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Abstract

The conformational mobility of organic molecules defined as a variability of practically
accessible conformers plays a critical role in determining electronic, chemical, and physical
properties within computational methods. At the same time, there is a challenge of identifying
compact set of global and local conformers for the comprehensive description of potential
energy surface. Here we apply nature-inspired algorithms to resolve this issue. Among all the
considered algorithms, the artificial bee colony optimizer exhibits the highest performance
in discovering conformers detected both in gas and condensed phases. We hope that our
approach enables researchers to make a next step in organic crystal packing studies.

1 Introduction

Conformational analysis is an important part of chemical design, allowing to evaluate the contribution of the
flexibility of small organic molecules to the thermodynamics and kinetics of many processes, ranging from
complex formation[1, 2] to molecular packing in organic crystals[3]. In addition, intelligent conformational
subsampling serves as the basis for so-called 4D quantitative structure-property relationship (QSPR) approach,
allowing information about the behavior of a small organic molecule in a gas or liquid phase to be conveyed
to a machine learning algorithm[4]. From a physical point of view, the conformational analysis corresponds to
the problem of searching for both global and local minima on the potential energy surface (PES) of a molecule.
The issue is solved both by using a mixture of experimental methods (e.g., gas electron diffraction[2] and
microwave spectroscopy[3]) and quantum chemical calculations, and by various computational approaches
that are relied on the crystal structure data. However, such an approach is complicated by the computational
cost of PES calculations and considering the rotational symmetry of molecules. Additionally, in a case of the
solid-state data we faced with the discussion about the similarity of organic molecule conformations in a gas
and condensed states[5].
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Currently, there are robust solutions of the problem of local optimization of molecular geometry[4, 6, 7, 8, 9].
Additionally, both physically inspired methods[10] and global optimization algorithms[11] offer alternative
approaches for conducting a directed search towards achieving a global PES minimum. Methods for generating
possible conformations have been also developed (from the distance geometry matrix based[12] to the driven
by artificial intelligence (AI)[13]). However, most of them relied on the crystal structure data; therefore,
they may differ markedly from the gas-phase one. In addition, they often generated an excessive number of
conformations, which could be used in 4D-QSPR or other relatively fast computational methods but are of
little use in precise quantum chemical calculations.

Here we investigated the swarm intelligence methods to the conformational search issue. We needed to
choose and modify the most efficient approach combining the directed search of the global minima with the
exploration of the local ones using the satisfactory computational time (expressed in the number of calls for a
single-point quantum chemical calculation). As a result, we built the physically consistent conformational
analysis pipeline based on artificial bee colony algorithm and gas-phase semiempirical quantum-chemical
calculations and we tested it on the manually curated experimental gas-phase data. We examined the
previously collected molecular database and code for benchmarking of global optimization algorithms to
choose the most appropriate approach to be placed in the basement of the conformational analysis method.
We also discussed a possibility of its extension to crystal packaging as a first stage of solving crystal structure
prediction problem.

2 Computational details

Here we investigated a series of the nature-inspired algorithms to solve the global optimization problem. There
were 16 approaches: Firefly[14], Particle Swarm[15], Bees[16], Artificial Bees Colony[17], Bat[18], Flower
Pollination[19], Camel[20], Harris Hawks[21], Cat Swarm[22], Grey Wolf[23], Moth Flame[24], Glow Worm
Swarm[25], Cuckoo[26], Fish School[27], Harmony[28], and Monkey King Evolution[29]. The experimental
reference geometry data was taken from the Database of small organic molecules in the global minimum
conformation[11] (gminorgDB). The RDKit library and NiaPy package[30] were used for molecular data
processing and conformation analysis within nature-inspired algorithms, respectively. We also used the
OpenBabel package[31] to extract the conformations of molecules from the crystallographic data.

The existence of different conformations is based on the ability of molecule to rotate around single bonds
connecting non-terminal atoms. At the same time, the formed structures are considered to belong to different
local minima in the presence of a potential barrier on the reaction path from one geometry to another. A
comparison of different conformations could be done by calculating room mean square deviation (RMSD)
between atomic coordinates of two conformers. Since the RMSD calculation is carried out at every algorithm
iteration, the operating time of this stage is critically important, especially when a set of conformations
achieves several dozens. For this reason, we considered a set of dihedral angles instead of atomic coordinates
as an inner similarity measure. The number of dihedral angles (significant Degrees of Freedom, DoFs)
corresponded to the number of rotatable single bonds. Nevertheless, we used RMSD for atomic coordinates
as a metric at the last stage owing to the omnipresence of this approach; the obtained results may be
directly compared with the previous ones. The extended tight-binding quantum chemical method xTB[32]
(GFN2-xTB) was used to estimate the energy of conformations obtained during the operation of global
optimization algorithms. The xTB offers a quick estimate of the energy of conformation while maintaining
the accuracy of hybrid density functional functionals. We also validated the presence of potential barriers
between the found conformations by the Nudged Elastic Band (NEB) method[33] implemented in the xTB.

3 Results and discussion

3.1 Benchmarking of swarm intelligence methods
At the first stage of comparing swarm intelligence methods, we make sure that they are able to determine
the global minimum on the potential energy surface correctly. Here we use a deliberately large number of
iterations to allow all approaches to successfully complete the optimization, considering the error of the
energy calculation method. We utilize a dataset with information about global minima from the gminorg
database as data for testing the algorithms.

All the considered methods achieve the equilibrium geometries with similar errors (RMSD/DoF values are
less than 3.25 Å, including hydrogen positions; for more details see Fig. S1). Next, we consider the average
number of steps that the methods take to reach the minimum of energy (Fig. 1). Several methods reach the
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Figure 1: The average (point), 95% confidence interval (black), and minimum and maximum (grey) number
of iterations required to achieve a minimum on the potential energy surface of molecules.

minimum (up to the error of calculating the internal energy) noticeably faster, regardless of molecule size. It
should be noted that at this step the local geometry optimization of intermediate conformers is not carried
out due to its incompatibility with a substantial part of the swarm intelligence methods. As it follows from
the data presented in Fig. 1, the best approaches are the Firefly, Particle Swarm, Bat, Flower Pollination,
Harris Hawks, Cat Swarm, Grey Wolf, Harmony, and Cuckoo.

Since the "one iteration" means a different number of calls for a quantum chemical calculation for different
methods, we also compare the total running time of the algorithms for consistency. It should be noted that
at this stage of the analysis we do not work on improving computational efficiency of algorithms, and all
calculations are performed in a single-thread mode. Results are presented in Fig. 2. The fastest algorithm is
the Harmonic search, which is a variation of the evolutionary approach. The following approaches after this
method are the Grey Wolf Optimizer and the Artificial Bee Colony algorithm.

It is important to notice that we use a fast semi-empirical quantum chemical method for energy evaluation,
and the calculation time per one geometry is on the order of tens of seconds. This time is only one or two
orders of magnitude longer than the average time of the algorithm working for one iteration. If we consider
the application of this method with other quantum chemical approaches, the most important criterion is the
number of calls to the calculation method, i.e., a stage limiting the performance of the entire approach. To
determine the best approach, we rank the investigated methods by the average number of calls to the xTB
calculation. The results are shown in Fig. 3. The best of the considered methods in terms of call numbers is
the Artificial Bee Swarm (ABC) method, which is also one of the fastest approaches.

Thus, the ABC algorithm is the most promising of the global optimization evolutionary algorithms. In
addition, the ABC algorithm is chosen for the following examination because of our desire not only to optimize
the geometry, but also to find other low-energy possible conformations; the ABC algorithm allows one to get
more data about the PES shape with a slight increase in computational resources.

We also change the initial bee population as number of DoFs multiplied by an integer multiplier instead of
the original value equal to 10. On the one hand, it results in increasing the execution time of the first step,
being able to flexibly vary the resources needed to optimize molecules of different sizes. On the other hand, it
allows us to make a broader assessment of PES at the first optimization stage, which shifted the balance
from exploitation to exploration search strategy. As a result, setting the population size equal to the number
of degrees of freedom makes it possible to significantly reduce both the RMSD/DOF values and the number
of required calls to the quantum chemical calculator. We test the original version of the ABC algorithm with
the initial bee population as the number of DoFs multiplied by 10, the "ABC 1×DoF" approach with the
coefficient equal to 1 instead of 10 and the "ABC 2×DoF" approach where the multiplier was equal to two
(Fig. 4). The best mean value of RMSD/DoF, the energy difference between theoretical and experimental
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Figure 2: The average (point), 95% confidence interval (black), and minimum and maximum (grey) time
spent by various methods to find the equilibrium geometry of molecules.

global minima (∆E/DoF), and the number of xTB calls are obtained for the ABC_new_1 approach, so next
we use this implementation of the ABC method and the abbreviation ABC to designate the selected option.

Thus, we have shown that the ABC algorithm allows to successfully find the conformation of molecules
corresponding to the global minima on PES. At the same time, this approach less often refers to the call
of a quantum chemical program for calculating energy in comparison with many other methods of swarm
intelligence. The choice of the initial population of bees equal to the number of degrees of freedom shows the
best results in terms of consistency with experimentally obtained values.

However, a detailed consideration of PES is often of greater interest to scientists compared to a simple search
for a global minimum. Due to the presence of molecules in a substance in different conformations, it is
important to consider the existence of different conformers to accurately reproduce certain physicochemical
and electronic properties of the system. Even though the electron density distribution strongly depends on
the conformation of the molecule, today there is no single method for local conformers determination. Thus,
our next step is to test the possibility of using the ABC algorithm to search for conformers, corresponding to
local energy minima of organic molecules.

3.2 Conformational analysis

The ABC algorithm appeared to be the best method in terms of the number of calls of quantum chemical
program. The algorithm is based on the implementation of the functions of three types of bees engaged in
collecting nectar: employed bees—carry nectar from food sources and look around (determination of the
known minimum position and local search in their vicinity), onlookers—watch the employed bees and direct
them to new places (probabilistic assessment of the objective function shape), and scouts—look for new places
if the employed bees do not succeed (if the minimum is not achieved in several consecutive moves, they
randomly search for a new one).

The algorithm includes three parameters that could be varied: the number of bees in the initial population,
number of the patience algorithm cycles, and fitness function, according to which the probability of choosing
a given bee is estimated. The number of bees is defined initially as the number of DoFs, considering the
accuracy and the operating speed discussed in the previous part. The number of cycles is set to five to
maintain the balance between the optimization time and the time to search for a new conformation.

The role of the fitness function is to provide the widest possible exploration of PES. While the first step is the
global minimum finding, the following stage is the search for the local ones. Since the conformations should
be diverse, it is important to avoid sampling conformers in the same local minimum. Therefore, we need
to get a new structure with geometry as different as possible relative to those already found. At the same
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Figure 3: The average (point), 95% confidence interval (black), and minimum and maximum (grey) number
of calls to the quantum-chemical program for calculating the internal energy of given geometry.

time, we must try to reduce the energy of the system to converge to a new minimum. We use the sigmoid
function as the basis of the fitness function to impose a penalty on the work of the bees when there is an
increase in the geometric similarity of the new structure with the existing ones. We estimate the similarity
of molecules by the RMSE calculation of the dihedral angles’ deviation of the new conformation with the
structures already discovered. We also use the xTB-calculated energy as a multiplier to force the bees to
search directly for energy minima, rather than arbitrary points on the PES. The final fitness function looks
as follows:

f = |Extb| ×
1

1 + 105 × exp(−10×RMSEbest)
(1)

where Extb is the total energy of molecule calculated by the xTB, RMSEbest is the minimum RMSD between
the candidate conformation and already selected ones; the bees try to maximize the function. We also use
the GFN2-xTB to prevent the case of the critical convergence of atoms.

We start with the gminorgDB[1] data analysis by the ABC approach with the parameters discussed. There
were 11 organic molecules in the database with identified global and local minima on PES in a gas phase.
The structures of the molecules are presented in Fig. 5. We use the ABC approach to find the global and
local energy minima for each molecule in the dataset. Next, we compare the geometry similarity of the
theoretical and experimental structures by calculation of the RMSD of non-hydrogen atomic positions. Since
the RMSD of the atomic coordinates is a standard approach of the molecule geometries comparison in a
literature, we present the results of the RMSD of the atomic positions instead of the RMSE of the dihedral
angles, which we use in the fitness function. We also compare the energies of the geometries by subtraction of
the theoretical geometry energy value from the experimental one.

The detailed results for the molecule (1), hexan-2-one, as an example, are presented in Fig. 6. The same
figures for all structures are added to the Supplementary Information (Fig. S2–S4). The molecule (1) has five
degrees of freedom. The matrix of RMSD divided by DoF is shown in Fig. 6. The value of the RMSD of the
atomic position divided by the number of the degree of freedom is 0.40 Å for the experimental and theoretical
global minima. The best value of this parameter was obtained for the experimental global conformation and
one of the theoretical local structures (loc 2 in Fig. 6); the value is equal to 0.31 Å. The molecule (1) has
three local conformations in the database, and the ABC algorithm successfully identify all of them. We also
check whether the geometries found belong to different minima by the Nudged Elastic Band (NEB) method
implemented in the xTB. The graphs obtained has information about the behavior of the energy function
along the reaction path from one conformer to another. The results are shown in Fig. 6. In some cases, we
observe bond breaks when analyzing some conformers obtained within NEB; therefore, no reaction paths
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Figure 4: The average (point), 95% confidence interval (black), and minimum and maximum (grey) resulting
values of RMDS per DoF, ∆E per DoF, and the number of calls to the calculation method for the original
ABC algorithm (ABC 10×DoF) and two modified two modified versions of the algorithm (ABC 1×DoF and
ABC 2×DoF).

were presented. The bond break indicates the existence of a high potential barrier between the two energy
minima. Nevertheless, for the molecule (1) we clearly create six reaction paths between different conformers
and validated the presence of six different minima on the PES.

The molecule (2) has nine local conformers but the value of RMSD/DOF between them shows that they have
very similar geometry. The ABC algorithm identifies only one local conformer, which is very close to the
experimental local ones. The RMSD/DOF value for the global conformations was 0.5 Å. The molecule (3)
has one global and two local conformers in the database and the ABC approach discover them as well. The
ABC algorithm detects three local geometries for the molecules (4)–(8), while the experimental database
contains only two of them for each structure. The molecule (9) had two local confrontations, but the ABC
approach does not find them, which may be due to its insensitivity to the conjugation between the double
bond and carbonyl oxygen. The molecule (10) has three local conformers and we successfully discover them.
While the ABC algorithm find one local structure for the last molecule (11), the experimental data has two
of them. Nonetheless, we can suggest that the global and one of the experimental local structures have the
same geometry because the value of RMSD/DoF between them is equal to zero.

Table 1: The values of RMSD/DoF and ∆E obtained for the gas phase dataset with local and global structures.

Molecule Natoms DoF RMSD/DoF, Å E, kJ/mol abs(E), kJ/mol RMSD/DoF best, Å

1 7 5 0.40 0.07 0.07 0.31
2 5 3 0.50 –2.09 2.09 0.50
3 9 1 1.50 –0.25 0.25 1.33
4 9 2 0.91 4.18 4.18 0.31
5 7 1 0.86 –13.62 13.62 0.03
6 9 1 2.20 8.36 8.36 2.08
7 12 3 0.90 16.72 16.72 0.87
8 11 2 0.48 8.36 –8.36 0.09
9 5 2 0.45 –4.42 4.42 0.34
10 12 1 0.30 41.25 41.25 0.76
11 9 2 0.98 –16.33 16.33 0.98

mean 0.86 2.32 10.51 0.69

Generalized information about gas phase dataset with local and global structures is presented in Table 1.
Here we show the number of atoms, DoF, RMSD/DoF values for the global experimental and theoretical
conformations, the energy difference between them and RMSD/DoF values for the global experimental
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Figure 5: Structures of molecules from the gas phase dataset with the data about local and global energy
minima conformations. The bold font number was used in the text of the article, the thin font number
corresponded to the gminorgDB names.

conformation, and the local one with the best similarity. The following mean values are obtained for the global
conformers from the dataset and the ABC approach: the RMSD/DoF is 0.86 Å; ∆E (for absolute values) is
10.51 kJ/mol. The energy error is similar to the xTB error. The RMSD/DoF values for the experimental
global and the most similar theoretical one is 0.86 Å. We also compare the experimental global structure
with the best theoretical local one as RMSD/DoF (best); the value is 0.69 Å.

The best similarity in the energy and the RMSD/DoF values are observed for molecules (1) and (2), which are
linear molecules. The largest energy error is obtained for molecule (10), which has two heterocyclic aliphatic
fragments in the structure. This fact could be explained as follows. Since most atoms are connected in cycles,
even a small deviation of the values of one of the dihedral angles in the system leads to a displacement of
all atoms and a sharp increase in the RMSD/DoF value. We also observe a large deviation in energy in
the case of another heterocyclic molecule (5). There are also relatively large errors in a case of the (7) and
(11) molecules due to the error of strongly conjugated systems. The achieved results, however, indicate the
successful identification of global and local conformations, thereby providing a rationale for applying the
algorithm to crystalline structures.

3.3 Organic crystal packaging

Since the theoretical definition of the molecule conformation in a gas phase could be realized in different
ways (as a geometry optimization, conformation generation by various toolkits as RDKit, etc.), the question
about the crystal structure prediction does not have a solution. There are two main factors will influence in
bulk molecular crystal case: the number of stable conformations and, for a given conformation, the effect
of packing forces on the molecular geometry, because the equilibrium geometry of the molecule in a crystal
is a balance of intramolecular and intermolecular forces. It is worth noting that the two aforementioned
influences frequently operate at varying magnitudes. Specifically, the intermolecular interactions are notably
weaker than covalent bonds responsible for molecular packaging. Thus, it is expected that the energetically
preferable geometry of the isolated molecule is generally a good starting point for generating possible crystal
structures. Therefore, our next step is to validate the ABC approach for the solid-state dataset.

We also use the experimental data from the crystal dataset[34]. It consists of 20 different molecules with a
number of conformations; all structures are presented in Fig. 7. The detailed results of our study are added to
SI (Fig. S5–S7) and Table 2. Since there is no concept for finding a global energy minimum for the molecular
conformation in the periodic crystal structure, we compare the results for RMSD/DoF for the best matches
between the experimental and theoretical data. The ∆E value is calculated for the conformations with the
best RMSD/DoF. The obtained results for the RMSD/DoF are very close to the gas phase and we can declare
that the ABC approach could successfully find the conformations of molecules in the solid state. However,
the energy difference between conformers are much higher for the crystal case. The mean value was –360.96
kJ/mol (instead of the 2.32 kJ obtained in the gas-phase), and the energies of the theoretical conformers are
always higher than the energy of the experimental ones. This fact indicates the stabilization of the structure
of the crystal field, and the average value is similar to ∆E. Meanwhile the solid phase conformation is not in
the local or global minima because of crystal field stabilization, we optimize the geometry of the best crystal
conformation in terms of the RMSD/DoF value by the xTB approach. Next, we compare the energy of
optimized conformation energy with the theoretical suggested by the ABC. Results are presented in Table 2.
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Figure 6: The detailed analysis of the theoretical and experimental conformations of the molecule (1). The
Ef value was equal to the activation energy, Er was the difference between the lowest and the highest values
of energy during the path and ∆E was the energy difference for the conformers analyzed.

Figure 7: Structures of molecules from the crystal phase dataset. The bold font number is used in the text of
the article, the thin font number correspond to the ID numbers of phases from the Cambridge Structural
Database (CCDC).

We also compare the ABC algorithm with the Fast Small-Molecule Conformer Generators approach suggested
by Wang and colleagues in the recent study[13]. Since their approach has been developed using the crystal
data, we generate the conformers for (a)–(t) molecules. The number of conformers is determined according to
the original recommendations. The algorithm fails to process six molecules ((e), (f), (m)–(p)). The mean
value of RMSD/DoF values is 1.01 Å for the successfully calculated molecules. The detailed results for
those molecules that the approach processed are presented in the Supplementary Information (Fig. S8–S10).
Thereby the ABC approach developed in the present paper allowed to reduce the error in the conformation
determination in two times. Thus, we hope that our approach allows community to get closer to the solution
of the organic crystal packaging problem.

4 Conclusion

Our calculations show that the bee swarm intelligence method and the intramolecular parameters such
as torsion (dihedral) angles can be effectively used to predict both isolated conformers in gas phase and
conformation of molecules in periodic molecular crystals. The fitness function proposed in the study allows
one to effectively search local conformers, considering the wide possible variation of conformer geometries
considering the RMSD value and the purpose to find the energy minimum. Despite the limited set of
verification organic molecule dataset, we hope that the developed approach will be useful for scientists working
both with gas-phase reactions and studying the chemistry of solutions. In addition, we hope that our work
will be an important step towards solving open question of the packaging of organic molecules in crystals.
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Table 2: The values of RMSD/DoF and ∆E obtained for the crystal phase molecules dataset.

Molecule Natoms DoF RMSD/DoF (best), Å ∆E, kJ/mol (best) ∆E, kJ/mol (opt)

a 17 1 2.17 –225.61 1.93
b 6 1 1.42 –127.66 10.56
c 8 2 0.03 –88.28 0.60
d 13 2 0.04 –331.39 18.92
e 10 2 0.42 –353.59 6.45
f 18 3 0.37 –531.70 54.60
g 33 6 0.39 –583.95 9.04
h 8 2 0.04 –35.86 20.82
i 18 3 0.79 –336.45 4.78
j 21 4 0.12 –466.49 5.11
k 18 5 0.26 –321.44 3.66
l 22 2 1.03 –353.59 13.22
m 22 8 0.35 –495.23 11.45
n 20 2 0.46 –113.37 33.75
n 16 3 0.55 –432.91 12.21
p 22 2 0.42 –514.14 10.27
q 18 4 0.28 –476.52 2.35
r 14 1 0.11 –393.17 8.16
s 19 2 0.07 –513.30 3.24
t 15 1 1.63 –524.59 4.21

mean 0.55 –360.96 11.77
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