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Abstract

Molecular dynamics (MD) simulations are increasingly being combined with ma-

chine learning (ML) to predict material properties. The molecular configurations ob-

tained from MD are represented by multiple features, such as thermodynamic prop-

erties, and are used as the ML input. However, to accurately find the input–output

patterns, ML requires a sufficiently sized dataset that depends on the complexity of

the ML model. Generating such a large dataset from MD simulations is not ideal

because of their high computation cost. In this study, we present a simple supervised

ML method to predict the transport properties of materials. To simplify the model, an

unsupervised ML method obtains an efficient representation of molecular movements.

This method was applied to predict the viscosity of lubricant molecules in confinement

with shear flow. Furthermore, simplicity facilitates the interpretation of the model to

understand the molecular mechanics of viscosity. We revealed two types of molecular

mechanisms that contribute to low viscosity.

1

ar
X

iv
:2

20
3.

03
10

3v
1 

 [
ph

ys
ic

s.
ch

em
-p

h]
  7

 M
ar

 2
02

2

yasuoka@mech.keio.ac.jp


1 Introduction

Simulation and data-driven methods are two major approaches in material informatics, and

the two approaches are increasingly combined to achieve an efficient material design in sil-

ico.1 In particular, the combination of molecular dynamics (MD) simulation and machine

learning (ML) is being increasingly used for various applications.2 The MD simulations gen-

erate molecular configurations of materials, which provide their structure and dynamics, and

enables the calculation of various material properties, such as thermodynamic and mechan-

ical properties. Although traditional approaches primarily employ physics-based analysis,

recent ML methods have proposed data-driven approaches, thereby expanding the applica-

tion of molecular data. For example, ML-based force fields3–5 have enhanced MD simula-

tions with an accuracy similar to that of quantum mechanics-based force fields, namely for

molten salts.6–8 In another application, ML methods have predicted chemical and mechan-

ical properties of various chemical compounds, polymeric membranes, and silicon surfaces

using MD trajectories via the combinations of other properties such as potential energies9–11

and neighboring environments of atoms.12 Machine learning have also been used to extract

transitions in metastable states from the complex and vast amount of MD trajectories in

biomolecules13,14 and the solid-liquid interface of silicon.15 Recently, lubricant molecules de-

signed by ML have been evaluated using MD, and the results have been fed back to build

an autonomous learning cycle.16

Material informatics using ML significantly depends on the availability of datasets. The

limitation of available datasets decreases the accuracy of its prediction accuracy.17,18 Con-

sidering that a sufficient dataset is not always available for the material properties of interest

despite the growth of material platforms,19,20 ML approaches that efficiently use datasets

are in high demand.21 In the point of dataset availability, ML combined with MD might not

suffer from the lack of the datasets because a diverse amount of MD data can be generated

with slight changes in simulation conditions.22 That said, MD calculations are still com-

putationally expensive, and sampling thousands of systems is not realistic which might be
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necessary to train complicated ML models.23,24 Thus, MD–ML methods using simple models

are expected to be used in diverse applications when the dataset availability is limited.

Transport properties, which describe the movements of mass and heat, have critical roles

in materials of various products, thus being widely investigated using MD and ML meth-

ods.25,26 For example, the diffusion coefficient have been predicted for gases molecules,11

ions27,28 and other chemical compounds29 to discover and design better materials for arti-

ficial membrane and batteries. Similarly, the viscosity measures the ability of lubricants to

reduce friction and wear in machinery. Considering that friction and wear are related to

approximately a quarter of the global energy consumption, improvements in lubricants can

significantly reduce the amount of wasted energy.30 To measure viscosity and understand

the molecular mechanism of friction reduction by lubricant molecules, non-equilibrium MD

(NEMD) simulations of shear flow have been performed.31,32 In particular, the NEMD simu-

lations for confined lubricant films can simulate nanoscale contact friction during rolling and

sliding of materials,33 wherein lubricant molecules were confined in thin spaces equivalent to

a few molecular layers. Lubricants under shear stress in confinement exhibit shear thinning,

i.e. their viscosity decreases with increasing shear rate.34

In this study, we present an ML method to predict the transport property of lubricant

molecules using relatively scare training datasets obtained from MD and a simple supervised

ML model. The simplicity of the model is achieved by an efficient representation of the

molecular movements using an unsupervised ML method developed by Endo et. al.35 First,

in the unsupervised ML method, we compared the molecular movements in pairwise systems

with differing molecular species and simulation conditions. Based on the relative differences

in molecular movements in the pairwise systems, a global relation of all the systems was

determined in a low-dimensional space. Second, the low-dimensional representations of the

systems were used as the input for the supervised ML to predict the material properties of

interest. Furthermore, the simplicity of the prediction model enables the interpretation of

the predicted property, thereby providing direct links between the molecular mechanism and
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the predicted property. We verified our approach using four types of lubricants molecules

in confined systems with four different shear velocities for each type. We demonstrate that

our method predicts the correct shear viscosity regardless of the molecular species. The

interpretation of the predicted viscosity reveals the detailed molecular mechanics of shear

thinning.

2 Methodology

2.1 Local Dynamics Ensemble: Representation of Molecular Move-

ments

In this study, local dynamics ensemble35 (LDE) was used to represent the molecular move-

ments obtained from the MD simulations, which was then analyzed using a series of ML

methods (Fig. 1). The LDE is an ensemble of short-term trajectories x,

x = [r(t0 + ∆)− r(t0), ..., r(t0 + δ)− r(t0),0] (1)

where r is the position of the particles of interest, t0 is the time step in MD simulation, ∆

is the LDE time, and δ is the time interval of MD output. In this study, the particles of

interest were the stream-wise position of the geometrical molecule center. The LDE time

and δ was 640 ps and 10 ps, respectively (Fig. 1a). As the transport properties are dictated

by the movement of molecules, we have assumed that Equation (1) is appropriate for the

prediction of transport properties. The MD details and the LDE selection methodology are

described next.

The MD data were obtained from the NEMD simulations of confined lubricant films by

Kobayashi et. al,36 and included 16 different systems in four molecular types (Hexadecane,

Octamethylcyclotetrasiloxane (OMCTS), Polyalphaolefin (PAO), and Pristane, see Fig. 2)

and four different wall sliding velocities V (10−3,10−2, 10−1, 1 m/s). The lubricant molecules
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were confined in atomically smooth walls made of silica, and the lubricant thickness was

limited to two molecular layers. The molecules were modeled using united atom models, and

the OMCTS was assumed to be a rigid body. The number of molecules ranged from 77 to

210 depending on the molecular species and the sampling time of MD was more than 1.4 ns

in the steady state, as determined from the calculated viscosity.

The LDE was employed for the following reasons. First, the four lubricant species are

substantially different in terms of their structure, which makes it challenging to compare the

dynamics at the atomic level. To overcome the differences, The LDE treats each molecule

in an identical format, i.e. through its geometrical center. Furthermore, we assumed that

the molecular translation and rotation, and not the deformation are important for transport

properties because the former is dominant in the long-term molecular movements. As shown

in Fig. 3 and Fig. S1, the major molecular characteristics of the all-particle models at 640

ps in the streamwise direction could be captured using just the geometric center. Second, a

temporal trend of the dynamics can be represented using the LDE. This not possible using

conventional diffusion analysis such as root mean square displacement. Third, the LDE can

represent the molecular movements using moderately sized data. This makes it possible to

trest molecular movements in the limited sized nodes of deep neural networks (DNNs).

2.2 Deep Learning to Measure Differences in LDEs

The difference in the LDEs between a pair of systems i and j was measured based on the

Wasserstein distances37,38 (Fig. 1b),

Wij = sup
||f ||L≤1

Ex∼yi
[fij(x)]− Ex∼yj

[fij(x)] (2)

where supremum is taken over all the 1-Lipschitz function fij, x is the short-term trajectory

of the LDE, and yi is the probability distribution of the LDE of system i. The function fij
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can be approximated by a DNN, and the trained network f ∗ij yields,

Wij = Ex∼yi
[f ∗(x)]− Ex∼yj

[f ∗(x)] . (3)

The architecture of the DNN was adapted from Endo et al.35 Briefly, the DNN for the

function fij consists of a flattening layer as the input layer, three affine layers with 1024

output nodes and a rectified linear unit (ReLU) activation function as the latent layer, and

an output layer with one node. The output layer had neither a bias term nor activation

function. The loss function with a gradient penalty was used.39 The model parameters were

updated using the Adam optimizer40 until the moving averages of the output became stable.

During the training of the DNNs, the short-term trajectories were randomly selected from

all the molecules and from time steps.

The Wasserstein distance was calculated for all pairs of systems and a distance matrix in

the (N , N) dimension was obtained, where N is the number of systems. Because the matrix

shows the relative differences between pairwise systems, the global relation of the N systems

can also be estimated from the matrix (Fig. 1c). Therefore, the matrix was converted

into N vectors in n dimensional space such that the Euclidean distances best represent the

Wasserstein distances,

p0,p1, ...,pn = arg min
p0,p1,...,pn

∑
i,j

(Wi,j − ||pi − pj||)2. (4)

The embedded vectors p0,p1, ...,pn were optimized using simulated annealing to explore the

global minimum. Subsequently, the gradient descent method was used to for fast conver-

gence. After that, a principal component analysis was applied to obtain unique features to

the embedding of the systems. We note that each of the embedded vectors corresponds to a

systems. In this study, the dimension n was chosen to be three.
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2.3 Simple ML Model to Predict Viscosity

Each of the embedded vectors was regarded as features for the system, i.e. each system was

represented by n features. These features were regressed to the viscosity using the following

equation:

ηpred = w0 + w1 ln(x1 + α) +
n∑

i=2

wixi (5)

where ηpred is the predicted viscosity, xi is the ith feature, wi is the wight of xi, w0 is the bias

parameter and α is the bias parameter of x1. We selected the logarithm scale for the first

principal component (PC1) based on the observation that PC1 varied on the logarithmic

scale equivalently to wall sliding velocity (see Result). The wight parameters were optimized

using the following equation:

w0, ..., wn = arg min
w0,...,wn

n∑
i=1

(ηpred − ηtrue)2 (6)

where wi was determined using linear regression, and the bias α was determined to maximize

the negative correlation between ln(x1 + α) and ηtrue. The calculated viscosity ηtrue was

obtained from Kobayashi et al,36 which were calculated from the stress tensor of the sliding

wall.

2.4 Detection of Characteristic Behavior

As Equation (5) is a function of the embedding vectors, an interpretation of the embedding

vectors in terms of molecular movements is necessary to relate the latter to the resulting

viscosity. For this, we introduce the function g(xi) such that,

gij(xi) = Ex′∼yj

[
f ∗ij(xi)− f ∗ij(x′)

]
. (7)

The function g(xi) is the measures of characteristics for a specific molecular movement in

system i, compared to the average dynamics in the other system j, i.e. it is a measurement
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of the contribution of xi to Wij (Fig. 1d). Thus, Wij can equivalently be written as,

Wij = Ex∼yi
[g(xi)] . (8)

If the function g(xi) specifies the characteristic dynamics that enlarge Wij, then the char-

acteristic molecular movement is also related to the PCs. For instance, if two systems are

distant only along the PC1 in the embedding map, the difference in the PC1 reflects the

Wasserstein distance. Hence the characteristic molecular movement contributes to the dif-

ferences in PC1.

3 Result and Discussion

3.1 Embedding Map

We characterized the molecular movements of the 16 different systems using the LDE, calcu-

lated the relative differences and obtained the embedded vectors using the ML methods. In

this section, we present an embedding map that can differentiate the molecular movements

of the 16 systems. Fig. 4 illustrates the embedded vectors of 16 systems in the PC1–PC2

plane. For PC1, the systems with varying wall sliding speed located on the right side, which

was true for all lubricant types. The logarithmic scale on the PC1 axis indicates that the

molecular movements equally changed with the change of speed in the sliding wall. Con-

versely, PC2 of the alkane lubricants (hexadecane, PAO, pristane) and OMCTS diverged

with an increase in sliding speed with each other. The alkane lubricants moved from the left

-middle to the right-bottoms with the increase of the speed. In contrast, PC2 of OMCTS

systems shifted the other way, i.e. from the middle-left to the top-right. This suggests that

similar and contrasting properties of the alkane lubricants and OMCTS could be decoupled

by PC1 and PC2, respectively.
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3.2 Viscosity Prediction

The PC1 trend agrees with the shear thinning effect, where the viscosity of a fluid decreases

in response to an increase in the shear velocity. To quantitatively evaluate the relationship

between the PC1 and viscosity, the correlation between the logarithm of PC1 and the loga-

rithm of the viscosity was calculated, and was observed to be a strongly negative (r = −0.94;

see Fig. 5). Furthermore, all three principal components were fitted into the ML model us-

ing Equation (5) to predict viscosity. The magnitude of correlation increased slightly to

r = 0.95 as shown in Fig. 6. Considering that the inverse of the positive and negative sign

between the two correlation coefficients is due to the weight parameter for PC1, the viscosity

is presumably determined just by PC1. While the recent study showed that stress tensors

from NEMD simulations can show the viscosity,41 our results suggests that the viscosity is

presumed similarly from the molecular movements.

3.3 Interpretation of the Embedding Map

To interpret the differences in the molecular movements indicated in the PC1 and PC2, we

specified the characteristic molecular movements using g(x). In this section, we compared

low-viscosity systems to high-viscosity system. First, the system consisting of OMCTS and

V = 1 m/s was compared to the system with PAO and V = 0.001 m/s. The two systems

have the largest PC1 difference. The probability distribution of g(x) of the latter system

was used as the reference because it had a more or less normal distribution. This implies

that the molecular movement whose g(x) is equal to the average g(x) over the distribution

is representative of the cases with slow sliding speeds. The probability distribution of g(x)

for OMCTS with V = 1 m/s has a skew to the right, indicating that the characteristic

behavior of the OMCTS and high shear system is rare (Fig. 7a). Fig. 7b shows that the

characteristic trajectories are related to the magnitude of displacement in the streamwise

direction: Thus g(x) corresponds to the magnitude of displacement. Interestingly, some of

the characteristic molecular movement was in the opposite direction to the wall sliding. A
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comparison of the wall-normal position and g(x) is shown in Fig. 7c, in order to investigate

the effect of the structure induced by the confinement. The distribution of g(x) is broadly

symmetric to the center of the middle plane between the walls. Some plots on low g(x) are

between the two layers, suggesting molecular movements of low g(x) include layer transitions.

These results indicate that, irrespective of the flow or anti-flow directions, larger movements

are the characteristic molecular movements of OMCTS with V = 0.001 m/s whereas the

small movements are the non-characteristic molecular movements, some of which include

transitions between the layers.

Next, we compared the PAO with V = 1 m/s to the PAO with V = 0.001 m/s. PC1 of

the PAO with V = 1 m/s is similar to that of the OMCTS with V = 1 m/s, whereas the

PC2s are quite different. In the PAO with V = 1 m/s system, the probability distribution

of g(x) has two peaks with almost equal values (Fig. 8a), which is indicative of two types

of molecular movements. The higher g(x) mode corresponds to molecular movements in the

same speed as the sliding wall (V = 1 m/s), whereas the lower mode corresponded to the

static molecules (Fig. 8b). Fig. 8c shows that the value of g(x) is strongly related to the

position of the molecules along the direction normal to the wall, where molecular movements

in the top layer shows the high g(x) values. Similar results were observed for other alkane

lubricants (see Fig. S3). These results indicate that alkane lubricants are absorbed into the

top and bottom walls when the sliding speed is high.

From the above two comparisons, the difference in PC1 was estimated to reflect the

overall diffusion, whereas the mechanisms of diffusion were related to PC2. We note that

there is no theoretical support for relationships of PC1–diffusion and PC2–mechanism, and

the interpretations of PC1 and PC2 can vary with changes of molecule types and number of

systems. The relation of PC1 and diffusion suggests that in the confined systems viscosity is

largely determined by diffusion, as described in the reciprocal relationship between viscosity

and diffusion length by the Stokes-Einstein equation. The differences in PC2 suggest that the

mechanisms for the shear thinning in OMCTS and alkane lubricants are different. The sliding
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wall affects the OMCTS through absorption and disassociation, which is knows as the stick-

slip mechanism.42–44 The wall can drag the absorbed OMCTS until the ordered structure of

OMCTS is unable to sustain the deformation. At the critical point, disassociation between

the wall and molecules occurs to maintain the ordered structure of the OMCTS. The potential

energy in the OMCTS molecules is converted into kinetic energy of OMCTS molecules which

dissipates as heat through the collisions with each others and atoms in the walls. Such

collisions can induce motion that is opposite to the sliding direction. In contrast, alkane

lubricants may interact more strongly with the wall than with each other. Consequently, the

upper layer moves with the wall, while the lower layer stays static, leading to the separation

of the upper and lower layers. This result is regarded as the extreme case of plug slip that was

observed the previous research for flexible linear molecules in thicker layers under very fast

shear (20 m/s).45 These results suggest that slip between either the lubricant layers or the

wall–lubricant interface is the key to shear thinning, which agrees with previously reported

experimental studies.46–48 In addition, the two types of the slip mechanisms support the

previous study that proposed the independence between velocity profile and friction.49

4 Conclusions

We have presented the combination of an unsupervised ML method that represents molecular

movements with features in an embedding map, and constructed a simple supervised ML

model to predict viscosity based on these features. The simple model was applied to lubricant

molecules in confined systems, and the model was successfully used to predict their viscosity.

Furthermore, the differences in the features were interpreted by detecting the characteristic

molecular movements in low-viscosity systems. We have found that the viscosity-related

feature corresponded to the large diffusion. The other feature distinguished the different

molecular mechanics, i.e. stick-skip and adhesion to the wall.

The presented analysis can be applied to various other systems to investigate the relation-
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ship between the transport properties and molecular movements. The influence of additives

on lubricants can be related to the properties of the lubricant via the induced molecular

movements of lubricants. This approach is also applicable to other materials where trans-

port properties are crucial such as ions in batteries and gases molecules through selective

membranes. We believe that ML-assisted analysis of molecular movements can extract im-

portant information. The movements would help bridge the gap between the static molecular

structures and the transport properties, hence suggesting guidelines for material design.

Supporting Information

Supporting information is available for free of charge. Streamwise displacement of UA par-
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m/s; Distribution of g(x), characteristic molecular movements and positions in wall-normal

direction for PAO and Pristane with V=1 m/s.
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Tkatchenko, A.; Müller, K.-R. Machine learning force fields. Chemical Reviews 2021,

121, 10142–10186.

(6) Nguyen, M.-T.; Rousseau, R.; Paviet, P. D.; Glezakou, V.-A. Actinide Molten Salts:

A Machine-Learning Potential Molecular Dynamics Study. ACS Applied Materials &

Interfaces 2021, 13, 53398–53408.

(7) Liang, W.; Lu, G.; Yu, J. Machine-learning-driven simulations on microstructure and

thermophysical properties of MgCl2–KCl eutectic. ACS Applied Materials & Interfaces

2021, 13, 4034–4042.

(8) Rodriguez, A.; Lam, S.; Hu, M. Thermodynamic and Transport Properties of LiF and

FLiBe Molten Salts with Deep Learning Potentials. ACS Applied Materials & Interfaces

2021, 13, 55367–55379.

(9) Riniker, S. Molecular dynamics fingerprints (MDFP): machine learning from MD data

to predict free-energy differences. Journal of chemical information and modeling 2017,

57, 726–741.

(10) Kirch, A.; Celaschi, Y. M.; de Almeida, J. M.; Miranda, C. R. Brine–Oil Interfacial Ten-

sion Modeling: Assessment of Machine Learning Techniques Combined with Molecular

Dynamics. ACS applied materials & interfaces 2020, 12, 15837–15843.

(11) Ritt, C. L.; Liu, M.; Pham, T. A.; Epsztein, R.; Kulik, H. J.; Elimelech, M. Ma-

13



chine learning reveals key ion selectivity mechanisms in polymeric membranes with

subnanometer pores. Science advances 2022, 8, eabl5771.
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(23) Pérez, A.; Mart́ınez-Rosell, G.; De Fabritiis, G. Simulations meet machine learning in

structural biology. Current opinion in structural biology 2018, 49, 139–144.

(24) Rahman, A.; Deshpande, P.; Radue, M. S.; Odegard, G. M.; Gowtham, S.; Ghosh, S.;

Spear, A. D. A machine learning framework for predicting the shear strength of carbon

nanotube-polymer interfaces based on molecular dynamics simulation data. Composites

Science and Technology 2021, 207, 108627.

(25) Chakraborty, P.; Liu, Y.; Ma, T.; Guo, X.; Cao, L.; Hu, R.; Wang, Y. Quenching ther-

mal transport in aperiodic superlattices: A molecular dynamics and machine learning

study. ACS Applied Materials & Interfaces 2020, 12, 8795–8804.

(26) Liu, Z.; Yang, X.; Zhang, B.; Li, W. High Thermal Conductivity of Wurtzite Boron

Arsenide Predicted by Including Four-Phonon Scattering with Machine Learning Po-

tential. ACS Applied Materials & Interfaces 2021, 13, 53409–53415.

(27) Sendek, A. D.; Cubuk, E. D.; Antoniuk, E. R.; Cheon, G.; Cui, Y.; Reed, E. J. Machine

learning-assisted discovery of solid Li-ion conducting materials. Chemistry of Materials

2018, 31, 342–352.

15



(28) Wang, Z.; Dong, J.; Qiu, J.; Wang, L. All-Atom Nonadiabatic Dynamics Simulation

of Hybrid Graphene Nanoribbons Based on Wannier Analysis and Machine Learning.

ACS Applied Materials & Interfaces 2022,

(29) Allers, J. P.; Priest, C. W.; Greathouse, J. A.; Alam, T. M. Using Computationally-

Determined Properties for Machine Learning Prediction of Self-Diffusion Coefficients

in Pure Liquids. The Journal of Physical Chemistry B 2021, 125, 12990–13002.

(30) Holmberg, K.; Erdemir, A. Influence of tribology on global energy consumption, costs

and emissions. Friction 2017, 5, 263–284.

(31) Ewen, J.; Heyes, D.; Dini, D. Advances in nonequilibrium molecular dynamics simula-

tions of lubricants and additives. Friction 2018, 6, 349–386.

(32) Ewen, J. P.; Spikes, H. A.; Dini, D. Contributions of molecular dynamics simulations

to elastohydrodynamic lubrication. Tribology Letters 2021, 69, 1–15.

(33) Urbakh, M.; Klafter, J.; Gourdon, D.; Israelachvili, J. The nonlinear nature of friction.

Nature 2004, 430, 525–528.

(34) Spikes, H.; Jie, Z. History, origins and prediction of elastohydrodynamic friction. Tri-

bology Letters 2014, 56, 1–25.

(35) Endo, K.; Yuhara, D.; Tomobe, K.; Yasuoka, K. Detection of molecular behavior that

characterizes systems using a deep learning approach. Nanoscale 2019, 11, 10064–

10071.

(36) Kobayashi, Y.; Arai, N.; Yasuoka, K. in preparation.

(37) Villani, C. Optimal transport: old and new ; Springer, 2009; Vol. 338.

(38) Arjovsky, M.; Chintala, S.; Bottou, L. Wasserstein generative adversarial networks.

International conference on machine learning. 2017; pp 214–223.

16



(39) Gulrajani, I.; Ahmed, F.; Arjovsky, M.; Dumoulin, V.; Courville, A. C. Improved

training of wasserstein gans. Advances in neural information processing systems. 2017;

pp 5767–5777.

(40) Kingma, D. P.; Ba, J. Adam: A method for stochastic optimization. arXiv preprint

arXiv:1412.6980 2014,

(41) Kadupitiya, J.; Jadhao, V. Probing the rheological properties of liquids under conditions

of elastohydrodynamic lubrication using simulations and machine learning. Tribology

Letters 2021, 69, 1–19.

(42) Tanaka, K.; Kato, T.; Matsumoto, Y. Molecular dynamics simulation of vibrational

friction force due to molecular deformation in confined lubricant film. J. Trib. 2003,

125, 587–591.

(43) Lei, Y.; Leng, Y. Stick-slip friction and energy dissipation in boundary lubrication.

Physical review letters 2011, 107, 147801.

(44) Xu, R.-G.; Leng, Y. Squeezing and stick–slip friction behaviors of lubricants in bound-

ary lubrication. Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences 2018, 115, 6560–6565.

(45) Ewen, J. P.; Gattinoni, C.; Zhang, J.; Heyes, D. M.; Spikes, H. A.; Dini, D. On the effect

of confined fluid molecular structure on nonequilibrium phase behaviour and friction.

Physical Chemistry Chemical Physics 2017, 19, 17883–17894.

(46) Smith, A. M.; Hallett, J. E.; Perkin, S. Solidification and superlubricity with molecular

alkane films. Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences 2019, 116, 25418–25423.

(47) Rosenhek-Goldian, I.; Kampf, N.; Yeredor, A.; Klein, J. On the question of whether

lubricants fluidize in stick–slip friction. Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences

2015, 112, 7117–7122.

17



(48) Thompson, P. A.; Robbins, M. O.; Grest, G. S. Structure and Shear Response in

Nanometer-Thick Films. Israel Journal of Chemistry 1995, 35, 93–106.

(49) Porras-Vazquez, A.; Martinie, L.; Vergne, P.; Fillot, N. Independence between friction

and velocity distribution in fluids subjected to severe shearing and confinement. Physical

Chemistry Chemical Physics 2018, 20, 27280–27293.

18



⋯

⋯

⋯
⋯

⋯
⋯⋯

𝑔 𝒙! = 𝔼" 𝑓!# 𝒙! − 𝑓!# (𝒙#)

Feature extraction 𝑊 =
𝑊$$ ⋯ 𝑊$%
⋮ ⋱ ⋮

𝑊%$ ⋯ 𝑊%%

𝑔 𝒙! : High

D
is

pl
ac

em
en

t

Low

Time

𝑊!#

Pr
ed

ic
te

d
vi

sc
os

ity
 

Viscosity 

𝒙!

𝒙!

𝒙#

𝒙#

Molecular dynamics simulations 

𝑓!# 𝑓!#

Differences in LDEs (unsupervised learning) 

Supervised learning 

a

b

system 𝑖 system 𝑗

Local dynamics ensembles (LDE)

c Prediction of viscosity

Molecular movements

𝑖

𝑗

d Interpretation of prediction

Figure 1: Scheme of machine learning (ML) to predict transport properties from molecular
movements. (a) Molecular movements is obtained from molecular dynamics (MD) simula-
tions, and represented by local dynamics ensemble (LDE). LDE is the ensemble of short-term
trajectories x of the geometrical center of each molecule. (b) The differences of LDEs are
calculated based on Wasserstein distance W using deep neural networks f . (c) Wasserstein
distances are calculated for all the pairs, and a distance matrix is obtained. Based on the
distance matrix, features for each system are obtained, which are then used to predict vis-
cosity. (d) The predicted viscosity is interpreted using g(x), which can detect characteristic
molecular movements that is related the features. If a molecular movement has a high g(xi)
value, it is characteristic to system i.
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Figure 2: United-atom (UA) models of the lubricant molecules, Hexadecane, Octamethyl-
cyclotetrasiloxane (OMCTS), Polyalphaolefin 8 (PAO) and Pristane.

20



a b

c d

Figure 3: Comparison of molecular movements between all particles in UA model and that of
the geometrical center. The histogram shows the probability distributions of displacements
in the streamwise direction at 640 ps. (a) UA particles of OMCTS. (b) UA particles of PAO.
(c) The geometrical center of OMCTS. (d) The geometrical center of PAO.
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Figure 4: Embedded vectors of the 16 systems. The logarithmic values of principal compo-
nent (PC) 1 were obtained by adding a appropriate bias which was determined to minimize
the correlation between PC1 and the calculated viscosity.
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Figure 5: The correlation between PC1 to viscosity. The viscosity was calculated by
Kobayashi et al36 .
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Figure 6: Prediction of viscosity using supervised ML model Equation (5).
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Figure 7: Characteristic molecular movements of OMCTS with V = 1 m/s. The high vis-
cosity system of PAO with V = 0.001 m/s was used for the reference system. (a) Histogram
of the probability distribution of g(x) in the system of OMCTS with V = 1 m/s. (b) History
of displacements of the geometrical centers at 650 ps for 100 randomly selected trajectories.
The trajectories are colored according to the value of g(x). (c) Distribution of g(x) along
the position in normal direction normal to confined walls, i.e. z axis. The position of z axis
was the average position for each short-term trajectory. The axis of z was normalized by the
wall thickness to make the range lie between -0.5 to 0.5.
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Figure 8: Characteristic molecular movements of PAO with V = 1 m/s. The high viscosity
system of PAO with V = 0.001 m/s was used for the reference system. (a) Histogram of
the probability distribution of g(x) in the system of PAO with V = 1 m/s. (b) History of
displacements of the geometrical centers at 650 ps for 100 randomly selected trajectories.
The trajectories are colored according to the value of g(x). (c) Distribution of g(x) along
the position in normal direction normal to confined walls, i.e. z axis. The position of z axis
was the average position for each short-term trajectory. The axis of z was normalized by the
wall thickness to make the range lie between -0.5 to 0.5.
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