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CONCLUSION AND OUTLOOK

Conclusion

§ We have shown which experiments were used for validation.
§ We have seen a trend that for higher Young modulus the

confidence level seems to agree more.
§ We have shown that several advanced visualization techniques

for the extraction of more global attributes are available.

Outlook

§ Define common classes of experiments such that different model
compare against the same experiment.

§ Share raw experimental data to improve the modeling, like
boundary conditions.

Thank you for your attention. Questions?
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