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The traditional display of elements in the periodic table is convenient for the study of chemistry and physics.
However, the atomic number alone is insufficient for training statistical machine learning models to describe

and extract composition-structure-property relationships.

Here, we assess the similarity and correlations

contained within high-dimensional local and distributed representations of the chemical elements, as imple-
mented in an open-source Python package ELEMENTEMBEDDINGS. These include element vectors of up to
200 dimensions derived from known physical properties, crystal structure analysis, natural language process-
ing, and deep learning models. A range of distance measures are compared and a clustering of elements into
familiar groups is found using dimensionality reduction techniques. The cosine similarity is used to assess
the utility of these metrics for crystal structure prediction, showing that they can outperform the traditional
radius ratio rules for the structural classification of AB binary solids.

I. INTRODUCTION

The periodic table offers an effective description of the
elements in order of increasing atomic number. Its true
power comes from the latent information that it con-
tains. Chemists are educated to recall periodic trends
in electronic configuration, atomic radius, electronega-
tivity, accessible oxidation states, and related character-
istics. This understanding gives the ability to rapidly
assess, with bias, whether a particular compound will be
stable or infer what properties a molecule or material
may possess without detailed computations.!™

Significant advances have been made in the statistical
description of chemical systems with the application of
supervised, unsupervised and generative machine learn-
ing (ML) techniques.®” A critical factor in the perfor-
mance of such ML models for chemical systems is the
representation of the constituent elements. The atomic
number of an element can be augmented or replaced by
a vector that may be built directly from standard data
tables, trained from chemical datasets using a machine
learning model, or even generated from random numbers.
Such representations can be categorised as local (vector
components with specific meaning) or distributed (vec-
tor components learned from training data). These have
been used to build powerful ML models for property pre-
diction based on composition alone.8 1!

Perhaps the simplest local representation is one-hot en-
coding where a binary n-dimensional vector v is used to
categorise the atomic number of the element, e.g. H can
be represented as [1000...] and He as [0100...]. A single
component is ‘hot’ for each element, thus providing an
orthogonal and sparse description. A selection of other
common representations from the literature is given in
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TABLE I. Summary of the element vector representations
discussed in this work.

Name Dimension Origin
Magpie™? 22 Element properties
MatScholar®® 200 Literature word embedding
Mat2vec'? 200 Literature word embedding
MEGnet!'® 16 Crystal graph neutral network
Oliynyk!® 44 Element properties
Random_200 200 Random numbers
SkipAtom®” 200 Structure graph pooling
Table 1.

In this study, we are interested in the latent chem-
ical information that can be distilled from such high-
dimensional element representations. We consider the
fundamental concept of element similarity, which can be
defined here as the distance or correlation between el-
emental vectors. We explore various metrics and then
apply them to data-driven structure classification for the
case of binary solids. The underlying tools have been
combined into an open-source and modular Python pack-
age ELEMENTEMBEDDINGS to support future investiga-
tions.

Il. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION
A. Element representations

We consider four vector representations of the chemical
elements in the main text, but cover all seven mentioned
in Table I in the final section for applications to crystal
structure prediction, with additional analysis provided
as Electronic Supplementary Information (ESI). The aim
here is not to be exhaustive but to cover a set of distinct
approaches that have been developed for chemical mod-



els. The analysis is performed on elements 1 (H) — 83
(Bi) as higher atomic number elements are not covered
in all representation schemes. For SkipAtom, only 80 el-
ements are considered as the noble gases Ar, He and Ne
are not contained within the representation. The source
of the training data for these vectors was the Materials
Project, which is largely focused on inorganic crystals.

The Magpie'? representation is a 22-dimensional vec-
tor. It is a local representation where the vector com-
ponents have specific meaning as they are built from
elemental properties including atomic number, effec-
tive radii, and the row of the periodic table. The
Mat2vec'* representation is a 200-dimensional vector dis-
tributed representation built from unsupervised word
embeddings'® of over 3 million abstracts of publica-
tions between 1922 and 2018. In contrast, the atomic
weights from a crystal graph convolutional neural net-
work trained to predict the formation energies of crys-
talline materials are used to generate the 16 dimensional
MEGnet!® representation. The Random200 representa-
tion is simply a 200-dimensional vector generated ran-
domly for each element, employed here as a control mea-
sure. Each vector component is generated from the stan-
dard normal distribution, N(0, 1).

The actual vectors were collected from various sources:
the Magpie, Olinyk and Mat2Vec representations were
obtained as csv files from the CBFV repository '7; the
Matscholar and MEGnet16 were obtained from the LR-
CFMD/ELMD repository??; the SkipAtom embeddings
were obtained from the LANTUNES /SKIPATOM repository;
NUMPY?! was used to generate the Random_ 200 vec-
tors. We found that the original Oliynyk csv file had 4
columns with missing values: Miracle_Radius_[pm]; crys-
tal_radius; MB_electronegativty; Mulliken_EN. For Mira-
cle_Radius_[pm], we used the mode to impute the missing
values and for the other 3 columns, we used knn-imput-
ing with the default parameters in SCIKIT-LEARN?2. The
choice of imputation was such that the overall distribu-
tion was preserved. All embedding vectors used in this
work have been standardised prior to analysis.

B. Similarity measures

The distance between two vectors depends on the
choice of measure in n dimensional space. We assess the
pairwise distances between elements representations A
and B. The Minkowski distance is a metric in the normed
vector space, which is a generalisation of the common dis-
tance metrics Euclidean, Manhattan and Chebyshev:

d(A,B) = (Z |A; — B;[P)V/P (1)

Those three distance metrics can be derived from the
Minkowski distance by appropriately choosing the expo-
nent p.

For p = 2, we obtain the Euclidean (or L2) distance
which is the length of a line segment connecting A and

dp(AB) = /(A1 —B1)2+---+ (A, — B,)? (2

For p = 1, the Manhattan (or L1) distance is obtained
which can be defined from a sum of the absolute differ-
ences in each dimension:

dy(AB) = |Ai - Byl (3)
i=1

In contrast, the Chebyshev distance is obtained from the
limiting case of p — oo and takes account of the great-
est one-dimensional separation across the n-dimensional
space:

dc(A,B) = m?X(|Ai — Bil) (4)

Taking the example of the separation between the ele-
ments Li and K in the Magpie representation, dg = 4.09,
dyr = 7.87 and do = 3.39, which shows the typical vari-
ation in absolute values. A larger difference between Li
and Bi, expected due to their placement in the periodic
table, is found with dg = 9.85, dy; = 37.74 and d¢ =
3.55. For completeness, the Wasserstein metric (earth
mover’s distance), which has been adapted for materi-
als problems,?3?4 is also included as a function in ELE-
MENTEMBEDDINGS and shown in Figure S5.

Element separations are plotted for Euclidean and
Manhattan distance in Figures 1 and 2, with other mea-
sures shown in the ESI. The elements are ordered in in-
creasing atomic number along the z-axis and decreasing
atomic number along the y-axis. This cuts across the
groups in the periodic table. The leading diagonals in
the distance plots are zero-valued as they correspond to
d(A,A). The lighter blues correspond to elements whose
vector representations are close to each other within the
chosen metric space. These elements can be interpreted
as similar to each other. Stripes are seen for the nobel
gas elements, such as Kr and Xe, which are very differ-
ent from the neighbouring halogens and alkali metals. On
a visual basis, the global structure of the heatmaps ap-
pears similar for the Euclidean and Manhattan distances,
with the main difference being the absolute scale of the
distances. Less structure is seen for the Random_200 vec-
tors, as expected for this control representation.

Alternatively, we can consider the angle between vec-
tors using the cosine similarity based on the dot product:

A-B
0 = [aB] ®)
For the case of Li and K, cos(8) = 0.738 for Magpie and
-0.095 for Mat2vec. These change to -0.603 and -0.001,
respectively, for the Li and Bi pair. The pairwise cosine
similarities for the four chosen representations are shown
in Figure 3.

The Pearson correlation coefficient provides a measure

of the linear correlation:

PAB = ———— (6)
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FIG. 1. Map of the pairwise Euclidean distance between el-
ement vectors for four representation schemes. The elements
are ordered in increasing atomic number along the axes from
1 (H) to 83 (Bi).
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FIG. 2. Map of the pairwise Manhattan distance between
element vectors for four representation schemes.

where the numerator and denominator refer to the covari-
ance and standard deviation, respectively. For the same
case of Li and K (Bi), pri, x = 0.717 (-0.533) for Magpie
and -0.094 (0.005) for Mat2vec. The Pearson correlation
between each element is plotted in Figure 4.

The cosine similarity and Pearson correlation are con-
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FIG. 3. Map of the cosine similarity between element vectors
for four representation schemes.

venient metrics as both cos(f) and p € [—1,1]. The
resulting heat maps are visually similar, with compa-
rable structure to the distance metrics. Histograms of
the values are shown in Figures S3 and S4. A skewed
distribution is found in each case with the exception of
Random_200, which follows a normal distribution by con-
struction. We note that the cosine similarity is scale-
invariant as it only depends on the angles between vec-
tors. Some elemental representation schemes may be sen-
sitive to bias in the training data, such as an abundance
of certain metal oxides, that produce outliers in vector
components. Therefore, we use cosine similarity in later
sections.

C. Periodic trends

Beyond understanding the pairwise connection be-
tween elements, we can go deeper to investigate how the
elements are distributed across the n dimensions in each
representation. For this, we use dimensionality reduc-
tion techniques based on unsupervised machine learning
analysis. These two-dimensional plots enable intuitive in-
terpretations of the elemental representations and aid in
determining the connection to standard elemental group-
ings.

The first method is principal component analysis
(PCA). Here two principal component axes are defined
using a linear transformation of the original features that
give the greatest variance in the vector components. The
PCA, generated using SCIKIT-LEARN?2, is shown in Fig-
ure 5 with each data point coloured by the group in the
periodic table.
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FIG. 4. Map of the Pearson correlation coefficient between

element vectors for four representation schemes. . . L
FIG. 6. Two-dimensional projection of four element represen-

tations using t-SNE.
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distributions, whereas in the distributed representations
it tends to be clustered with other elements, reflecting
how it has been observed in training data from crystals
such as HF and LiH.

FIG. 5. Two-dimensional projection of four element represen-
tations using principal component analysis.

The second approach is t-distributed stochastic neigh- L L
bour embedding (t-SNE). Unlike PCA, this algorithm  D- Application to crystal structure prediction
is a nonlinear dimensionality reduction technique that
can better separate data which is not linearly separa- We have established that chemical correlations are
ble. Here a probability distribution is generated to rep- found within the various elemental representations. The
resent the similarities between neighbouring points in next question is if they can be useful beyond their original
the original high-dimensional space and a similar distri- purpose. We consider a simple classification case in crys-



tal structure prediction, a research topic of widespread
importance in computational chemistry.*-2%:26

The radius ratio rules were developed to rationalise
the local coordination and crystal structure preferences
of ionic solids.2” In this model, the coordination number
of a cation is determined by the balance between the
electrostatic attraction (cation-anion interactions) and
repulsion (anion-anion interactions). A geometric anal-
ysis predicts that 8-fold (cubic) coordination should be
obtained when the radius ratio p = reation/Tanion falls in
the range 0.732 — 1.000. A 6-fold coordination environ-
ment is predicted for 0.414 < p < 0.732, while 4-fold co-
ordination is predicted for 0.225 < p < 0.414. For binary
AB solids, these regimes are typified by the CsCl (8-fold),
rocksalt (6-fold), or zinc blende/wurtzite (4-fold) struc-
tures. While it is accepted that there are many cases
where these rules fail, especially in the lower radius ratio
regime,?® they are still commonly taught in undergradu-
ate programs due to their instructive nature.

To assess the utility of the various element embeddings
for this problem, we follow the structure substitution pro-
cedure proposed by Hautier et al? and as implemented in
the Python code SMACT >=2.3.30"32 In this approach,
the likelihood that a new chemical composition (X) will
adopt the crystal structure of a known chemical compo-
sition (X') depends on the substitution probability func-
tion p(X, X’). The original pairwise substitution weights
were learned from a training set of inorganic materials
from the Inorganic Crystal Structure Database.?3 How-
ever, we instead use the cosine similarity between ele-
ment representations, i.e. we make an assumption that
the preferred crystal structure is the one that maximises
cos(X, X').

Unary substitutions are considered here, i.e. where two
compositions differ by one element. This allows us to

_ e

approximate the probability function to p(X,X') = &,
where Z is the partition function, and A is the metric for
chemical similarity. These are the pairwise substitution
weights in the original model.??. In the SMACT imple-
mentation, these can be a user-defined, pairwise metric
for similarity which here is defined as cos(X,X’). A re-
lated procedure has been employed by Wang et al to pre-
dict new stable compounds®*3®, and an extension based
on metric learning has been reported by Kusaba et al.3¢

To obtain a set of binary AB solids that adopt one of
the four structure types as their ground-state structure,
we queried the Materials Project (version: 2022.10.28)37
using PYMATGEN38. The query was carried out us-
ing the parameters: formula= %1 x 1; theoretical=False;
is_metal=False. This query returned 494 binary AB
solids. We chose to exclude metallic materials to focus
on compositions where the bonding should be heteropo-
lar. Some of the materials in this dataset contained poly-
morphs of the same composition. For example, 83 ZnS
entries were returned. The data was filtered by only keep-
ing the polymorph of a composition with the lowest en-
ergy above the convex hull as an approximation for rel-
ative stability. This filter reduced the dataset from 494

TABLE II. Classification accuracy for the crystal structure
preference of 101 binary AB solids. For comparison, the ra-
dius ratio rules, based on Shannon ionic radii, have an accu-
racy of 54 %.

Element Embedding Accuracy
Random_200 58.0%
Hautier et al. 54.0%

SkipAtom 68.0%
Oliynyk 75.0%
MEGNet16 73.0%
Magpie 78.0%
MatScholar 81.0%
Mat2vec 80.0%

materials to 233. The query data was further filtered by
matching the structures to one of the four aforementioned
structure types using the structure_matcher module in
PYMATGEN?®with the default parameters.

Our process led to a dataset of 101 unique compounds.
The final filter was to check that the remaining com-
pounds could be assigned oxidation states, which led to
a final dataset of 100 compounds. Taking the empirical
Shannon radii® for each ion, averaged over coordination
environments, the radius ratio rules are found to cor-
rectly predict the ground-state crystal structures in 54%
of cases. This assessment was performed on 81 of the
100 compounds as Shannon radii are not available for
all ions. For instance, oxygen is assigned a -1 oxidation
state in AgO (mp-1079720), which has no available ra-
dius. The performance is lower than the 66% reported in
a recent study of the predictive power of Pauling’s rules,
and using Pauling’s univalent radii, to assign the coordi-
nation preferences of metals in a dataset of around 5000
metal oxides.*® The differences likely arise from the use
of averaged Shannon radii and sensitivity to the chosen
dataset.

The measure of performance defined here is classifica-
tion accuracy. It is determined by the number of composi-
tions with correctly predicted ground state structure, via
the most probable substitution, over the total number of
compositions in the dataset:

Number of correct structure types

(7)

Accuracy =
Y Total number of compositions

The performance of the elemental representations ranges
from 68 to 81 %. FEach representation performed bet-
ter at this task than the previous data-mined weights of
Hautier et al, with Random_200 performing the worst.
The classification between structure types is compared
in Figure 7, with confusion matrices shown in Figure 8
to further illustrate the breakdown in class predictions.
We find that representations derived from literature
word embeddings (MatScholar and Mat2Vec) have com-
parable performance with their confusion matrices being
almost identical. Both capture similar correlations from
the dataset of abstracts on which they were trained. The
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FIG. 7. Performance of element representations at classify-
ing the crystal structures of binary AB solids. The Materials
Project bar refers to the ground truth label (structure at the
bottom of the thermodynamic convex hull) for the 100 com-
positions in the dataset.

poorer performance of the original weights from Hautier
et. al?” can be attributed to the absence of particular ox-
idation states, which led to some compositions not being
assigned to a structure. This is a limitation of species-
based measures as compared to those based on the ele-
ment identity alone. As materials databases have grown
compared to a decade ago, there should be a greater di-
versity of compounds not included in the original training
of these weights, which could extend their functionality.

Finally, we note that while we can not exclude data
leakage due to structure environments being present in
the training data for some of the chosen element vectors,
this particular use case has not been explicitly targeted
in the training of the distributed representations.

I1l. CONCLUSION

In summary, by exploring high-dimensional represen-
tations of chemical elements derived from diverse sources,
we have demonstrated the potential for enhanced similar-
ity and correlation assessments. These descriptions can
complement and even outperform traditional measures,
as shown in the case of crystal structure prediction and
classification for binary solids. Effective chemical repre-
sentations can enhance our understanding and prediction
of material properties and we hope that the associated
Python toolkit provided will support these developments.

Data availability statement: A repository containing
the element embeddings and associated analysis code
have been made available on Github (https://github.
com/WMD-group/ElementEmbeddings) with a snapshot
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FIG. 8. Confusion matrices for the classification of binary
AB crystal structures for 8 element substitution (similarity)
measures.

on Zenodo (DOI: 10.5281/zenodo.8101633). The pack-
age is readily extendable to other elemental and material
representations and similarity measures.
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Supplementary Note 1: Similarity measures Within the main body of the text, only
the Euclidean and Manhattan distances are shown for four of the similarity measures. Here,
we show the distance measures currently available in ELEMENTEMBEDDINGS for seven of
the representation schemes. The distance measures mentioned in the main body of the text,
Euclidean, Manhattan and Chebyshev are depicted in Figures S1, S2 and S3, respectively.

The cosine distance is also included as a distance measure within the package. It is the

complement of the cosine similarity:

A-B
deosine = 1 —cos(0) =1 — ———— (S1)
|A[[[IB]]

The heatmaps associated with this distance measure are shown in Figure S4.
Another metric included in the package is the Wasserstein distance which can be defined
as the minimum amount of work required to transform distribution v into v. The first

Wasserstein distance for distributions « and v is:

Wi(u,v) = inf /R i |z — yldm(x,y) (S2)

7l (u,0)
where I'(u, v) is the set of distributions on R x R whose marginals are u and v on the first and
second factors, respectively. The heatmap associated with this distance measure is shown
in Figure S5.

The Pearson correlation and cosine similarity measures which appear in the main text
are also extended to seven representation schemes. Their maps are shown in Figures S6
and S8. An additional correlation coefficient included in the package is the Spearman’s
rank correlation coefficient. This correlation measure assesses the monotonic relationship
between two variables.

cov(R(A), R(B))

Ts = PR(A),R(B) = R A TRE) (83)

Figure S7 shows the heatmaps associated with this measure.



Supplementary Note 2: Similarity distributions Figures S9 and S10 feature the
distribution of the Pearson correlation coefficient and cosine similarity values between the

element vectors, respectively.

Supplementary Note 3: Two-dimensional projections The PCA and t-SNE plots
which are depicted in the main body of the text are shown in Figures S11 and S12 for seven
of the representations. Addtionally, a plot for UMAP is also provided in Figure S13. For the
skipatom representation in Figure S11, the two-dimensional projection is heavily compressed

due to the anomalous Kr vector.

Supplementary Note 4: Crystal structure prediction SMACT was used to per-
form crystal structure prediction via structure substitutions of known materials from the
Materials Project. Tables S1 and S2 show the target formulas and for each representa-
tion, the template material which the target formula was substituted in order to assign the

structure to the target.
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vertical and horizontal stripes in the skipatom representation, and features in others, correspond

to the noble gases Kr and Xe.
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TABLE S1: Table of the target formulas from the Materials
Project and the template materials used to predict the struc-
ture of the target material. The template materials can be

considered the most similar under each representation.

target_formula oliynyk_template = matscholar_template mat2vec_template random_200_template

AgBr (mp-23231)
AgCl (mp-22922)
Agl (mp-22925)

AgO (mp-1079720)

AlAs (mp-2172)
AIN (mp-661)
AIP (mp-1550)
AlISb (mp-2624)
BAs (mp-10044)
BP (mp-1479)
BaO (mp-1342)
BaS (mp-1500)
BaSe (mp-1253)
BaTe (mp-1000)
BeO (mp-2542)
BeS (mp-422)
BeSe (mp-1541)
BeTe (mp-252)
CaO (mp-2605)
CaS (mp-1672)
CaSe (mp-1415)
CaTe (mp-1519)
CdS (mp-672)
CdSe (mp-2691)

AgCl (mp-22922)
AgBr (mp-23231)
AgBr (mp-23231)
AgCl (mp-22922)
GaAs (mp-2534)
AlP (mp-1550)
AIN (mp-661)
AIP (mp-1550)
BP (mp-1479)
BAs (mp-10044)
SrO (mp-2472)
SrS (mp-1087)
SrSe (mp-2758)
SrTe (mp-1958)
BeS (mp-422)
BeSe (mp-1541)
BeS (mp-422)
MgTe (mp-1039)
SrO (mp-2472)
SrS (mp-1087)
SrSe (mp-2758)
SrTe (mp-1958)
CdSe (mp-2691)
CdS (mp-672)

AgCl (mp-22922)
AgBr (mp-23231)
AgBr (mp-23231)
AgCl (mp-22922)
GaAs (mp-2534)
GaN (mp-804)
AIN (mp-661)
AlAs (mp-2172)
BP (mp-1479)
BAs (mp-10044)
SrO (mp-2472)
SrS (mp-1087)
SrSe (mp-2758)
SrTe (mp-1958)
BeS (mp-422)
BeSe (mp-1541)
BeTe (mp-252)
BeSe (mp-1541)
SrO (mp-2472)
SrS (mp-1087)
SrSe (mp-2758)
SrTe (mp-1958)
HgS (mp-634)
CdTe (mp-406)
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AgCl (mp-22922
AgBr (mp-23231
(m

AgBr (mp-23231

)
)
)
AgCl (mp-22922)
GaAs (mp-2534)
AlP (mp-1550)
AIN (mp-661)
AlAs (mp-2172)
BP (mp-1479)
BAs (mp-10044)
SrO (mp-2472)
SrS (mp-1087)
SrSe (mp-2758)
SrTe (mp-1958)
BeS (mp-422)
BeSe (mp-1541)
BeTe (mp-252)
BeSe (mp-1541)
SrO (mp-2472)
SrS (mp-1087)
SrSe (mp-2758)
SrTe (mp-1958)
HgS (mp-634)
CdTe (mp-406)

KBr (mp-23251)
KCI (mp-23193)
KI (mp-22898)
Agl (mp-22925)
GaAs (mp-2534)
GaN (mp-804)
GaP (mp-2490)
AlAs (mp-2172)
AlAs (mp-2172)
AP (mp-1550)
HgO (mp-1224)
HgS (mp-634)
HgSe (mp-1018722)
HgTe (mp-358)
BeSe (mp-1541)
PbS (mp-21276)
PbSe (mp-2201)
TePb (mp-19717)
YbO (mp-1216)
YDbS (mp-1820)
YbSe (mp-286)
YbTe (mp-1779)
HgS (mp-634)
HgSe (mp-1018722)
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target_formula
CdTe (mp-406)
CoO (mp-22408)
CsAu (mp-2667)
CsBr (mp-571222)
CsCl (mp-573697)
CsF (mp-1784)
CsH (mp-1057286)
CsI (mp-614603)
CsTe (mp-8361)
CuBr (mp-22913)
CuCl (mp-22914)
CuH (mp-24093)
DyN (mp-1410)
ErN (mp-19830)
GaAs (mp-2534)
GaN (mp-804)
GaP (mp-2490)
GeTe (mp-938)
HgO (mp-1224)
HgS (mp-634)

HgSe (mp-1018722)

HgTe (mp-358)
HoN (mp-883)
InP (mp-20351)

TABLE S1: Table of the target formulas from the Materials

Project and the template materials used to predict the struc-

ture of the target material. The template materials can be

considered the most similar under each representation.

oliynyk_template
ZnTe (mp-2176)
NiO (mp-19009)
RbAu (mp-30373)
RbBr (mp-22867)
RbCl (mp-23295)
RbF (mp-2064)
RbH (mp-24721)
RbI (mp-22903)
None

CuCl (mp-22914)
CuBr (mp-22913)
CuCl (mp-22914)
HoN (mp-883)
TmN (mp-1975)
AlAs (mp-2172)
GaP (mp-2490)
GaN (mp-804)
BeTe (mp-252)
HgS (mp-634)

HgSe (mp-1018722)

HgS (mp-634)
TePb (mp-19717)
DyN (mp-1410)
GaP (mp-2490)

matscholar_template mat2vec_template random_200_template

CdSe (mp-2691) CdSe (mp-2691) HgTe (mp-358)

NiO (mp-19009)  NiO (mp-19009)  MnO (mp-19006)

RbAu (mp-30373) RbAu (mp-30373) CsF (mp-1784)

CsCl (mp-573697)  CsCl (mp-573697) CuBr (mp-22913)

CsBr (mp-571222)  CsBr (mp-571222) CuCl (mp-22914)

RbF (mp-2064) RbF (mp-2064) NaF (mp-682)

RbH (mp-24721) RbH (mp-24721)  CuH (mp-24093)

RbI (mp-22903)  RbI (mp-22903)  Nal (mp-23268)

None None None

CuCl (mp-22914)
CuBr (mp-22913)
CuCl (mp-22914)
TbN (mp-2117)
HoN (mp-883)
AlAs (mp-2172)
GaP (mp-2490)
GaN (mp-804)
SnTe (mp-1883)
HgS (mp-634)
CdS (mp-672)
HgTe (mp-358)

HgSe (mp-1018722)

ErN (mp-19830)
BP (mp-1479)
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CuCl (mp-22914)
CuBr (mp-22913)
CuCl (mp-22914)
TbN (mp-2117)
HoN (mp-883)
AlAs (mp-2172)
GaP (mp-2490)
GaN (mp-804)
SnTe (mp-1883)
HgS (mp-634)
CdS (mp-672)
HgTe (mp-358)

HgSe (mp-1018722)

ErN (mp-19830)
BP (mp-1479)

KBr (mp-23251)
KCI (mp-23193)
KH (mp-24084)
GaN (mp-804)
TmN (mp-1975)
AlAs (mp-2172)
AIN (mp-661)
AIP (mp-1550)
BeTe (mp-252)
MgO (mp-1265)
MgS (mp-1315)
MgSe (mp-1018040)
MgTe (mp-1039)
AIN (mp-661)
GaP (mp-2490)
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target_formula
KBr (mp-23251)
KCl (mp-23193)
KF (mp-463)
KH (mp-24084)
KI (mp-22898)
LiBr (mp-23259)
LiCl (mp-22905)
LiF (mp-1138)
LiHl (mp-23703)
Lil (mp-570935)
LuN (mp-1102)
MgO (mp-1265)
MgS (mp-1315)

TABLE S1: Table of the target formulas from the Materials

Project and the template materials used to predict the struc-

ture of the target material. The template materials can be

considered the most similar under each representation.

oliynyk_template
RbBr (mp-22867)
RbCI (mp-23295)
RbF (mp-2064)
RbH (mp-24721)
RbI (mp-22903)
NaBr (mp-22916)
NaCl (mp-22862)
NaF (mp-682)
NaH (mp-23870)
Nal (mp-23268)
ErN (mp-19830)
MgS (mp-1315)

matscholar_template mat2vec_template

KCl (mp-23193)
KBr (mp-23251)
KCI (mp-23193)
KF (mp-463)
KBr (mp-23251)
LiCl (mp-22905)
LiBr (mp-23259)
NaF (mp-682)
NaH (mp-23870)
Nal (mp-23268)
HoN (mp-883)
CaO (mp-2605)

MgSe (mp-1018040) CaS (mp-1672)

MgSe (mp-1018040) MgS (mp-1315)

MgTe (mp-1039)
MnO (mp-19006)
MnSe (mp-2293)
NaBr (mp-22916)
NaCl (mp-22862)
NaF (mp-682)
NaH (mp-23870)
Nal (mp-23268)
NiO (mp-19009)
PbS (mp-21276)

CaTe (mp-1519)
MnSe (mp-2293)
MnO (mp-19006)
KBr (mp-23251)
KCl (mp-23193)
KF (mp-463)
KH (mp-24084)
KI (mp-22898)
CoO (mp-22408)
PbSe (mp-2201)

MgTe (mp-1039)

MgSe (mp-1018040)

ZnO (mp-2133)
ZnSe (mp-1190)
NaCl (mp-22862)
NaBr (mp-22916)
LiF (mp-1138)
LiHl (mp-23703)
Lil (mp-570935)
CoO (mp-22408)
CdS (mp-672)
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random_200_template

KCl (mp-23193)
KBr (mp-23251)
KCI (mp-23193)
KF (mp-463)
KBr (mp-23251)
LiCl (mp-22905)
LiBr (mp-23259)
NaF (mp-682)
NaH (mp-23870)
Nal (mp-23268)
HoN (mp-883)
CaO (mp-2605)
CaS (mp-1672)
MgTe (mp-1039)

MgSe (mp-1018040)

ZnO (mp-2133)
ZnSe (mp-1190)
NaCl (mp-22862)
NaBr (mp-22916)
LiF (mp-1138)
LiHl (mp-23703)
Lil (mp-570935)
CoO (mp-22408)
CdS (mp-672)

CuBr (mp-22913)
CuCl (mp-22914)
TIF (mp-720)
CuH (mp-24093)
Agl (mp-22925)
TIBr (mp-568560)
TICI (mp-569639)
TIF (mp-720)
RbH (mp-24721)
TII (mp-571102)
YN (mp-2114)
ZnO (mp-2133)
HgS (mp-634)
ZnSe (mp-1190)
ZnTe (mp-2176)
MnSe (mp-2293)
CdSe (mp-2691)
CsBr (mp-571222)
CsCl (mp-573697)
CsF (mp-1784)
CsH (mp-1057286)
CsI (mp-614603)
SrO (mp-2472)
HgS (mp-634)
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TABLE S1: Table of the target formulas from the Materials
Project and the template materials used to predict the struc-
ture of the target material. The template materials can be

considered the most similar under each representation.

target_formula oliynyk_template = matscholar_template mat2vec_template random_200_template

PbSe (mp-2201) PbS (mp-21276) TePb (mp-19717)  TePb (mp-19717) HgSe (mp-1018722)

RbAu (mp-30373)
RbBr (mp-22867)
RbCl (mp-23295)
RbF (mp-2064)
RbH (mp-24721)
RbI (mp-22903)
SnTe (mp-1883)
SrO (mp-2472)
SrS (mp-1087)
SrSe (mp-2758)
SrTe (mp-1958)
TbN (mp-2117)
TePb (mp-19717)
TIBr (mp-568560)
TICI (mp-569639)
TIF (mp-720)

TII (mp-571102)
TmN (mp-1975)
VO (mp-19184)
YN (mp-2114)
YbO (mp-1216)
YbS (mp-1820)
YbSe (mp-286)

CsAu (mp-2667)
CsBr (mp-571222)
CsCl (mp-573697)
CsF (mp-1784)
CsH (mp-1057286)
Csl (mp-614603)
CdTe (mp-406)
BaO (mp-1342)
BaS (mp-1500)
BaSe (mp-1253)
BaTe (mp-1000)
DyN (mp-1410)
HgTe (mp-358)
TICI (mp-569639)
TIBr (mp-568560)
TICI (mp-569639)
TIBr (mp-568560)
HoN (mp-883)
MnO (mp-19006)
TbN (mp-2117)
YbS (mp-1820)
YbSe (mp-286)
YbS (mp-1820)

CsAu (mp-2667)
RbCI (mp-23295)
RbBr (mp-22867)
CsF (mp-1784)
CsH (mp-1057286)
Csl (mp-614603)
ZnTe (mp-2176)
CaO (mp-2605)
CaS (mp-1672)
CaSe (mp-1415)
CaTe (mp-1519)
DyN (mp-1410)
PbSe (mp-2201)
TICI (mp-569639)
TIBr (mp-568560)
TICI (mp-569639)
Csl (mp-614603)
HoN (mp-883)
HgO (mp-1224)
HoN (mp-883)
YDbS (mp-1820)
YbSe (mp-286)
YbTe (mp-1779)
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CsAu (mp-2667)

RbCl (mp-23295)
RbBr (mp-22867)

CsF (mp-1784)

CsH (mp-1057286)

Csl (mp-614603)
ZnTe (mp-2176)
BaO (mp-1342)
BaS (mp-1500)
BaSe (mp-1253)
BaTe (mp-1000)
DyN (mp-1410)
PbSe (mp-2201)

TICI (mp-569639)
TIBr (mp-568560)
TICI (mp-569639)

Csl (mp-614603)
HoN (mp-883)
HgO (mp-1224)
HoN (mp-883)
YbS (mp-1820)
YbSe (mp-286)
YbTe (mp-1779)

RbF (mp-2064)
LiBr (mp-23259)
LiCl (mp-22905)
LiF (mp-1138)
Lill (mp-23703)
Lil (mp-570935)
BeTe (mp-252)
MgO (mp-1265)
MgS (mp-1315)
MgSe (mp-1018040)
MgTe (mp-1039)
AIN (mp-661)
HgTe (mp-358)
LiBr (mp-23259)
LiCl (mp-22905)
LiF (mp-1138)
Lil (mp-570935)
ErN (mp-19830)
YbO (mp-1216)
LuN (mp-1102)
CaO (mp-2605)
CaS (mp-1672)
CaSe (mp-1415)
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target_formula

YbTe (mp-1779)
ZnO (mp-2133)
ZnSe (mp-1190)
ZnTe (mp-2176)

target_formula

AgBr (mp-23231)
AgCl (mp-22922)

Agl (mp-22925)

AgO (mp-1079720)

AlAs (mp-2172)
AIN (mp-661)
AlP (mp-1550)
AlISb (mp-2624)
BAs (mp-10044)
BP (mp-1479)
BaO (mp-1342)
BaS (mp-1500)
BaSe (mp-1253)
BaTe (mp-1000)

TABLE S1: Table of the target formulas from the Materials

Project and the template materials used to predict the struc-

ture of the target material. The template materials can be

considered the most similar under each representation.

oliynyk_template
YbSe (mp-286)

ZnSe (mp-1190)
CdSe (mp-2691)
CdTe (mp-406)

matscholar_template mat2vec_template

YbSe (mp-286)
MgO (mp-1265)
ZnTe (mp-2176)
ZnSe (mp-1190)

random_200_template
YbSe (mp-286) CaTe (mp-1519)
MgO (mp-1265) MgO (mp-1265)
ZnTe (mp-2176) MgSe (mp-1018040)

ZnSe (mp-1190) MgTe (mp-1039)

TABLE S2: Table of the target formulas from the Materials

Project and the template materials used to predict the struc-

ture of the target material. The template materials can be

considered the most similar under each representation.

skipatom_template magpie_template

CuBr (mp-22913)

CuCl (mp-22914

( )
AgCl (mp-22922)
( )

AgCl (mp-22922
AIP (mp-1550)
AIP (mp-1550)
AlAs (mp-2172)
AIN (mp-661)
BP (mp-1479)
BAs (mp-10044)
VO (mp-19184)
BaSe (mp-1253)
BaS (mp-1500)
SrTe (mp-1958)

Agl (mp-22925)

CuCl (mp-22914)
AgBr (mp-23231)
(

AgCl (mp-22922)
AlISb (mp-2624)
AIP (mp-1550)
BP (mp-1479)
AlAs (mp-2172)
AlAs (mp-2172)
AlP (mp-1550)
SrO (mp-2472)
SrS (mp-1087)
SrSe (mp-2758)
SrTe (mp-1958)
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megnet16_template hautier_template

AgO (mp-1079720) Agl (mp-22925)

AgO (mp-1079720) Agl (mp-22925)

AgBr (mp-23231)

AgCl (mp-22922)
AIP (mp-1550)
LuN (mp-1102)
AlAs (mp-2172)
AIP (mp-1550)
BP (mp-1479)
BAs (mp-10044)
SrO (mp-2472)
SrS (mp-1087)
SrSe (mp-2758)
SrTe (mp-1958)

AgBr (mp-23231)
None

None

GaN (mp-804)
None

None

None

None

BaS (mp-1500)
BaSe (mp-1253)
BaS (mp-1500)

None
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TABLE S2: Table of the target formulas from the Materials
Project and the template materials used to predict the struc-
ture of the target material. The template materials can be

considered the most similar under each representation.

target_formula skipatom_template magpie_template megnet16_template hautier_template

BeO (mp-2542)
BeS (mp-422)
BeSe (mp-1541)
BeTe (mp-252)
CaO (mp-2605)
CaS (mp-1672)
CaSe (mp-1415)
CaTe (mp-1519)
CdS (mp-672)
CdSe (mp-2691)
CdTe (mp-406)
CoO (mp-22408)
CsAu (mp-2667)

CsBr (mp-571222)

CsCl (mp-573697)
CsF (mp-1784)

CsH (mp-1057286)

CsI (mp-614603)
CsTe (mp-8361)
CuBr (mp-22913)
CuCl (mp-22914)
CuH (mp-24093)
DyN (mp-1410)
ErN (mp-19830)

MgO (mp-1265)
BeSe (mp-1541)
BeS (mp-422)
MgTe (mp-1039)
SrO (mp-2472)
CaSe (mp-1415)
CaS (mp-1672)
SrTe (mp-1958)
CdSe (mp-2691)

HgSe (mp-1018722)

HgTe (mp-358)
NiO (mp-19009)
RbAu (mp-30373)
RbBr (mp-22867)
RbCI (mp-23295)
RbF (mp-2064)
RbH (mp-24721)
RbI (mp-22903)
None

AgBr (mp-23231)
AgCl (mp-22922)
CuBr (mp-22913)
TbN (mp-2117)
TmN (mp-1975)

BeS (mp-422)
MgS (mp-1315)

BeS (mp-422)
BeO (mp-2542)

MgSe (mp-1018040) BeS (mp-422)

MgTe (mp-1039)
SrO (mp-2472)
SrS (mp-1087)
SrSe (mp-2758)
SrTe (mp-1958)
CdSe (mp-2691)
ZnSe (mp-1190)
ZnTe (mp-2176)
NiO (mp-19009)
RbAu (mp-30373)
RbBr (mp-22867)
RbCI (mp-23295)
RbF (mp-2064)
RbH (mp-24721)
RbI (mp-22903)
None

AgBr (mp-23231)
AgCl (mp-22922)
LiHl (mp-23703)
TbN (mp-2117)
HoN (mp-883)

22

BeSe (mp-1541)
YbO (mp-1216)
YbS (mp-1820)
YbSe (mp-286)
YbTe (mp-1779)
CdSe (mp-2691)
CdS (mp-672)
ZnTe (mp-2176)
NiO (mp-19009)

RbAu (mp-30373)
RbBr (mp-22867)

CsF (mp-1784)

CsCl (mp-573697)
RbH (mp-24721)

RbI (mp-22903)

None

AgBr (mp-23231)
AgCl (mp-22922)
CuBr (mp-22913)

ErN (mp-19830)
TmN (mp-1975)

BeS (mp-422)
BeSe (mp-1541)
BeS (mp-422)
None

CaS (mp-1672)
CaSe (mp-1415)
CaS (mp-1672)
None

CdSe (mp-2691)
CdS (mp-672)
None

NiO (mp-19009)
None

CsI (mp-614603)
Csl (mp-614603)
CsCl (mp-573697)
None

RbI (mp-22903)
None

AgBr (mp-23231)
CuBr (mp-22913)
None

ErN (mp-19830)
DyN (mp-1410)
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TABLE S2: Table of the target formulas from the Materials
Project and the template materials used to predict the struc-
ture of the target material. The template materials can be

considered the most similar under each representation.

target_formula skipatom_template magpie_template megnet16_template hautier_template

GaAs (mp-2534)
GaN (mp-804)
GaP (mp-2490)
GeTe (mp-938)
HgO (mp-1224)
HgS (mp-634)

HgSe (mp-1018722)

HgTe (mp-358)
HoN (mp-883)
InP (mp-20351)
KBr (mp-23251)
KCI (mp-23193)
KF (mp-463)
KH (mp-24084)
KI (mp-22898)
LiBr (mp-23259)
LiCl (mp-22905)
LiF (mp-1138)
LiHl (mp-23703)
Lil (mp-570935)
LuN (mp-1102)
MgO (mp-1265)
MgS (mp-1315)

GaP (mp-2490)
YN (mp-2114)
GaAs (mp-2534)
SnTe (mp-1883)
HgS (mp-634)

HgSe (mp-1018722)

CdSe (mp-2691)
CdTe (mp-406)
TmN (mp-1975)
GaP (mp-2490)
RbBr (mp-22867)
RbCI (mp-23295)
RbF (mp-2064)
RbH (mp-24721)
RbI (mp-22903)
NaBr (mp-22916)
NaCl (mp-22862)
NaF (mp-682)
NaH (mp-23870)
Nal (mp-23268)
ErN (mp-19830)
BeO (mp-2542)

GaP (mp-2490)
GaP (mp-2490)
InP (mp-20351)
SnTe (mp-1883)
HgS (mp-634)
HgO (mp-1224)
HgTe (mp-358)
TePb (mp-19717)
DyN (mp-1410)
GaP (mp-2490)
RbBr (mp-22867)
RbCI (mp-23295)
RbF (mp-2064)
RbH (mp-24721)
RbI (mp-22903)
NaBr (mp-22916)
NaCl (mp-22862)
NaF (mp-682)
NaH (mp-23870)
Nal (mp-23268)
ErN (mp-19830)
MgS (mp-1315)

MgSe (mp-1018040) MgO (mp-1265)

MgSe (mp-1018040) MgS (mp-1315)

MgTe (mp-1039)
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GaP (mp-2490)
GaAs (mp-2534)
GaAs (mp-2534)
TePb (mp-19717)
HgS (mp-634)
HgO (mp-1224)
CdSe (mp-2691)
CdTe (mp-406)
TbN (mp-2117)
AIP (mp-1550)
RbBr (mp-22867)
RbCI (mp-23295)
RbF (mp-2064)
RbH (mp-24721)
RbI (mp-22903)
NaBr (mp-22916)
LiF (mp-1138)
LiCl (mp-22905)
NaH (mp-23870)
LiBr (mp-23259)
TmN (mp-1975)
CaO (mp-2605)
CaS (mp-1672)
CaSe (mp-1415)
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None
AIN (mp-661)
None
None

HgS (mp-634)

HgSe (mp-1018722)

HgS (mp-634)
None

TmN (mp-1975)
None

KI (mp-22898)
KI (mp-22898)
KCl (mp-23193)
None

KBr (mp-23251)
Lil (mp-570935)
Lil (mp-570935)
LiCl (mp-22905)
None

LiBr (mp-23259)
TmN (mp-1975)
MgS (mp-1315)

MgSe (mp-1018040)

MgS (mp-1315)



TABLE S2: Table of the target formulas from the Materials
Project and the template materials used to predict the struc-

ture of the target material. The template materials can be

target_formula
MgTe (mp-1039)
MnO (mp-19006)
MnSe (mp-2293)
NaBr (mp-22916)
NaCl (mp-22862)
NaF (mp-682)
NaH (mp-23870)
Nal (mp-23268)
NiO (mp-19009)
PbS (mp-21276)
PbSe (mp-2201)
RbAu (mp-30373)
RbBr (mp-22867)
RbCl (mp-23295)
RbF (mp-2064)
RbH (mp-24721)
RbI (mp-22903)
SnTe (mp-1883)
SrO (mp-2472)
SrS (mp-1087)
SrSe (mp-2758)
SrTe (mp-1958)
TbN (mp-2117)
TePb (mp-19717)

considered the most similar under each representation.

skipatom_template
BeTe (mp-252)
NiO (mp-19009)
YbSe (mp-286)
LiBr (mp-23259)
LiCl (mp-22905)
LiF (mp-1138)
LiHl (mp-23703)
Lil (mp-570935)
CoO (mp-22408)
PbSe (mp-2201)
PbS (mp-21276)
CsAu (mp-2667)
KBr (mp-23251)
KCI (mp-23193)
KF (mp-463)
KH (mp-24084)
KI (mp-22898)
GeTe (mp-938)
CaO (mp-2605)
SrSe (mp-2758)
SrS (mp-1087)
CaTe (mp-1519)
DyN (mp-1410)
SnTe (mp-1883)

magpie_template

megnet16_template hautier_template

MgSe (mp-1018040) CaTe (mp-1519)

VO (mp-19184)
MnO (mp-19006)
KBr (mp-23251)
KCl (mp-23193)
KF (mp-463)

KH (mp-24084)
KI (mp-22898)
CoO (mp-22408)
HgS (mp-634)
HgSe (mp-1018722)
CsAu (mp-2667)
CsBr (mp-571222)
CsCl (mp-573697)
CsF (mp-1784)
CsH (mp-1057286)
CsI (mp-614603)
GeTe (mp-938)
BaO (mp-1342)
BaS (mp-1500)
BaSe (mp-1253)
BaTe (mp-1000)
DyN (mp-1410)
HgTe (mp-358)

24

MnSe (mp-2293)
MnO (mp-19006)
LiBr (mp-23259)
NaF (mp-682)
NaCl (mp-22862)
LiH (mp-23703)
Lil (mp-570935)
CoO (mp-22408)
PbSe (mp-2201)
PbS (mp-21276)
CsAu (mp-2667)
KBr (mp-23251)
KCl (mp-23193)
KF (mp-463)
KH (mp-24084)
KI (mp-22898)
ZnTe (mp-2176)
CaO (mp-2605)
CaS (mp-1672)
CaSe (mp-1415)
CaTe (mp-1519)
DyN (mp-1410)
CdTe (mp-406)

None

MnSe (mp-2293)
CdSe (mp-2691)
Nal (mp-23268)
Nal (mp-23268)
NaCl (mp-22862)
None

NaBr (mp-22916)
VO (mp-19184)
PbSe (mp-2201)
PbS (mp-21276)
None

RbI (mp-22903)
RbI (mp-22903)
RbCI (mp-23295)
None

RbBr (mp-22867)
None

SrS (mp-1087)
SrSe (mp-2758)
SrS (mp-1087)
None

TmN (mp-1975)

None

Continued on next page



TABLE S2: Table of the target formulas from the Materials
Project and the template materials used to predict the struc-
ture of the target material. The template materials can be

considered the most similar under each representation.

target_formula skipatom_template magpie_template megnet16_template hautier_template

TIBr (mp-568560)
TICI (mp-569639)
TIF (mp-720)

TII (mp-571102)
TmN (mp-1975)
VO (mp-19184)
YN (mp-2114)
YbO (mp-1216)
YbS (mp-1820)
YbSe (mp-286)
YbTe (mp-1779)
ZnO (mp-2133)
ZnSe (mp-1190)
ZnTe (mp-2176)

TICI (mp-569639)
TII (mp-571102)
KF (mp-463)
TICI (mp-569639)
ErN (mp-19830)
BaO (mp-1342)
GaN (mp-804)
YbS (mp-1820)
YbSe (mp-286)
YbS (mp-1820)
ZnTe (mp-2176)
YbO (mp-1216)
CdSe (mp-2691)
CdTe (mp-406)

TII (mp-571102)
TIF (mp-720)

TIC] (mp-569639)
TIBr (mp-568560)

ErN (mp-19830)
MnO (mp-19006)
LuN (mp-1102)
YbS (mp-1820)
YbO (mp-1216)
YbTe (mp-1779)
YbSe (mp-286)
ZnSe (mp-1190)

CdSe (mp-2691)

(
CdTe (mp-406)

25

TII (mp-571102)
TIF (mp-720)

TICI (mp-569639)
TIBr (mp-568560)

ErN (mp-19830)
MnO (mp-19006)
DyN (mp-1410)
CaO (mp-2605)
CaS (mp-1672)
CaSe (mp-1415)
CaTe (mp-1519)
ZnSe (mp-1190)
ZnO (mp-2133)
CdTe (mp-406)

TII (mp-571102)
TII (mp-571102)
TICI (mp-569639)
TIBr (mp-568560)
TbN (mp-2117)
NiO (mp-19009)
TbN (mp-2117)
YbS (mp-1820)
YbSe (mp-286)
YDbS (mp-1820)
None

ZnSe (mp-1190)
CdSe (mp-2691)

None



