that the model can exploit during reconstruction. The lower reconstruction errors observed at small masking ratios
should thus be interpreted as a consequence of increased data availability rather than an indicator of a superior latent
representation.

Therefore, reconstruction loss alone does not provide a complete assessment of representation quality. A more rigorous
evaluation requires examining how well the learned latent space transfers to downstream tasks, where its ability to
encode texture-sensitive microstructural features becomes crucial. Such downstream analyses offer a more meaningful
measure of the expressiveness and robustness of the pretrained encoder than reconstruction error obtained during
pretraining.
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Figure 4: Pretraining loss curves for different masking ratios ranging from 20% to 90%.
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Furthermore, the pretraining dataset was generated by sampling the texture hull using the HSS algorithm, which pro-
duces broad and diverse coverage of the high-dimensional crystallographic texture distribution space. If the pretrained
encoder successfully learns a texture-aware yet unbiased latent representation, the latent distribution of all RVEs in
the dataset should exhibit no artificial clustering or preferential structuring.

To evaluate this, the [CLS] token extracted from the pretrained encoder with a masking ratio of 40% at epoch 1400
was used as the latent descriptor for each RVE in the pretraining dataset. These latent vectors were then projected onto
a two-dimensional manifold using UMAP for visualization [25]. As shown in Fig. 5, the latent distribution forms an
approximately uniform circular topology, indicating that the pretrained encoder produces a smooth and isotropic latent
embedding of the entire pretraining dataset. This pattern suggests that the encoder does not collapse the representation
into localized regions and is capable of mapping diverse crystallographic textures into a continuous and well-spread
latent space, which is desirable for downstream transferability.

UMAP Dimension 2
(6)]
1

-2 0 2 4 6
UMAP Dimension 1

Figure 5: UMAP projection of the latent representations extracted from the pretrained encoder (masking ratio 40%).
Each gray point corresponds to a single RVE in the pretraining dataset.

3.2 Downstream task I: stiffness prediction performance

This downstream task evaluates the transferability of the pretrained encoder by predicting the three principal com-
ponents of the homogenized stiffness tensor, C'1111, Ca222, and Csz33. To assess the benefit of pretraining, models
initialized from pretrained encoders with different masking ratios were compared against a baseline model trained
from scratch (i.e., without pretraining).

Figure 6 presents the evolution of the training and validation losses for the prediction of the three stiffness components.
Across all masking ratios, the models exhibit stable optimization behavior, accompanied by consistent decreases in
both losses, indicating that the downstream fine-tuning process follows a stable trajectory of optimization. A clear
trend is observed when comparing the pretrained models with the non-pretrained baseline. For every stiffness compo-
nent and for every masking configuration, the pretrained models achieve markedly lower errors than the model trained

10
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without pretraining. This behavior demonstrates that the latent representation acquired during the self-supervised stage
provides a strong inductive structure for predicting texture-dependent elastic properties.

A quantitative summary of the predictive performance is given in Fig. 7, where the validation R? values of the three
stiffness components are reported. The difference between the pretrained and non-pretrained models is substantial. The
model trained from scratch reaches R? values below 0.09 for all stiffness components, which is reasonable because the
dataset spans the entire texture hull, and the resulting anisotropic responses form a highly complex regression problem
when no prior structural information is available.

In contrast, every pretrained configuration yields distinctly higher predictive accuracy even under the data-limited
conditions of this downstream task. The model pretrained with a masking ratio of 40% provides the best performance,
achieving R? values above 0.8 for all three stiffness components. This outcome highlights the importance of self-
supervised pretraining. The encoder learns a latent representation that captures essential texture-related features, and
this information cannot be obtained effectively when training only on the downstream dataset.

In summary, the results reveal three central findings. First, self-supervised pretraining yields a latent representation
that transfers effectively to predicting elastic properties. Second, the masking ratio affects the richness and utility
of the learned embedding, resulting in measurable differences in downstream accuracy. Third, the foundation-model
pretraining strategy yields a substantial improvement in property regression performance compared to models trained
without pretraining.

3.3 Downstream task II: nonlinear response prediction

This downstream task evaluates the transferability of the pretrained encoder by examining its ability to infer ODMN
parameters during the offline training stage and its capability to predict nonlinear mechanical responses during the on-
line prediction stage. The downstream evaluation, therefore, consists of two major components. The first component
focuses on the fine-tuning performance of the pretrained encoder when integrated with the ODMN. The second com-
ponent assesses the accuracy of the inferred ODMNs when predicting nonlinear stress—strain responses for previously
unseen microstructures.

During the offline stage, the pretrained encoder was coupled with the ODMN and optimized in an end-to-end manner
to predict the ODMN parameters that approximate the homogenized stiffness responses used for supervised training.
The masking ratio used during pretraining was varied from 20% to 90%, and an additional model trained entirely from
scratch was included as a baseline.

The training curves presented in Fig. 8 exhibit smooth and stable convergence across all masking configurations.
Notably, although the from-scratch model achieves the most minor training error, its validation error is the largest
among all configurations. This behavior occurs because, in the absence of pretrained structural priors, the encoder’s
representation space is not aligned with the physically meaningful manifold of microstructure features. The latent
representations therefore adapt too freely to the supervised samples, driving the training loss down rapidly but resulting
in overfitted parameter configurations and poor generalization.

The validation results further highlight the essential role of pretraining. As shown in Fig. 9, the model with a 40%
masking ratio achieves the lowest validation error of 2.4%, whereas the model trained without pretraining yields a
substantially higher validation error of 10.8%. This contrast illustrates the effectiveness of pretraining in creating a
stable representation space that enhances out-of-sample prediction accuracy.

During the online prediction stage, the pretrained model with a 40% masking ratio was selected for evaluation because
it achieved the best offline training performance. Four representative RVEs were constructed for testing, corresponding
to Strong-textured-1, Strong-textured-2, Weak-textured-1, and Weak-textured-2, denoted as S1, S2, W1, and W2. The
trained model processed each microstructure to infer a standalone ODMN, which was subsequently coupled with
a crystal plasticity material model to predict the uniaxial loading—unloading stress—strain response [16, 17]. The
formulations of the crystal plasticity constitutive model and the elastic response are provided in A and B, respectively,
and the material parameters used in the simulations are listed in Table 3. The DNS reference responses were computed
using the DAMASK-FFT solver [16].

The resulting stress—strain curves are shown in Fig. 10, where all four microstructures exhibit excellent agreement
between the ODMN-predicted and DNS reference responses. To quantitatively assess this agreement, two normalized
error metrics were adopted following established definitions in previous studies [8, 22]. The mean relative error
measures the average difference between the predicted and DNS stresses, and the maximum relative error captures the
most significant deviation over the loading path. These metrics are defined as
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Table 2: Relative stress prediction errors of inferred ODMNSs under cyclic loading, compared against DNS results.

RVE S1 S2 W1 W2
mean-relative error (%) 1.26 393 0.81 0.69
max-relative error (%) 207 868 399 1.87

The quantitative results are summarized in Table 2. Across all four RVEs, the mean relative error remains below four
percent, indicating that the inferred ODMNSs predict the nonlinear stress response with consistently high accuracy. The
most significant maximum relative error occurs in RVE S2, reaching 8.68%. However, this deviation still represents a
slight discrepancy relative to the DNS reference and remains well within the tolerance typically considered acceptable
for practical nonlinear response prediction.

Overall, these findings demonstrate that integrating the foundation model with the mechanically extrapolative ODMN
enables robust prediction of nonlinear responses across previously unseen microstructures with diverse texture char-
acteristics.

Table 3: Elastic and plastic material parameters for AA6022-T4 [26, 27].

N,  h¥(GPa) €L (MPa) ((MPa) n a  Ao(sh) A

int

12 1.02 266 76 20 3.7 0.001 0

C11 (GPa) Ci2 (GPa) Claa (GPa) Bt
107.3 60.8 28.3 [1,1,5.123,0.574, 1.123, 1.123, 1]

3.4 Model transferability, interpretability, and current limitations

The capabilities of the proposed foundation model are demonstrated through two downstream tasks with distinct phys-
ical characteristics. In Task I, the objective is to predict the homogenized elastic stiffness matrix. Although the target
response is linear-elastic, the corresponding input space spans the full crystallographic texture hull, resulting in sub-
stantial microstructural variability despite the limited amount of labeled data. In Task II, the evaluation is divided into
two stages: the offline training stage and the online prediction stage. During the offline stage, the pretrained encoder
is integrated with the ODMN to predict the complete set of ODMN parameters, from which the homogenized stiffness
matrix is obtained. In this stage, the model is optimized using labeled homogenized stiffness data to learn the mapping
between voxelized microstructures and the corresponding ODMN parameters. Although the training microstructures
in Task II cover only a subset of the texture hull, the task is significantly more challenging because it requires learn-
ing a high-dimensional and physically structured mapping from microstructural fields to the ODMN’s hierarchical
parameterization. During the online prediction stage, the model is evaluated on previously unseen microstructures.
The fine-tuned encoder is used to infer a standalone ODMN for each microstructure, and the resulting ODMNSs subse-
quently perform nonlinear extrapolation to carry out crystal-plasticity-based nonlinear homogenization. Thus, Task II
simultaneously assesses the transferability of the pretrained encoder and the ability of the ODMN to generalize across
microstructures in the nonlinear regime.

To further assess the role of pretraining, a non-pretrained encoder was included as a baseline in both downstream tasks.
Across all masking ratios, the non-pretrained encoder consistently delivers noticeably poorer accuracy compared with
its pretrained counterpart. An instructive pattern emerges in Task II: the from-scratch model attains a lower training
error yet produces a substantially higher validation error than the pretrained model. This discrepancy highlights a
fundamental aspect of the fine-tuning process. In the absence of pretraining, the encoder operates within an uncon-
strained representation space and adapts too closely to the supervised samples, leading to pronounced overfitting and
weak generalization. Pretraining, in contrast, organizes the latent space into a physically structured manifold that
captures essential microstructural statistics. Although this implicit constraint slows the reduction of training loss, it
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provides a valuable inductive bias that guides optimization toward stable and transferable solutions. Such behavior
is critical in materials informatics, where labeled data are inherently scarce and generalization to previously unseen
microstructures is critical.

Despite these promising results, the present foundation model still exhibits several limitations. The pretraining corpus
is restricted to FCC polycrystals with texture variations confined to the crystallographic texture hull, and all grains are
assumed to be equiaxed. Future efforts will expand the pretraining dataset to include morphological texture, capturing
grain-shape anisotropy, elongated grains, and direction-dependent microstructural patterns. In addition, incorporating
experimentally measured microstructures, particularly those produced by additive manufacturing and other process-
driven routes, will enable the model to capture real-world heterogeneity more accurately and thereby enhance its
robustness and practical relevance.

4 Conclusions

This work introduced a 3D polycrystal foundation model pretrained on a large corpus of FCC microstructures whose
crystallographic orientations span the texture hull. Using a self-supervised masking strategy with masking ratios
ranging from 20% to 90%, the encoder learned to reconstruct 100,000 voxel-based microstructures and consequently
developed a physically meaningful latent space. The resulting latent distribution exhibits an approximately uniform
circular topology, indicating that the pretrained encoder produces a smooth and isotropic embedding of the entire
pretraining dataset.

The capabilities of the foundation model were demonstrated through two downstream tasks of distinct physical na-
ture. In Task I, the pretrained encoder served as a feature extractor for homogenized stiffness prediction, achieving
significantly higher accuracy than the non-pretrained baseline across all masking ratios. In Task II, the encoder was
integrated with the ODMN to infer complete sets of ODMN parameters for nonlinear constitutive modeling. The
pretrained model not only reduced prediction errors but also yielded stable and transferable ODMN representations
for previously unseen microstructures, enabling accurate prediction of nonlinear responses with crystal plasticity.

Collectively, these results demonstrate that the proposed foundation model achieves strong transferability and learns a
physically structured latent representation of polycrystalline microstructures. Such properties are particularly valuable
in data-scarce scientific settings, where labeled microstructures are expensive to obtain and physics-consistent gener-
alization is essential. The foundation model also has the potential to integrate with experimentally derived datasets.
By acting as a latent-space bridge, it allows limited experimental measurements to inform microstructure—property
reasoning and strengthen the connection between physical observations and model predictions.
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A Phenomenological Crystal Plasticity Model

In this study, a phenomenological crystal plasticity model is employed as the local constitutive law in ODMN during
online prediction stage. The model follows the formulation implemented in DAMASK and neglects deformation twin-
ning [16]. Plastic deformation is described by the plastic velocity gradient L,,, which is obtained from the accumulated
shear contributions of all slip systems «:

L, = Zw(sg@ng) (12)

where s$ and ng denote the slip direction and slip-plane normal, respectively, and ¥ is the slip rate of system c.

The slip resistance £ evolves according to a hardening law that governs its transition from an initial value &5 toward
a saturation level .. Its evolution is expressed as
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The slip rate for each system is given by flow rule that depends on the resolved shear stress 7 and the slip resistance
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The resolved shear stress 7 is calculated using Schmid’s law and the Mandel stress M?”:

Y=

7¢=MP". (s ®n%) (15)

B Generalized Hooke’s law

In this study, the elastic response within the crystal plasticity used in the ODMN formulation is described by the
generalized form of Hooke’s law. This constitutive relation links the second Piola—Kirchhoff stress tensor S to the
Green-Lagrange strain tensor E through the fourth-order elasticity tensor C:

S=C:E. (16)

Here, S denotes the second Piola—Kirchhoff stress, C is the fourth-order elasticity tensor characterizing the material’s
elastic moduli, and E is the Green—Lagrange strain tensor. The symbol : denotes the double contraction between two
tensors.

The Green—Lagrange strain is expressed in terms of the elastic deformation gradient F¢ as
1
2

where F¢ represents the elastic part of the deformation gradient and I is the second-order identity tensor.

E (F)TF° 1), (17)
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Figure 6: Training and validation loss curves for downstream stiffness prediction of (a) Ci111, (b) Caz92, and (¢) Ciz33
under different masking ratios. Solid lines indicate training loss whereas dashed lines indicate validation loss.
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Figure 7: Validation R? scores for stiffness prediction of Ci111, Coa99, and Cyss5 for models trained with and without
pretraining.
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Figure 8: Training and validation loss curves for the downstream task of predicting ODMN parameters under different
masking ratios during offline end-to-end fine-tuning. Solid lines denote training loss, whereas dashed lines denote
validation loss.
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Figure 9: Minimum validation loss for predicting ODMN parameters under different masking ratios during offline
end-to-end fine-tuning.
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Figure 10: Predicted stress—strain responses obtained from standalone ODMNs inferred for four previously unseen
RVE:s subjected to cyclic loading. The four cases correspond to (a) S1, (b) S2, (¢) W1 and (d) W2.
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