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1 Derivatives of Inverse Function
We first derive the (bivariate) inverse function theorem for second order derivatives. The explicit formula is very
important for deriving the derivatives of our bending energy, detailed in subsection 2.2. For notational simplicity,
we will use subscripts to denote derivatives in the following derivations, e.g. 𝑢𝑥 := 𝜕𝑢/𝜕𝑥 , 𝑢𝑥𝑥 := 𝜕2𝑢/𝜕𝑥2.

Given a bijective 𝐶2-continuous vector-valued function T : R2 → R2, T (𝑢, 𝑣) = (𝑥 (𝑢, 𝑣), 𝑦 (𝑢, 𝑣)), there exists
an (implicit) inverse function of it T −1 (𝑥,𝑦) = (𝑢 (𝑥,𝑦), 𝑣 (𝑥,𝑦)). Here we use 𝑢, 𝑣, 𝑥,𝑦 to denote both the variable
and the function describing correlation. We would like to compute the second order derivatives 𝑢𝑥𝑥 , 𝑢𝑥𝑦 , 𝑢𝑦𝑦 ,
and similar for 𝑣 , using only derivatives of 𝑥,𝑦 w.r.t. 𝑢, 𝑣 , which are available from the explicit relations.
Consider the equation

𝑢 = 𝑢 (𝑥 (𝑢, 𝑣), 𝑦 (𝑢, 𝑣)). (1)
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First we compute the first order derivatives of the inverse function. Applying partial derivatives w.r.t. 𝑢 and 𝑣
respectively on Equation 1 and applying chain rule gives the following linear system:{

𝑢𝑢 = 𝑥𝑢𝑢𝑥 + 𝑦𝑢𝑢𝑦

𝑢𝑣 = 𝑥𝑣𝑢𝑥 + 𝑦𝑣𝑢𝑦,
(2)

where the unknowns are highlighted, and left hand sides of the systems evaluate to 𝑢𝑢 = 1, 𝑢𝑣 = 0. Solving the
system gives the first-order derivatives 𝑢𝑥 , 𝑢𝑦, 𝑣𝑥 and 𝑣𝑦 :{

𝑢𝑥 =
𝑦𝑣

𝑥𝑢𝑦𝑣−𝑥𝑣𝑦𝑢
𝑢𝑦 = − 𝑥𝑣

𝑥𝑢𝑦𝑣−𝑥𝑣𝑦𝑢 .
(3)

By symmetry, exchanging 𝑢 and 𝑣 gives the derivatives of 𝑣 .
Now take the second-order derivatives w.r.t. 𝑥 and 𝑦 on both sides of Equation 1. This gives another linear

system where the unknowns are the second-order derivatives:
𝑢𝑢𝑢 = 𝑥2𝑢𝑢𝑥𝑥 + 2𝑥𝑢𝑦𝑢𝑢𝑥𝑦 + 𝑦2𝑢𝑢𝑦𝑦 + 𝑢𝑥𝑥𝑢𝑢 + 𝑢𝑦𝑦𝑢𝑢

𝑢𝑣𝑣 = 𝑥2𝑣𝑢𝑥𝑥 + 2𝑥𝑣𝑦𝑣𝑢𝑥𝑦 + 𝑦2𝑣𝑢𝑦𝑦 + 𝑢𝑥𝑥𝑣𝑣 + 𝑢𝑦𝑦𝑣𝑣

𝑢𝑢𝑣 = 𝑥𝑢𝑥𝑣𝑢𝑥𝑥 + (𝑥𝑢𝑦𝑣 + 𝑥𝑣𝑦𝑢)𝑢𝑥𝑦 + 𝑦𝑢𝑦𝑣𝑢𝑦𝑦 + 𝑢𝑥𝑥𝑢𝑣 + 𝑢𝑦𝑦𝑢𝑣 .

(4)

Here left hand side of all three equations evaluate to 0. Solving Equation 4 gives the explicit expression of second
order derivatives:
𝑢𝑥𝑥 = − 1

(𝑥𝑣𝑦𝑢−𝑥𝑢𝑦𝑣 )2 (𝑢𝑥 (𝑥𝑢𝑢𝑦
2
𝑣 − 2𝑥𝑢𝑣𝑦𝑢𝑦𝑣 + 𝑥𝑣𝑣𝑦

2
𝑢) + 𝑢𝑦 (𝑦𝑢𝑢𝑦2𝑣 − 2𝑦𝑢𝑣𝑦𝑢𝑦𝑣 + 𝑦𝑣𝑣𝑦

2
𝑢))

𝑢𝑥𝑦 = − 1
(𝑥𝑣𝑦𝑢−𝑥𝑢𝑦𝑣 )2 (𝑢𝑥 (𝑥𝑢𝑥𝑢𝑣𝑦𝑣 − 𝑥𝑢𝑥𝑣𝑣𝑦𝑢 + 𝑥𝑣𝑥𝑢𝑣𝑦𝑢 − 𝑥𝑣𝑥𝑢𝑢𝑦𝑣) + 𝑢𝑦 (𝑥𝑢𝑦𝑢𝑣𝑦𝑣 − 𝑥𝑢𝑦𝑣𝑣𝑦𝑢 + 𝑥𝑣𝑦𝑢𝑦𝑢𝑣 − 𝑥𝑣𝑦𝑣𝑦𝑢𝑢))

𝑢𝑦𝑦 = − 1
(𝑥𝑣𝑦𝑢−𝑥𝑢𝑦𝑣 )2 (𝑢𝑥 (𝑥𝑢𝑢𝑥

2
𝑣 − 2𝑥𝑢𝑣𝑥𝑢𝑥𝑣 + 𝑥𝑣𝑣𝑥

2
𝑢) + 𝑢𝑦 (𝑦𝑣𝑣𝑥2𝑢 − 2𝑦𝑢𝑣𝑥𝑢𝑥𝑣 + 𝑦𝑢𝑢𝑥

2
𝑣 )).

(5)
Similarly, exchanging 𝑢 and 𝑣 gives the derivatives of 𝑣 .

2 Derivation of Elasticity Energy
In this section we provide the detailed derivation of membrane and bending energy and their derivatives,
discretized onto the degrees of freedom (DOFs) of quadratic B-spline surfaces.

2.1 Membrane Energy
Recall that in the FEM Baraff-Witkin model [Kim 2020], the membrane energy density Ψmem is defined as the
sum of stretching and shearing components

Ψshear = 𝜇sh 𝐼
2
6 , Ψstretch = 𝜇st0

(√︁
𝐼5 (𝒆0) − 1

)2
+ 𝜇st1

(√︁
𝐼5 (𝒆1) − 1

)2
, (6)

using the anisotropic invariants

𝐼5 (𝒆0) = 𝒆𝑇0 𝑭
𝑇 𝑭 𝒆0, 𝐼5 (𝒆1) = 𝒆𝑇1 𝑭

𝑇 𝑭 𝒆1, 𝐼6 (𝒆0, 𝒆1) = 𝒆𝑇0 𝑭
𝑇 𝑭 𝒆1. (7)

All of these invariants are computed using the in-plane deformation gradient 𝑭 , which is computed via treating
parametric coordinates as intermediates, and applying chain rule:

𝐹𝛼𝛽 :=
𝜕𝜙𝛼

𝜕𝑋𝛽

=
∑︁

(𝑖, 𝑗 ) ∈I

𝜕𝑁𝑖, 𝑗

𝜕𝑢
𝑪𝑖, 𝑗
𝛼

𝜕𝑢

𝜕𝑋𝛽

+
∑︁

(𝑖, 𝑗 ) ∈I

𝜕𝑁𝑖, 𝑗

𝜕𝑣
𝑪𝑖, 𝑗
𝛼

𝜕𝑣

𝜕𝑋𝛽

, (8)
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where 𝜙 is the deformation, 𝑁𝑖, 𝑗 are the quadratic B-spline basis, 𝑪𝑖, 𝑗 are the control points, (𝑋𝛽 ) are the material
space coordinates for 𝛽 ∈ {1, 2}, and (𝑢, 𝑣) are the parametric coordinates. The highlighted terms are defined
independent of the current configuration of the B-spline surface, and therefore are precomputed using Equation 3.
For the gradient and Hessian of membrane energy, we use deformation gradient as intermediates and apply

chain rule:
𝜕Ψmem

𝜕𝑪𝑖, 𝑗
=

𝜕Ψmem

𝜕𝑭

𝜕𝑭

𝜕𝑪𝑖, 𝑗
,

𝜕2Ψmem

𝜕(𝑪𝑖, 𝑗 )2 =

(
𝜕𝑭

𝜕𝑪𝑖, 𝑗

)𝑇
𝜕2Ψmem

𝜕𝑭 2
𝜕𝑭

𝜕𝑪𝑖, 𝑗
+ 𝜕Ψmem

𝜕𝑭

𝜕2𝑭

𝜕(𝑪𝑖, 𝑗 )2 , (9)

where the second term for Hessian vanishes. We provide derivation of terms 𝜕𝑭/𝜕𝑪𝑖, 𝑗 and 𝜕Ψmem/𝜕𝑭 , and use
the implementation of positive-semi-definite-projected Hessian given in Kim [2020] as proxy of 𝜕2Ψmem/𝜕𝑭 2.
This ensures that the energy Hessian 𝜕2Ψmem/𝜕(𝑪𝑖, 𝑗 )2 is positive semi-definite, which is required for solving
optimization time integration problem using backtracking line search.
Using the same indexing as in Equation 8, the entries in the gradient 𝜕𝑭/𝜕𝑪𝑖, 𝑗 are given by

𝜕𝐹𝛼𝛽

𝜕𝑪𝑖, 𝑗
𝛾

= 𝛿𝛼𝛾

(
𝜕𝑁𝑖, 𝑗

𝜕𝑢

𝜕𝑢

𝜕𝑋𝛽

+
𝜕𝑁𝑖, 𝑗

𝜕𝑣

𝜕𝑣

𝜕𝑋𝛽

)
, where 𝛿𝛼𝛾 =

{
1, 𝛼 = 𝛾

0, 𝛼 ≠ 𝛾
, (10)

and the gradient 𝜕Ψmem/𝜕𝑭 is given by the sum of its components:

𝜕Ψmem

𝜕𝑭
=

𝜕Ψstretch

𝜕𝑭
+ 𝜕Ψshear

𝜕𝑭
, (11)

where

𝜕Ψstretch

𝜕𝑭
= 2𝑭

((
1 − 1√︁

𝐼5 (𝒆0)

)
𝜇st0𝒆0𝒆

𝑇
0 +

(
1 − 1√︁

𝐼5 (𝒆1)

)
𝜇st1𝒆1𝒆

𝑇
1

)
,

𝜕Ψshear

𝜕𝑭
= 2𝑭 𝜇sh (𝐼6 − 𝒆𝑇0 𝒆1) (𝒆0𝒆𝑇1 + 𝒆1𝒆

𝑇
0 ).

(12)

2.2 Bending Energy
Recall that we use the quadratic bending model from Bergou et al. [2006], where the energy density is defined as

Ψbend =
1
2
𝜇bd𝐻

2, (13)

where 𝐻 denotes the mean curvature. The mean curvature can be computed using the induced Laplace-Beltrami
operator Δ on the surface:

𝐻 2 = ⟨Δ𝝓,Δ𝝓⟩ =
〈(

𝜕2𝝓

𝜕𝑋 2
1
+ 𝜕2𝝓

𝜕𝑋 2
2

)
,

(
𝜕2𝝓

𝜕𝑋 2
1
+ 𝜕2𝝓

𝜕𝑋 2
2

)〉
. (14)

To obtain the explicit formula for mean curvature, we first use parametric coordinates as intermediates and apply
chain rule to compute the derivatives 𝜕2𝜙/𝜕𝑋 2

1 :

𝜙11 = 𝜙𝑢𝑢𝑢1
2 + 𝜙𝑣𝑣𝑣1

2 + 2𝜙𝑢𝑣𝑢1𝑣1 + 𝜙𝑢𝑢11 + 𝜙𝑣𝑣11, (15)

where subscripts are used to denote derivatives (e.g. 𝜙1 := 𝜕𝜙/𝜕𝑋1, 𝜙11 := 𝜕2𝜙/𝜕𝑋 2
1 , similar for 𝑢 and 𝑣). The

highlighted first and second order derivatives are precomputed using Equation 3 and Equation 5. By symmetry
we can similarly get 𝜙22, and then have

Δ𝜙 = (𝑢2
1 + 𝑢2

2)𝜙𝑢𝑢 + (𝑣21 + 𝑣22)𝜙𝑣𝑣 + 2(𝑢1𝑣1 + 𝑢2𝑣2)𝜙𝑢𝑣 + (𝑢11 + 𝑢22)𝜙𝑢 + (𝑣11 + 𝑣22)𝜙𝑣 (16)
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Denote the coefficients of Δ𝜙 before control point 𝑪𝑖, 𝑗 as 𝑐𝑖 𝑗 , i.e. writing explicitly

𝑐𝑖 𝑗 = (𝑢2
1 + 𝑢2

2)
𝜕2𝑁𝑖, 𝑗

𝜕𝑢2 + (𝑣21 + 𝑣22)
𝜕2𝑁𝑖, 𝑗

𝜕𝑣2
+ (𝑢11 + 𝑢22)

𝜕𝑁𝑖, 𝑗

𝜕𝑢
+ (𝑣11 + 𝑣22)

𝜕𝑁𝑖, 𝑗

𝜕𝑣
+ 2(𝑢1𝑣1 + 𝑢2𝑣2)

𝜕2𝑁𝑖, 𝑗

𝜕𝑢𝜕𝑣
(17)

where I denotes the index set of all control points, and the basis functions 𝑁𝑖, 𝑗 are evaluated at the same position
as 𝜙 . The bending energy can be expressed using the control points as

Ψbend =
1
2
𝜇bd

∑︁
(𝑖, 𝑗 ),(𝑘,ℓ ) ∈I

𝑐𝑖 𝑗𝑐𝑘ℓ
©­«

∑︁
𝑤∈{𝑥,𝑦,𝑧}

𝑪𝑖, 𝑗
𝑤 𝑪𝑘,ℓ

𝑤

ª®¬ (18)

Here𝑤 traverses all coordinate components in R3. The energy gradient and Hessian can then be computed as

𝜕Ψbend

𝜕𝑪𝑖, 𝑗
𝑤

= 𝜇bd
∑︁

(𝑘,ℓ ) ∈I
𝑐𝑖 𝑗𝑐𝑘ℓ𝑪

(𝑘,ℓ )
𝑤 ,

𝜕2Ψbend

𝜕𝑪𝑖, 𝑗
𝑤 𝜕𝑪𝑘,ℓ

𝑤′

= 𝜇bd𝑐𝑖 𝑗𝑐𝑘ℓ𝛿𝑤𝑤′ , (19)

where𝑤,𝑤 ′ ∈ {1, 2, 3} are component indices. Here the Hessian of bending energy is independent of the control
points, and therefore can be computed in advance.

3 Constructing Irregular B-Spline Surfaces
An important application of our framework is garment simulation, and we seek to fit our implementation into
the production pipeline, requiring only geometry that typical garment simulators expect (linear triangle mesh of
garment patches in rest configuration, and in initial 3D configuration). It is then essential to convert linear triangle
meshes to B-spline surfaces that our framework can handle. In this section, we explain in detail our partially
automated mesh conversion pipeline, which first extracts the boundary of the patches, and then generates control
net of the entire patches with user-specifiable level of refinements. A final conforming process is added to prepare
the constructed B-spline surfaces for simulation.

3.1 Extraction of Boundary Curves
We first determine the control points corresponding to the boundary of the target B-spline surface, by fitting the
four B-spline curves to the boundary of the reference mesh. As the end points of each edge are specified by user,
the task is reduced to fitting a B-spline curve to an open polyline, embedded in a 2-dimensional space (material
space).
Denote the set of vertices of the polyline to be {𝒑1, . . . ,𝒑𝑚}, length of polyline segments {ℓ1, . . . , ℓ𝑚−1}, and

the control points of the target B-spline curve {𝑪1, . . . , 𝑪𝑛}, where𝑚 is the number of vertices of the polyline,
and 𝑛(≥ 5) is the number of control points of the B-spline curve specified by user. Opposite edges are required to
have the same number of control points. For each vertex 𝒑𝛼 , the parametric coordinate of its closest point on the
B-spline curve 𝑢𝛼 can be approximated by its coordinate in chord-length parametrization of the polyline

𝑢𝛼 = (𝑛 − 2)
∑𝛼

𝑖=1 ℓ𝑖∑𝑚−1
𝑖=1 ℓ𝑖

. (20)

Fitting the control points 𝑪𝑖 of the B-spline curve can then be formulated as a regularized least-square problem:

arg min
𝑪𝛼

𝛼 ∈{1,...,𝑛}

𝑚∑︁
𝑖=1






 𝑛∑︁
𝑗=1

𝑁 𝑗 (𝑢𝑖 )𝑪 𝑗 − 𝒑𝑖






2 + 𝜆

𝑛−1∑︁
𝑖=2

∥𝑪𝑖−1 + 𝑪𝑖+1 − 2𝑪𝑖 ∥2 . (21)

The first term penalizes deviation of curve from the polyline vertices, and the second regularization term penalizes
deviation of curve from straight line, with weight 𝜆 configurable by user. The regularization here is important for
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stability when fitting curvy boundaries, as penalizing only deviation from curve can lead to overfitting zigzags of
the polyline, resulting in self-intersecting B-spline curves which are improper for surface boundary.

3.2 Control Net Generation and Refinements
Suppose that the two pairs of B-spline curves fitted in the previous step contain 𝑛1 and 𝑛2 control points,
respectively. To evaluate the position of any point on the B-spline surface S using the parametric coordinates,
we need to know all 𝑪𝑖, 𝑗 for 𝑖 ∈ {1, . . . , 𝑛1} and 𝑗 ∈ {1, . . . , 𝑛2}:

S(𝑢, 𝑣) =
𝑛1∑︁
𝑖=1

𝑛2∑︁
𝑗=1

𝑁𝑖 (𝑢)𝑁 𝑗 (𝑣)𝑪𝑖, 𝑗 . (22)

Previous step of curve fitting has already provided the boundary control points
{
𝑪𝑖, 𝑗 | 𝑖 ∈ {1, 𝑛1} or 𝑗 ∈ {1, 𝑛2}

}
.

We construct the remaining interior control points of the control net so that the B-spline surface over each knot
span is approximately rectilinear. This is required because Gaussian quadrature is defined only on rectangular knot
spans, and a nearly isometric mapping from the parametric space to the surface S helps prevent the accumulation
of quadrature error. Similar to the construction of boundary curves, we first make an initial guess on the position
of interior control points, and then perform an optimization penalizing deviation from rectilinear shapes.
Given either pair of opposite boundary edges, a straightforward idea to compute the position of an interior

point is via linear interpolation. For an interior control point with index (𝑖, 𝑗) where 𝑖 ∉ {1, 𝑛1} and 𝑗 ∉ {1, 𝑛2},
the two candidate positions from interpolating from each pair of edges are

𝑪 (1)
𝑖, 𝑗

=
𝑛2 − 𝑗

𝑛2 − 1
𝑪𝑖,1 +

𝑗 − 1
𝑛2 − 1

𝑪𝑖,𝑛2 , 𝑪 (2)
𝑖, 𝑗

=
𝑛1 − 𝑖

𝑛1 − 1
𝑪1, 𝑗 +

𝑖 − 1
𝑛1 − 1

𝑪𝑛1, 𝑗 . (23)

Simply averaging will result in near-degenerated or inverted knot spans. Instead, we determine the interior
control point by minimizing the sum of squared tangential components of the deviation from the guide directions
defined by the two interpolations. Mathematically, this can be formulated as an optimization problem:

argmin
𝑪𝑖,𝑗




(𝑪𝑖, 𝑗 − 𝑪 (1)
𝑖, 𝑗

)
· 𝒕1




2 + 


(𝑪𝑖, 𝑗 − 𝑪 (2)
𝑖, 𝑗

)
· 𝒕2




2 , (24)

where

𝒕1 =
𝑪𝑖,1 − 𝑪𝑖,𝑛2

𝑪𝑖,1 − 𝑪𝑖,𝑛2



 , 𝒕2 =
𝑪1, 𝑗 − 𝑪𝑛1, 𝑗

𝑪1, 𝑗 − 𝑪𝑛1, 𝑗



 (25)

are the tangential direction of line segments 𝑪𝑖,1𝑪𝑖,𝑛2 and 𝑪1, 𝑗𝑪𝑛1, 𝑗 respectively. This quadratic optimization
problem has a closed-form solution from the following 2-by-2 symmetric positive definite system:(

𝑡1𝑡
⊤
1 + 𝑡2𝑡

⊤
2
)
𝑪𝒊,𝒋 = 𝑡1𝑡

⊤
1 𝑪

(1)
𝒊,𝒋 + 𝑡2𝑡

⊤
2 𝑪

(2)
𝒊,𝒋 . (26)

As S deviates from being isometric, |𝑡1 · 𝑡2 | increases, leading to larger approximation errors, which untangles
approximation error from absolute distance between the candidate positions from interpolation. In practice, the
resulting improved initial guess effectively avoids the generation of inverted knot spans.
We then fine tune the position of interior control points so that S is as isometric as possible, by adopting

the Most Isometric Parameterizations (MIPS) energy [Hormann and Greiner 2000]. At any point (𝑢, 𝑣) in the
parametric space, the energy is defined by the Jacobian 𝑱 | (𝑢,𝑣) of S:

𝜑
(
𝑱 | (𝑢,𝑣)

)
=



 𝑱 | (𝑢,𝑣)

2 

 𝑱 | (𝑢,𝑣) −1

2 , where 𝑱 | (𝑢,𝑣) =
[
𝜕𝑢 S| (𝑢,𝑣) 𝜕𝑣S| (𝑢,𝑣)

]
∈ R2×2. (27)

In general the first guess of interior control points does not produce degenerated shapes, and therefore inverting
𝑱 is fine.



102:6 • Yuqi Meng, Yihao Shi, Kemeng Huang, Ning Guo, Taku Komura, Yin Yang, and Minchen Li

The total MIPS energy of the surface is computed by integrating the MIPS energy density over the parametric
space of the surface. Since the parametric space is always rectangular, we can apply Gaussian quadrature here:

ΨMIPS =

∫ 𝑛1−2

0

∫ 𝑛2−2

0
𝜑
(
𝑱 | (𝑢,𝑣)

)
d𝑢d𝑣 ≈

∑︁
(𝑤𝑔,(𝑢𝑔,𝑣𝑔 ) ) ∈G

𝑤𝑔𝜑
(
𝑱 | (𝑢𝑔,𝑣𝑔 )

)
(28)

where G is the set of Gaussian quadrature points from applying a per-knot-span 2 × 2 quadrature rule. We would
also like to constrain the optimization process so that the boundaries are mostly preserved. This is done by adding
a penalty term Ψboundary with the same definition as the first term in Equation 21 for each boundary curve. The
whole optimization objective is then

Ψ = 𝜔bΨboundary + ΨMIPS. (29)
𝜔b is a user-specifiable coefficient, controlling how much adjustments are allowed on the boundary to reduce the
MIPS energy. The optimization is solved using Newton’s method with backtracking line search.

3.3 Lifting to 3D Initial Configuration
After converting all garment patches in the flat configuration, we initialize the B-spline surfaces in world space
for static simulation and subsequent animation. Given the control points of the B-spline surface in the material
space 𝑪𝑖, 𝑗 , the vertices of linear triangle mesh in the material space 𝒑𝑖 and their corresponding positions in the
world space 𝑝𝑖 , we compute the position of control points in the world space 𝑪̃𝑖, 𝑗 . Depending on whether the
control point lies inside the linear triangle mesh, we need to interpolate or extrapolate.

Inside the triangle mesh. For any control points 𝑪𝑖, 𝑗 inside the triangle mesh in the material space, it must be
contained inside some triangle. Denote the vertices of the triangle by 𝒑 (𝑖, 𝑗 )

1 ,𝒑 (𝑖, 𝑗 )
2 and 𝒑 (𝑖, 𝑗 )

3 . The interpolation
can then be computed by applying the barycentric coordinates:

𝑪𝑖, 𝑗 = 𝛼𝒑 (𝑖, 𝑗 )
1 + 𝛽𝒑 (𝑖, 𝑗 )

2 + (1 − 𝛼 − 𝛽)𝒑 (𝑖, 𝑗 )
3 =⇒ 𝑪̃𝑖, 𝑗 = 𝛼𝒑̃ (𝑖, 𝑗 )

1 + 𝛽𝒑̃ (𝑖, 𝑗 )
2 + (1 − 𝛼 − 𝛽)𝒑̃ (𝑖, 𝑗 )

3 . (30)

Outside the triangle mesh. In this case, we need to determine the nearest triangle and extrapolate. As in-
terpolation is done using barycentric coordinates, the triangle whose center (i.e. with barycentric coordinate
(1/3, 1/3, 1/3)) is closest to the control point in the material space is selected, and the world space position is
computed similarly using Equation 30. To ensure that extrapolation will not induce too much error, the control
point will be projected to the nearest edge if any component of its barycentric coordinates is smaller than −𝜏 or
greater than 1 + 𝜏 . In practice setting 𝜏 = 0.5 often gives good results.
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