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A lattice structure is a porous periodic structure with
unit cells organized according to a pattern. Lattice struc-
tures are lightweight parts that are commonly produced
by additive manufacturing techniques. Lattice structures
require their topology defined which effectively defines
the connectivity of their unit cell. Many of these topolo-
gies are beam-based, i.e. their unit cell is represented
by a network of nodes connected with beams. Such lat-
tice structures require a geometric modeling tool capa-
ble of generating their solid model. This paper presents a
method to support the topology transition for beam-based
lattice structures by controlling the geometric parameters
of topologies. This control is made possible with the func-
tion representation of the geometry. The work also an-
alyzes how suitable different beam-based lattice topolo-
gies are to support the transition. A few case studies are
carried out to demonstrate the feasibility of the proposed
method.

NOMENCLATURE
3D three-dimensional
AM additive manufacturing
ASCII American Standard Code for Information Inter-

change
B-rep boundary representation
BCC body-centered cubic
BCCz body-centered cubic with additional 4 z-

direction oriented beams
CAD computer-aided design
CPU central processing unit
DFAM design for additive manufacturing
F-rep function representation

∗Corresponding author.

FBCC face- and body-centered cubic
FCC face-centered cubic
FCCz face-centered cubic with additional 4 z-direction

oriented beams
FOSS free and open-source software
GMK geometric modeling kernel
GPU graphics processing unit
OCCT Open CASCADE Technology
RAM random-access memory
S-FBCCz self-supporting face-centered cubic with-

out horizontal beams with additional 4 z-
direction oriented beams

S-FCC self-supporting face- and body-centered cubic
without horizontal beams

S-FCCz self-supporting face-centered cubic without
horizontal beams with additional 4 z-direction
oriented beams

STL stereolithography
SSD solid-state drive
TPMS triply periodic minimal surface

1 INTRODUCTION
Ever since its introduction, additive manufacturing

(AM) has been able to push the manufacturing freedom
to the new frontiers. AM has found its application in
part consolidation, rapid prototyping, and manufacturing
of geometrically complex and hollow structures [1, 2, 3].

Lattice structures are an example of a complex geo-
metric object that can be produced with AM. Some lattice
structures can be manufactured with subtractive manufac-
turing techniques [4]. However, more geometrically com-
plex lattice structures, such as heterogeneous and multi-
scale lattice structures, often require AM for their man-
ufacturing. Lattice structures provide increased strength-



Fig. 1: An example of a lattice structure with multiple
topologies that are inspired by topology optimization [12]

to-weight ratio without a significant decrease of strength
properties [5]. Moreover, other physical and mechanical
properties which are different from their parent material
can emerge in a lattice structure [6, 7]. Lattice structures
can be classified to be either homogeneous or heteroge-
neous. Homogeneous lattice structures have their topol-
ogy and geometric parameters constant across the struc-
ture, while heterogeneous lattice structures have varying
topologies or geometric parameters. Geometric and me-
chanical properties of lattice structures have secured their
place in such industries as aerospace [7], automotive [8],
prosthetics [9], and more [10].

A lattice structure with multiple homogeneous re-
gions is an example of a heterogeneous lattice structure.
Different topologies have different mechanical properties
in different directions [11]. Assigning various topologies
to different regions of the same structure ensures the vari-
ation of mechanical properties within that structure. This
effect is often utilized in design for additive manufactur-
ing (DFAM) [12]. For example, topology optimization
can often be used to identify the optimal topology for
each unit cell of a lattice depending on the loading condi-
tions [13, 14]. Figure 1 illustrates an example of a lattice
structure with topologies selected based on a topology op-
timization algorithm.

Geometric modeling of lattice structures has been a
challenge in AM due to the inability of conventional tools
to model periodic structures [15]. Even more challeng-
ing is geometric modeling of heterogeneous lattice struc-
tures [16].

While AM continuously allows manufacturing of an
ever-increasing variety of lattice structures [17], the de-
sign freedom is still limited for the design of lattice struc-

tures. Such limitation is often associated with the geomet-
ric modeling functionality of the existing computer-aided
design (CAD) tools for lattice structures [15]. Conven-
tional CAD tools which are based on features are well-
suited for subtractive manufacturing but fail to provide
sufficient design flexibility when modeling complex peri-
odic structures [16].

There is a research gap between manufacturing free-
dom and design freedom that is yet to be crossed from
both sides. First, not all designed parts can be manufac-
tured and the manufacturing freedom is thus limited [18].
Second, not everything that is manufactured can be easily
modeled, which is a gap that can be crossed by future de-
velopments in geometric modeling for AM and that has
been identified in the literature [15]. This gap can be
crossed by providing an appropriate geometric modeling
approach that would allow efficient and convenient con-
trol over the geometric parameters and the topology of a
lattice structure.

The topic of topology transition in lattice structures
is not a new one [19]. Geometric modeling of transition
between areas with different topologies within the same
lattice structure is of particular interest in research on this
topic. A smooth transition between topologies that are ar-
bitrarily oriented between each other finds its application
in, for example, the design of bone implants [20]. Tra-
becular bone has multiple porous microstructures which
are oriented depending on the direction the load which is
commonly applied to the bone. The regions of the bone
which are subject to the same type of load possess similar
mechanical properties which are achieved by a seemingly
randomized natural lattice structure with arbitrarily ori-
ented beams.

This paper presents the research work that is a di-
rect continuation of a previously published work that was
focused on providing a framework for functional control
over the geometric parameters of a lattice structure [21].
The purpose of this paper is to analyze the possible com-
binations of beam-based topologies within a single lattice
and extend the previously developed framework to enable
functional control over the topology in it. Figure 2 illus-
trates various ways of enabling heterogeneity of lattice
structures with the main topic of this paper highlighted
in bold. To summarize, this paper attempts to provide a
methodology that can be applied in the geometric model-
ing of beam-based lattice structures with multiple topolo-
gies. Note that even though material heterogeneity is a
noticeable topic of interest in the research on lattice struc-
tures [22], this paper focuses only on the geometric aspect
of modeling.

The proposed paper does not focus on topology op-
timization itself However, the proposed method can be



Fig. 2: Various ways to parametrize heterogeneous lattice
structures with the direction chosen for this paper encir-
cled with bold lines

eventually applied to topology optimization. For exam-
ple, it has been shown that if a solid body is defined as
with function representation, then the optimization of the
arguments of the underlying function results in a topolog-
ically optimized structure [23].

Even though surface-based topologies such as the
topologies based on the triply periodic minimal surfaces
(TPMS) are a topic of interest in the research on topol-
ogy transition [24, 25]. This paper only focuses on the
beam-based lattice topologies.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. Sec-
tion 2 reviews the literature on the existing geometric
modeling methods that support AM of lattice structures
with multiple topologies. Section 3 describes the method
that is proposed to be used as a support for the geometric
modeling of lattice structures with multiple topologies.
Section 4 documents the technical aspects of the imple-
mentation, as well as provides several use cases of lattice
structures modeled with the proposed approach. The con-
clusions and directions of future research are provided in
section 5.

2 GEOMETRIC MODELING OF MULTI-
TOPOLOGY BEAM-BASED LATTICE STRUC-
TURES
Normally, the unit cells in lattice structures are

aligned in a three-dimensional (3D) pattern in which ev-
ery two neighboring unit cells share a side. This work,
however, focuses on the geometric modeling of more un-
conventional methods of aligning the unit cells. This
includes the modeling of lattice structures in which the
topologies are aligned at an angle to each other, as well as
the variation of topologies that is ensured by the variation
of geometric parameters.

The rest of this section is organized as follows. Con-

cepts that are relevant to the geometric modeling of lattice
structures are reviewed in section 2.1. Section 2.2 reviews
the function representation (F-rep) methods that are appli-
cable to the geometric modeling of lattice structures. One
of the main challenges that were identified in the litera-
ture corresponds to the so-called connectivity issue which
is introduced in detail in section 2.3.

2.1 Geometric modeling concepts
The geometric modeling of lattice structures has been

extensively reviewed in the literature [15, 16, 26]. Simi-
larly to every CAD tool, any lattice modeling tool has a
geometric modeling kernel (GMK) at its core. A GMK is
a software representation of a set of geometric theorems
and axioms that is crucial to defining the shape of a solid
body.

While multi-topology beam-based lattice structures
have been a topic of interest in AM research, the geo-
metric modeling methods used to generate their respec-
tive solid models are limited [27]. The literature review
performed in the preceding works has revealed that not
many tools allow variation of geometric parameters other
than the thickness of the lattice beams [15, 21].

In this work, the solid model S ⊂ R3 is defined in
the 3D design space X ⊂ R3 as a set of points bounded
by its boundary surface ∂S which is defined as

∂S := S ∩ (X− S) (1)

and is a 2-manifold M2
g of a finite genus g. The design

space X is considered to be defined by the design and
environment constraints.

Consider that the boundary surface is defined by a
function F (X) such that all X satisfying F (X) ≥ 0 lie
inside the solid body. Then,

S := {X|F (X) ≥ 0} (2)

and Eqn. (1) converges to

∂S = {X|F (X) = 0}. (3)

Geometric modeling in general can be classified into
surface and volumetric modeling. Surface modeling rep-
resents a solid body solely by its surface boundary. The
most common way of surface modeling is based on
boundary representation (B-rep) in which only ∂S is re-
quired to be defined, i.e. all points satisfying F (X) = 0



are required to be modeled. Similarly, volumetric mod-
eling requires finding a solution for F (X) ≥ 0. The key
differences and advantages of both approaches are cov-
ered in the preceding works [15, 28].

2.2 Function representation applicability for geo-
metric modeling of beam-based lattice structures

Geometric modeling approaches that define the ge-
ometric shape of the target solid body by providing ei-
ther an explicit or an implicit form of F (X) are called
the F-rep methods [29]. F-rep is a powerful approach that
allows direct control over the shape of the desired solid
body given that its shape can be described by a mathe-
matical equation. In F-rep, a solid body is defined by the
inequality

F (X) ≥ 0, (4)

where X = (x, y, z) ⊂ R3 is the design space and F (X)
is defined in such a way, that F (X) ≥ 0 is the solid itself,
F (X) = 0 corresponds to the surface of the solid, and
F (X) < 0 is the rest of the design space [29].

Moreover, F-rep has proved itself applicable for
the geometric modeling of heterogeneous lattice struc-
tures [21]. This is achieved by expanding the classical
F-rep definition of geometry defined by Eqn. 4 by com-
posing it of a function P (X) that defines the geometric
parameters of the lattice unit cells and a function that de-
fines the topology T (X) of the lattice, i.e.

F (X) = (P ◦ T )(X) ≥ 0. (5)

Figure 3 illustrates the sequential mapping described by
Eqn. (5). Note that the order of the composition mat-
ters. First, the topology of the whole multi-topology lat-
tice is defined by the mapping t = T (X), where t ∈ Z3

is a scalar integer space that describes the distribution of
topologies in the design space X. t is discrete because the
set of unit cells is a countable set, i.e. each unit set can be
assigned a finite number. No topology at a certain x ∈ X
is a case of 0-topology where no geometry exists. These
points x, however, lie outside the solid where F (X) < 0
and are thus redundant to be defined. Then, the geometric
parameters of every region of the lattice are applied to the
topology by the mapping p = P (t). If p is a geometric
parameter and F = p− T (X), then P (T (X)) is a trivial
function, and the resulting lattice structure is equivalent to
its skeletal graph with the 0-thickness, or T . In general,
p ∈ Rg where g is the number of geometric parameters
required to define a solid model of a lattice unit cell. For

Fig. 3: The mapping of the function T that defines the
topology and the function P that defines the geometric
parameters of a single heterogeneous lattice structure

example, the lattice thickness and the unit cell size can be
parameters that are needed to fully define the solid model
of a unit cell. Functions P and T define two different as-
pects of the heterogeneous geometry of a lattice structure
as shown in Fig. 2. The mathematical foundations of this
approach are described in more details in the preceding
work [21].

This approach allows setting a constant topology T
and a custom set of geometric parameters P . Topology in
this approach is defined by its skeletal graph which is a
set of straight line segments which are defined by mathe-
matical equations and intersect at nodes. In other words,
a skeletal graph is a single unit cell with the 0 thickness
of beams. For example, a topology defined by

T (X) :


x ∈ {0, u}, z ∈ {y,−y + u},
y ∈ {0, u}, z ∈ {x,−x+ u},
z ∈ {0, u}, y ∈ {x,−x+ u};

x, y, z ∈ [0, u],

(6)

where u is the side of the cubic unit cell, describes
12 straight line segments bounded by the cubic region
x, y, z ∈ [0, u] with each segment being from one ver-
tex to the opposite one within the same face of the cube.
In this notation, α ∈ {β, γ} means a union of α = β and
α = γ. So, x ∈ {0, u} means x = 0 and x = u. Eqn. (6)
describes the skeletal graph of the FCC topology which is
sketched in Fig. 4.

The definition of the geometric parameter function
P allows adding thickness and other geometric parame-
ters to the skeletal graph, thus enabling the modeling of
solid bodies. Figure 5 shows some of the topologies in-
spired by the metal crystal structure and which are sup-
ported by default in this approach. All the illustrated unit
cells have the unit cell size u = 10 mm, the beam diame-
ter d = 1 mm, and the node diameter D = 1.1 mm. Note



Fig. 4: An FCC unit cell described by Eqn. (6). The
thicker lines correspond to the beams that are located in
visible faces of the arbitrary cube with the side u. The
edges of the arbitrary cube are represented as dotted lines.
The nodes are represented as circles.

that the FCC topology observed in Fig. 5a is obtained by
adding the thickness parameter to the skeletal graph de-
fined by Eqn. (6) and illustrated in Fig. 4. Figure 6 illus-
trates other beam-based topologies that are supported by
the approach. Note that the rhombicuboctahedron and the
truncated cube topologies can optionally require the trun-
cation size parameter as they are based on truncated poly-
hedrons. These unit cells have the unit cell size u = 10
mm, the beam diameter d = 1 mm, and the node diameter
D = 1.1 mm.

F-rep is a powerful geometric modeling technique
that greatly expands the complexity of the solid models it
can produce [30]. This method, however, introduces addi-
tional complexity to the design process itself by providing
more complex tools to model solid bodies. The advantage
of the method that is proposed to be used in this work lies
in its simplification of the F-rep for the modeling of lattice
structures. The software implementation of the approach
that has been released as a free and open-source (FOSS)
software [31] has a list of predefined topology functions
T with the ability to extend them at will. For instance,
Eqn. (6) is essentially simplified to T (X) : FCC(X).

While providing a powerful tool for the modeling of
heterogeneous lattice structures with custom geometric
parameters P , this approach is still limited to supporting

only the constant values of T within each certain region
of the structure. Note that this approach does not yet sup-
port stochastic lattices structures, and thus this work does
not focus on the connectivity of stochastic topologies.

2.3 Connectivity issue
In beam-based topologies, the connectivity issue

arises when there is no well-defined physical connection
between the beams of two neighboring topologies. The
connectivity issue affects the quality of the solid model of
the lattice structure, as well as its manufacturability. Fig-
ure 7 sketches a scheme of a lattice structure with multiple
topologies that have the connectivity issue.

This work focuses only on the connectivity of the
beam-based topologies. To address this issue appropri-
ately, a list of such topologies should be made. A sub-
stantial number of the beam-based topologies is inspired
by the cubic crystal system in crystallography due to
their ability to reinforce the structure in specific direc-
tions [33]. These topologies include simple cubic, body-
centered cubic (BCC), face-centered cubic (FCC), as well
as variations of these topologies such as self-supporting
FCC without horizontal beams (S-FCC), BCC with ad-
ditional 4 z-direction oriented beams (BCCz), FCC with
additional 4 z-direction oriented beams (FCCz), S-FCCz,
face- and body-centered cubic (FBCC), S-FBCC, and S-
FBCCz [21]. Any of these topologies can be combined
within a lattice structure without connectivity issues given
the parallel translation of unit cells within it.

All the topologies inspired by the metal crystal struc-
ture which are listed above share the same cubic shape
of their unit cell, as well as at least 4 common nodes.
Thus, the connectivity of these topologies can be effi-
ciently achieved.

However, countless other beam-based topologies that
are not inspired by crystallography exist. Among the
topologies that are extensively used in AM, there are
the diamond, rhombicuboctahedron, truncated cube, and
truncated cuboctahedron topologies. All of these except
for the diamond topology are normally able to parallel
transition from one to another without significant connec-
tivity issues. The diamond topology is not plane symmet-
rical, i.e. it cannot be obtained by mirroring a subset of
that topology about a plane. This effect limits the appli-
cation of the diamond topology in lattice structures with
multiple topologies.

The transition of unit cells with different topologies
is not limited to parallel. For example, assigning BCC
and FCC topologies oriented in different directions in dif-
ferent regions of the same lattice has proven mimicking
of the crystal structure damage-resisting properties [34].



(a) FCC (b) FCCz (c) S-FBCC

Fig. 5: Various beam-based topologies inspired by the cubic crystal system supported by the F-rep approach [21]

(a) Rhombicuboctahedron (b) Truncated cube

Fig. 6: Additional beam-based topologies supported by the F-rep approach [21] that are based on truncated polyhe-
drons

The connectivity issue, in this case, is often mitigated
by introducing additional beams between the unmatched
nodes in the transition plane for support [35]. However,
these additional beams in the transition region can affect
the mechanical properties that arise in it, thus making the
outcome of the design process less predictable. In par-
ticular, it has been found that the mechanical properties
in homogeneous lattice structures are easily predictable
by various techniques such as the homogenization tech-
nique [36]. On the contrary, the connectivity region be-
tween various topologies is greatly affected by the geo-
metric properties of the transition region which is more
difficult to predict if stochastic [37].

3 THE PROPOSED FUNCTION REPRESENTA-
TION APPROACH

Multiple commercial software packages that can
model heterogeneous lattice structures exist. Many of
those have been extensively reviewed in the literature [15,
16]. One of the most notable examples of such a tool
is nTopology [38], which allows the modeling of highly
complex lattice structures with heterogeneous parame-
ters. However, the only geometric parameter that is al-
lowed to be controlled in the majority of such tools is the
thickness of the lattice. Moreover, there are not many
open-source geometric modeling tools that would be able
to model such complex shapes, while the ability to ex-
tend the software with additional functionality is of the
essence. Thus, it is proposed to extend the F-rep approach
described in section 2.2 to implement the connectivity of
multiple topologies within the same lattice structure. The



Fig. 7: A schematic of a lattice structure with multiple
topologies [32] (Permission to reprint from Elsevier ©
2020)

advantages of this approach include:

- Its ability to model a large amount of beam-based
topologies.

- Its ability to extend the number of supported topolo-
gies by defining a custom function T that defines its
skeletal graphs.

- Its support for defining a custom distribution of geo-
metric parameters by providing control over the func-
tion P that defines them.

- Its ability to control geometric modeling parameters
other than the thickness of the beam such as, for ex-
ample, the shape of the beam cross-section. This is
one of the key differences between this approach and
other alternative approaches.

- Its release as a software prototype in the form of a
free and open-source tool [31], which allows further
improvements of the software.

3.1 Connectivity of beam-based topologies by the
transition plane

A special case of topology transition at certain an-
gles can be supported by the proposed approach. It is
proposed to define the transition between the beam-based
topologies by a transition plane. Since it is proposed to
utilize the F-rep framework described in section 2.2, this
transition plane is ought to be defined as a function.

Consider two topologies the skeletal graphs T1 and
T2 for which are known. The transition plane P between
them is a plane of the scalar form

P(X) : at(x−x0t)+bt(y−y0t)+ct(z−z0t) = 0, (7)

where at, bt, and ct are the components of the normal
vector −→nt = (at, bt, ct) of the transition plane, x0t, y0t,

and z0t are the coordinates of an arbitrary point on P . In
this case, the skeletal graph of the lattice structure with
the two topologies that are separated by a transition plane
P can be described as

T (X) =

 {T1(X)|P < 0},
{T2(X)|P > 0},

{(T1 ∪ T2)(X)|P = 0},
(8)

or, in a general case,

T (X) =

 {Ti(X)|Pij < 0}
{Tj(X)|Pij > 0}

{(Ti ∪ Tj)(X)|Pij = 0}
∀i, j ∈ [1, ..., N ],

(9)

where Pij is the transition plane between topologies Ti

and Tj , N is the total number of regions with different
topologies. Note that Pij = −Pji is assumed to account
for the change of the direction of a normal vector for each
corresponding transition plane.

As an example, consider a lattice structure consist-
ing of two topologies T1 and T2 which are oriented as
sketched in Fig. 8. Let T1 be a beam-based topology with
a cubic unit cell with the side u1. Let the transition plane
P between them be defined as follows:

P(X) : x+ z − pu1 = 0, (10)

where u1 is the side of the cubic unit cell with the T1

topology and p is the number of unit cells between the ori-
gin and the transition plane along the x-axis. In this case,
the normal vector −→nt of the transition plane P forms 45◦

with the positive direction of the x-axis. The T2 topology
has a cuboid shape of its unit cell with the dimensions
of u2, u1, and u2 in the x2, y2, and z2 directions, re-
spectively, where u2 = u1/

√
2. X2 = (x2, y2, z2)

⊺ is
obtained by the Euclidean plane transformation of rota-
tion as X2 = RX1 = RX where R is the rotation matrix
defined as

R =

√
2

2

 1 0 1

0
√
2 0

−1 0 1

 . (11)

Note that the additional translation matrix is optional
since T2 is not defined for P < 0.



Fig. 8: A diagram of two topologies transitioning in a
plane

Fig. 9: A skeletal graph of the truncated cube topology
with the unit cell size u and the truncation τ

3.2 Controllable truncation as a means to achieve
topology transition

Some topologies have an optional truncation param-
eter required to fully define their skeletal graph T . For
example, the rhombicuboctahedron (Fig. 6a) and the trun-
cated cube (Fig. 6b) can have an additional truncation pa-
rameter τ that can be defined by the function P that de-
fines geometric parameters.

The strict definition of many truncated polyhedrons
assumes that every edge in them has equal length. Thus,
the truncation in the truncated polyhedrons is considered
to be defined. This work, however, steps back from the

strict definitions of truncated polyhedrons. Consider a
skeletal graph T of the truncated cube topology with the
unit cell size u sketched in Fig. 9. The skeletal graph is
defined according to the F-rep principles [21] as follows:

T (X) :



x ∈ {0, u},


−y + τ = z,

y − u+ τ = z,

y = z − u+ τ,

−y + u = z − u+ τ ;

y ∈ {0, u},


−x+ τ = z,

x− u+ τ = z,

x = z − u+ τ,

x− u+ τ = −z + u;

z ∈ {0, u},


−x+ τ = y,

x− u+ τ = y,

x = y − u+ τ,

−x+ u = y − u+ τ ;

x ∈ [τ, u− τ ],

[
x ∈ {0, u},
z ∈ {0, u};

y ∈ [τ, u− τ ],

[
x ∈ {0, u},
z ∈ {0, u};

z ∈ [τ, u− τ ],

[
x ∈ {0, u},
y ∈ {0, u}.

(12)

Here, the first 3 subsystems of equations correspond to
the line segments that define the truncated faces and the
other 3 subsystems of equations correspond to the edges
of the cube.

The truncated cube, if defined as an Archimedean
solid, assumes that τ is defined in such a way that every
edge has an equal length. Thus

u = 2τ +
√
2τ (13)

or

τ =
u

2 +
√
2
. (14)

This work assumes that the truncation can take any real
value in range τ ∈ [0, u/2], or for simplicity, between 0%
and 100%.

Observe that in the two extreme cases when the value
of τ takes 0 or u/2, Eqn. (12) that defines the truncated



cube illustrated in Fig. 6b, it converges to the simple cubic
topology that is defined as

T (X) :

x ∈ {0, u}, y ∈ {0, u},
y ∈ {0, u}, z ∈ {0, u},
x ∈ {0, u}, z ∈ {0, u}

(15)

and to the cuboctahedron topology, respectively. This
effect is known as the complete quasitruncation. Equa-
tion (12) and Eqn. (15) are defined on x, y, z ∈ [0, u].

The approach is similarly applied to the rhom-
bicuboctahedron topology. In the two extreme complete
quasitruncation cases when the value of τ takes 0 or u/2,
the rhombicuboctahedron topology converges to the sim-
ple cubic topology and the octahedron topology, respec-
tively.

By considering the truncation τ as a variable instead
of a constant, the proposed approach can achieve the tran-
sition of one topology T1 into another topology T2 by
defining the function P that defines the geometric param-
eters. Note that the skeletal graph is different for any two
different values of truncation τ ∈ [0, u/2]. This effect
blurs the differences between defining the geometric pa-
rameters with the function P and defining the topology
with the function T .

4 IMPLEMENTATION
It was decided to extend the functionality of a pre-

viously developed implementation of the described F-rep
approach [21, 31]. This approach is discussed in detail
in section 2.2 and its framework is described by Eqn. (5).
However, the implementation has only supported the vari-
ation of geometric parameters P and not the variation of
topologies T . Thus, adjustments to the developed tool
needed to be made.

The developed tool is based on Cadquery [39] with
the Open CASCADE Technology (OCCT) [40] GMK.
This allows the implementation of the same software de-
velopment practices as in the previous work. Moreover,
the software prototype developed this way remains cross-
platform, thus enhancing the flexibility and applicability
of the software.

4.1 Connectivity of beam-based topologies by the
transition plane

As described in section 3.1, it is possible to achieve
the transition of topology T1 into topology T2 by defin-
ing the transition plane P with an arbitrary position and
orientation. This also enables support for non-cubic unit

cells as one of the topologies may have the form of a
cuboid.

As an example of such topology transition, consider
a heterogeneous lattice structure with a total size of 37.5×
37.5× 37.5 mm3 which consists of topologies T1 and T2.
Let T1 and T2 transition in the transition plane P defined
as

P(X) : x+ z − 37.5 = 0, (16)

so that the normal vector of P forms 45◦ with the positive
direction of the x-axis. Let the topology T1 correspond to
the cubic FCC with the unit cell size of u1 = 3.75 mm
and the topology T2 correspond to the cuboid BCC with
the transition plane. Figure 10 illustrates the transition
in detail. In this case, u2 = u1/

√
2 ∼= 2.66 mm. The

connectivity issue in this case is resolved as the nodes
of the two topologies are continuously connected in the
transition plane.

According to the framework, after the definition of
the topology T , the geometric parameters P are needed
to be defined. The beams of the topologies in Fig. 10
are set to have the diameter d = 0.7 mm and the node
diameter is set to D = 0.75 mm.

4.2 Controllable truncation as a means to achieve
topology transition

As described in section 3.2, it is possible to achieve
the transition of topology T by controlling other geomet-
ric parameters P such as the truncation τ of topologies
that are based on the truncated polyhedrons. This can be
done by defining P (X) : τ(X).

As an example of such topology transition, consider
a 10 × 10 × 10 lattice structure with the truncated cube
topology with the unit cell size u = 10 mm. Let the trun-
cation τ of the truncated cube topology linearly change
from τmin = 0 (0%) to τmax = u/2 = 5 mm (100%), i.e.

P (X) : τ(z) = z, (17)

where z ∈ [0, 1] is the variable corresponding to the z-
axis. In this approach, z ∈ [0, 1] is mapped to the actual
coordinate za ∈ [1, Nz] with za ∈ N+. The beam diame-
ter is set to 1 mm and the node diameter is set to 1.05 mm.
The resulting heterogeneous lattice structure is illustrated
in Fig. 11. Note that at z = 0 the topology T that is de-
scribed by Eqn. (12) converges to the simple cubic topol-
ogy defined by Eqn. (15), and at z = 1 it converges to the
cuboctahedron topology. The approach allows simultane-
ous control over different geometric parameters in differ-
ent directions. In this example, the beam thickness is an



Fig. 10: The transition between the FCC topology with the cubic unit cell to the BCC topology with the cuboid unit
cell along the transition plane P . Note that the BCC topology is rotated 45◦.

additional parameter that linearly increases from 0.5 mm
on the left and 5.0 mm on the right similarly to the trun-
cation. Note that the lattice nodes have a diameter larger
that the diameter of the beams and is set to linearly in-
crease from 0.55 mm to 5.5 mm.

The truncation can be one of the potential output pa-
rameters of a topology optimization algorithm. For ex-
ample, different regions of the lattice can be assigned a
different truncation depending on whether the region is
subject to bending-, compression-, or tension loads [41].
Additionally, since the control over the truncation allows
a smooth and continuous transition between topologies,
this approach can find its application in lattice embed-
ding [42].

The estimation of mechanical properties in the lattice
transition region can be more accurate due to the lack of
stochastic geometric parameters.

Another example of a topology that can support the
truncation-based topology transition is the rhombicuboc-
tahedron topology. Consider a 10× 10× 10 lattice struc-
ture with the rhombicuboctahedron topology with the unit
cell size u = 10 mm. Let the truncation τ of the rhom-
bicuboctahedron topology linearly change similarly to the
previous example according to Eqn. (17). Similarly, the
beam diameter is set to linearly increase from left to right.
The resulting heterogeneous lattice structure is illustrated
in Fig. 12. Note that at z = 0 the topology T described
converges to the simple cubic topology defined, and at

z = 1 it converges to the octahedron topology.

4.3 Performance analysis
The performance testing of the implemented ap-

proach was performed on a machine equipped with the
AMD Ryzen™ 7 3700X central processing unit (CPU)
with a 3.20 GHz of clock rate, the NVIDIA® GeForce®
RTX 2070 Super graphics processing unit (GPU) with
8 GB of memory, 16 GB of random-access memory
(RAM), a solid-state drive (SSD) and the Linux operat-
ing system. The modeling precision is customizable and
can be set from the software settings. In this work, the
modeling precision was set to be 0.1 mm. The perfor-
mance of the developed approach when applied to some
of the covered examples is listed in Table 1.

The previously developed software prototype sup-
ports the export of the resulting solid models into a stere-
olithography (STL) file encoded with the American Stan-
dard Code for Information Interchange (ASCII), and a
STEP file defined by the ISO 10303-21 standard [43].

The manufacturability of the lattice is also an im-
portant aspect to consider when analyzing the resulting
models [44]. The manufacturability check is run on the
resulting STL models using the Preform 3D printing soft-
ware [45].

It was decided to run the manufacturability checks
for the transition plane connectivity similar to the exam-
ple shown in Fig. 10 with all combinations of topologies



Fig. 11: A heterogeneous lattice structure with the topology based on a truncated cube with the truncation parameter
τ varying along the z-axis. The topology converges to the simple cubic at the bottom and the cuboctahedron topology
shifted to half of the unit cell size at the top. The thickness of the beams is linearly varying along the x-axis.

Lattice CPU usage range, % Generation time, min
Figure 10 40.9–101.3 19.76
Figure 11 43.5–102.1 34.97
Figure 12 45.7–106.8 37.62

Table 1: The performance metrics of the geometric modeling with the proposed approach

that are inspired by the crystal metal structure and that are
listed in Fig. 5. Also, the same manufacturability checks
have been performed for the truncation-based topology
transition. The basic manufacturability checks within the
software have been successfully passed.

Moreover, a case with multiple transitions of topolo-
gies was decided to be manufactured with the Formlabs
Form 2 stereolithography 3D printer [46]. Stereolithogra-
phy 3D printers allow highly accurate AM with a smooth
finish [47]. The material was chosen to be Formlabs Elas-
tic 50A [48]. It was decided to have 5 layers of FCC and
5 layers of BCC each with an equal layer thickness and
oriented at 45◦ to the horizontal plane as illustrated in

Fig. 13a. The FCC unit cell is cubic, and its size is set to
u1 = 3.75 mm. The BCC unit cell is cuboid and accord-
ing to the framework described in section 3.1 and Fig. 8,
its smaller side is u2 = u1/

√
2 ≈ 2.65 mm. The beam

diameter for both topologies is set to d = 0.7 mm and the
node diameter is set to D = 0.75 mm. Additional 3.75
mm thick plates were added at the bottom and at the top of
the lattice structure to support it during the AM process.
The resulting print is illustrated in Fig. 13b. Note that
one of the plates is bent in an arc which can be explained
by its shrinkage due to the residual stress occurring in it
during the print, as this plate was the one attached to the
printing platform [49].



Fig. 12: A heterogeneous lattice structure with the topology based on a rhombicuboctahedron with the truncation
parameter τ varying along the z-axis. The topology converges to the simple cubic at the bottom and the octahedron
topology at the top. The thickness of the beams is linearly varying along the x-axis.

(a) The orientation of topologies for the man-
ufacturability performance test

(b) The resulting print with a zoomed-in view on the topology transition region.
In the zoomed-in view, the transition planes are marked with dotted lines and
the instances of the FCC and BCC unit cells are marked with the dashed lines.

Fig. 13: A use-case showing the lattice transition with the proposed approach

5 CONCLUSION AND FUTURE RESEARCH

This work provides a novel geometric modeling ap-
proach that allows the generation of lattice structures with
multiple topologies. The topology transition based on
the transition plane has been shown to enable cuboid unit

cells. A novel approach for transforming a topology from
one to another which is based on the variation of geo-
metric parameters has been proposed and implemented
in a software prototype. Several use cases of transition
of topology by the variation of the truncation parameter



have been covered. These topology transformations have
been implemented with a novel F-rep approach.

The integration in the design loop is proposed to be
achieved by providing access and guidance to the design
community and to a list of manufacturers utilizing which
utilize lattice structures. The aerospace sector is of the
sectors of industry that heavily relies on lightweight struc-
tures with unique thermophysical properties, and is thus
proposed as a potential venue for exploration. The tool
is released as a documented FOSS which should enhance
the user experience and foster further agile development
of the tool.

It is proposed to investigate the topology transition
between TPMS-based topologies and the applicability of
F-rep to this transition. While this topic has been of in-
terest with several of successful implementations, there
may be ways to improve the existing methods with the F-
rep approaches. It is also important to find industrial use
cases of extreme heterogeneity of lattice structures that
could benefit from the proposed approach.

The diamond beam-based lattice structure is an ex-
ample of a beam-based topology that does not have con-
ventional nodes at the edges of its cubic unit cell. More-
over, the properties of such lattice depend on the orienta-
tion of the unit cells. It is proposed to investigate the ap-
plication of the proposed approach to this topology. The
software prototype that embeds the proposed approach
has been developed according to the object-oriented pro-
gramming principles, which enables further extension of
the framework.

There is evidence that lattice structures with multi-
ple topologies can possess unique properties. It is pro-
posed to model geometrically complex lattice structures
that would be challenging to manufacture with other ex-
isting means.

The future work is also proposed to focus on sup-
porting multi-scale hierarchical lattice structures with the
F-rep approach.
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