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Generative modelling aims to accelerate the discovery of novel chemicals by directly proposing
structures with desirable properties. Recently, score-based, or diffusion, generative models have
significantly outperformed previous approaches. Key to their success is the close relationship between
the score and physical force, allowing the use of powerful equivariant neural networks. However, the
behaviour of the learnt score is not yet well understood. Here, we analyse the score by training an
energy-based diffusion model for molecular generation. We find that during the generation the score
resembles a restorative potential initially and a quantum-mechanical force at the end. In between
the two endpoints, it exhibits special properties that enable the building of large molecules. Using
insights from the trained model, we present Similarity-based Molecular Generation (SiMGen), a new
method for zero shot molecular generation. SiMGen combines a time-dependent similarity kernel
with descriptors from a pretrained machine learning force field to generate molecules without any
further training. Our approach allows full control over the molecular shape through point cloud
priors and supports conditional generation. We also release an interactive web tool that allows users
to generate structures with SiMGen online (https://zndraw.icp.uni-stuttgart.de).

I. Introduction

The combinatorial scaling of the available chemical
space with molecule size is one of the main challenges
in the design of new molecules and materials. Gener-
ative modelling aims to solve this by directly propos-
ing structures with desirable properties, without exhaus-
tively enumerating and screening candidates. Recently,
diffusion-based models have achieved impressive results
in molecular docking [1] and generation of linkers [2],
drug-like molecules [3, 4] and crystal structures [5, 6].

Diffusion models are trained to reverse a stochastic
noising process, which gradually corrupts samples of
training data until they are indistinguishable from sam-
ples drawn from an uninformative prior distribution, such
as a standard Gaussian [7–9]. Once the reverse of this
process is learnt, it can be applied to transform easily-
sampled random noise into independent samples from the
approximate data distribution. In particular, diffusion
models regress the score s(x, t), defined as the gradi-
ent of the log-likelihood of a time-dependent distribution
p(x; t) that interpolates between the data distribution at
t = 0, p(x; 0) = pdata(x), and a Gaussian distribution at
t = T , p(x;T ) = N (x;µ = 0,Σ = Iσ(T )).

s(x, t) = ∇x log p(x; t) (1)

Using the score, we can generate new samples by nu-
merically integrating a stochastic differential equation de-
scribing the time reversal of the noising process, which
has a known analytic form [9]. Because the data distri-
bution is provided only in the form of samples, the score
is intractable analytically. However, it can be efficiently
learnt via an implicit objective that has a closed form
when the limiting distribution at t = T is taken to be

Gaussian, an approach known as denoising score match-
ing [10–12].

In the context of molecule generation, the score is
closely related to atomic forces. Consider training data
that comprise configurations sampled using molecular
dynamics or other methods from an underlying Boltz-
mann distribution, x ∼ exp (−βU(x)) /Z. Here, x =
{r, z} is a set that represents a molecule, with r the
atomic positions and z the chemical elements, U(x) the
potential energy, β the inverse temperature, and Z the
partition function. In this case, when the elements z
are fixed, the score of the data distribution s(x, 0) corre-
sponds to the atomic force (defined as the negative gra-
dient of the potential energy) up to a multiplicative con-
stant:

s(x, 0) = ∇r log p(x; t = 0) = −β∇rU(x) = βF (x) (2)

The significance is that the atomistic modelling commu-
nity has built up an extensive body of knowledge on
building excellent models of atomic forces in the form of
force fields [13–20], lessons from building machine learn-
ing force fields [21–24] being particularly relevant. Sev-
eral groups have already used this score-force relation-
ship to pre-train networks for molecular property pre-
diction [25], to improve the quality of generated struc-
tures [5, 26], or to obtain coarse-grained force fields [27].

Starting from a random configuration and using a
force-like quantity to move atoms and generate new
structures closely resembles ab initio random structure
search (AIRSS) pioneered by Pickard and Needs [28] for
crystal structures. In AIRSS, atoms are initialised with
random positions and then their energy or enthalpy min-
imized (relaxed, in common parlance) using quantum me-
chanical (QM) forces, i.e. s(x, t) = FQM(x). Despite its

ar
X

iv
:2

40
2.

08
70

8v
1 

 [
ph

ys
ic

s.
ch

em
-p

h]
  1

3 
Fe

b 
20

24

https://zndraw.icp.uni-stuttgart.de


2

simplicity, AIRSS has achieved great success in discover-
ing stable structures of periodic materials [29, 30], espe-
cially at high pressures. However, it is not directly suit-
able for generating complex molecules. Applying AIRSS
for molecular generation samples the QM energy surface,
in other words, the Boltzmann distribution. This turns
out to be very uninteresting: The probability density
for molecular systems is overwhelmingly concentrated on
the most stable chemical compounds which are simple
molecules such as water, carbon dioxide, and dinitrogen.
Generative modelling requires a way to guide the gen-
eration towards molecules of interest, and by replacing
the learnt score with analytical QM forces, that would
be lost. Instead, we need a method that allows such di-
rected generation but at the same time leverages the in-
formation represented by the available analytical atomic
forces.

A further problem of using AIRSS for molecule gener-
ation is that moving atoms along atomic forces does not
allow for a change in composition. This is not a good re-
striction to have for generating large molecules, because
local composition is closely related to local geometry. To
retain compositional degrees of freedom in the generative
process, score-based models split the score into two com-
ponents: a positional component sr(x, t) that resembles
the physical force and an elemental component sz(x, t),
best interpreted as an alchemical force,

s(x, t) =
δ

δr
log p(x; t)dr︸ ︷︷ ︸
sr(x,t)

+
δ

δz
log p(x; t)dz︸ ︷︷ ︸
sz(x,t)

(3)

The score of the positions sr(x, t) obeys the same sym-
metries as a physical force; namely, it must be transla-
tionally invariant and rotationally equivariant. On the
other hand, sz(x, t) should be both translationally and
rotationally invariant.

Given the symmetry requirements, it is no surprise
that most recent works have used equivariant graph neu-
ral networks to learn the score [31–34]. Given the success
of these architectures for QM force predictions [35–38],
they are well suited for learning scores. A key operational
principle of these networks is message passing, wherein
the representation of each node in a graph (corresponding
to an atom in a molecule) is updated based on the state
of its neighbouring nodes. Successive layers of message
passing encode increasingly higher body-order informa-
tion in the node’s representations [39]. When building
machine learning (ML) force fields, locality is typically
imposed by only allowing atoms that are within a cer-
tain cutoff distance of each other to communicate. This
enables scaling to large structures by providing linear
computational complexity in the number of atoms, and
captures the physical intuition that most interactions are
short-ranged. In contrast, all previous work on genera-
tive modelling for molecules has employed global mod-
els which represent molecules as fully-connected graphs.
This poses two challenges: global models are inherently
hard to scale, and the model cannot exploit the induc-

tive bias of locality when learning the force-like positional
score sr(x, t).

Score-based generative models are usually trained to
output the score directly, e.g., by applying a linear pro-
jection to the learnt features. An alternative is to enforce
the conservation of probability by training an energy-
based diffusion model [40, 41], where the score is fitted
as a derivative of the model’s output. The energy-based
formulation comes with a higher computational cost, re-
quiring gradient backpropagation through the network
to make predictions. However, the integral of the score
corresponds to a learnt molecular potential energy and
enables us to study the “energy landscape” of the trained
generative model. We find in the following that this sur-
face is surprisingly smooth and inherently penalises frag-
mentation. We suggest that these properties of the learnt
energy together with the alchemical force sz(x, t) enable
diffusion-based models to build larger molecules, com-
pared to the conceptually related AIRSS method, which
often generates fragmented molecules.

With this insight into the different behaviour of QM
force fields and purpose-trained diffusion models, we pro-
pose a way to generate molecules without the need to
train a specialised generative model at all. Our proposal
involves constructing a smooth log-likelihood landscape
over pretrained descriptors of local atomic environments.
We employ a time-varying local similarity kernel (de-
fined by a user-provided dataset) and the descriptors of
a pre-trained MACE QM force field model [42] to define
a score-based generative process. The MACE descriptors
are locally defined; thus, the entire generation is also lo-
cal and extensive, allowing us to construct molecules of
arbitrary size, as well as perform conditional generation
with strictly no changes to the model. The score model
can be controlled without retraining by simply substitut-
ing a new reference set of local atomic environments for
the similarity kernel. We show how further control over
the shape of generated structures can be achieved via a
point cloud prior. Combining the locality of the kernel
with the shaping of the prior allows us to build link-
ers as well as macrocycle-like molecules with more than
100 heavy atoms. Finally, we release an interactive web
browser based tool that enables users to easily carry out
conditional generation, which we showcase by building a
linker between two molecular fragments.

II. Results and discussion

A. Energy landscape of a diffusion model

We start our preliminary investigation by training an
energy-based diffusion model, and assume that the time-
dependent probability connecting the data distribution
to a Gaussian takes the form

p(x; t) = exp (−E(x; t)) /Z(t). (4)
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FIG. 1. A. The energy-based diffusion model learns a smooth energy landscape The landscape depicts the learnt
energy of a benzene molecule at different combinations of deformation level (see the main text for explanation) and time. The
coloured lines along the diagonal show how the energy and deformation level changes in real generation trajectories. Note that
these trajectories do not necessarily result in benzene. However, the energy as a function of time and deformation from the
final molecule are similar for all generated molecules and closely mimic the landscape drawn here for benzene. B. Energy
profiles of diffusion trajectories Across ten examples, the learnt energy smoothly deceases during generation, even when
the atoms overlap. In contrast, Elinear evaluated on the same trajectories has a much rougher profile. The grey line shows the
energy along an ODE trajectory, while the blue lines correspond to the usual SDE solver. C. Baseline methods using just
QM force fields generate fragmented molecules Relaxing using just the QM forces, i.e. doing AIRSS exactly, leads to
small fragmented molecules. Relaxation according to Elinear produces larger but high-energy molecules. D. Diffusion models
penalise fragmentation Evaluating a diffusion model on relaxation trajectories reveals that the model has learnt an energy
penalty for fragmented structures. For Elinear relaxation trajectories, the QM energy initially increases as the potential is
dominated by the restorative term.

With this formulation, the score is the derivative of a
learnt time-dependent energy E(x; t).

sr(x, t) = −∇rE(x, t), (5)
sz(x, t) = −∇zE(x, t). (6)

Here, E(x; t) is parametrised using a MACE model,
trained using denoising score matching [10–12].

Linear interpolation in time between a quadratic po-
tential and the QM energy provides a natural baseline to
compare the behaviour of the learnt generation process
to:

Elinear(x; t) = (1− t

T
)EQM(x) +

t

T
||r||22/(2σ(T )2) (7)

This linear baseline is loosely analogous to AIRSS with

an initially very high pressure, where forces are assumed
to be dominated by the confinement, with the pressure
decreasing during generation. Like AIRSS, it requires a
fixed composition and can only sample the global Boltz-
mann distribution. The time intervals where the learnt
energy, E(x, t), differs most from this linear baseline are
thus the most critical. In these regions, the diffusion
model has learnt to guide generation towards chemical
space similar to the training data, rather than towards
the modes of the global Boltzmann distribution.

The learnt energy depends on two variables: the time
t, and the configuration x. We probe its behaviour by
constructing a two-dimensional landscape over t and a
collective variable d(xt,x0). Specifically, d(xt,x0) is the
standard deviation of atomic distances between the po-
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FIG. 2. The kernel width modulates the similarity energy landscape Each point in the plots represents Esim if an
extra oxygen atom was added at that location. Varying σ(t) creates a funnelling effect that pushes atoms from the flat surface
at large σ to specific minima at the end.

sitions at time t, xt, and the positions of the finally gen-
erated molecule, x0.

d(xt,x0) = std({|r1,t − r1,0|, ..., |rN,t − rN,0|}) (8)

We call d the “deformation level” of xt with respect to
x0. The construction of samples with a specific deforma-
tion level is easy and mimics the way samples are con-
structed during training (see Section III B). Each point in
the landscape corresponds to a time t and configuration
xt with a specific deformation d(xt,x0).

Panel A in Figure 1 shows this landscape using benzene
as x0. Two striking features emerge. First is the clear
dependence on time. At the start of generation (t > 100),
the energy is not sensitive to deformation levels, increas-
ing only for the most distorted configurations. However,
as t → 0, the energy increases steeply away from the
equilibrium geometry. This shows that the model has
learnt to first act as a simple restorative potential before
becoming more chemical near the end. Second is the sur-
prising smoothness of the landscape, best seen in Panel
B (top), showing the energy along a real diffusion trajec-
tory. The learnt energy smoothly decreases as the “soup
of atoms” becomes a molecule (the small energy fluctua-
tions are the result of using a stochastic sampler, not part
of the landscape; a deterministic trajectory, grey line, is
completely smooth). Compared to Elinear evaluated on
the same trajectory (Panel B bottom), the largest differ-
ences appear at intermediate t (100 < t < 10−1). Here,
atoms often overlap or have unusual valences, causing the
QM energy to diverge. In contrast, the diffusion model
can handle such irregular configurations while the energy
smoothly decreases throughout the generation.

More importantly, the diffusion model has learnt to
penalise fragmentation. To show this, we generate
molecules by minimising EQM or Elinear of randomly ini-
tialised configurations. In both cases, we first remove any
overlaps by relaxing with a Morse potential [43]. Panel
C shows that the resulting structures are fragmented,
with water and hydrogen being particularly frequent “side
products”. The high bond dissociation energies make
the formation of these small molecules irreversible, forc-
ing the remaining atoms into extremely unsaturated and

high-energy structures. This highlights the importance of
the alchemical force sz(x; t): It allows diffusion models to
dynamically change the element composition, preventing
extremely unsaturated structures and enabling changes
to the molecular graph without breaking bonds.

Panel D shows how the QM and diffusion model’s en-
ergies change over the course of relaxation. Minimising
Elinear causes the QM energy to initially increase due
to the restorative part of the potential. Additionally, it
produces larger molecules as the high pressure keeps the
atoms together long enough for them to form bonds. The
diffusion model consistently assigns a higher energy to
the EQM relaxation trajectories, showing a bias towards
larger, i.e. less fragmented, molecules.

Máté and Fleuret [44] recently investigated different
interpolation schemes between prior and target densities
for flow-based generative models. They showed that a
trainable middle potential is needed to ensure coverage of
the different modes in the target density. Our results in-
dicate that, for molecular generation, energy-based diffu-
sion models learn the key aspects of such a specialised po-
tential without explicit separation of E(x; t) into distinct
components during training. Key features of this middle
potential include smoothness despite distorted configura-
tions; element swapping with the alchemical force; and
bias toward training data-like structures.

B. Zero shot generation with similarity kernels and
evolutionary algorithms

Although diffusion models achieve excellent results for
3D molecular generation, they have some inherent limi-
tations:

• Lack of scalability: Diffusion models are global,
with the score acting on each atom dependent on
the entire structure. This makes scaling to larger
systems difficult.

• Limited control: Conditioning requires spe-
cialised training [2]. Users cannot easily guide gen-
eration or impose constraints.
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• Low transferability Diffusion models only gener-
ate molecules that globally match the training dis-
tribution. Applying them to new domains requires
collecting large datasets (although the amount of
new data required can be reduced by transfer learn-
ing [34]).

However, we believe that interpolating between an an-
alytical prior and quantum mechanical energy remains a
sound idea. Building on it and the insight from the pre-
vious section, we propose using a similarity kernel as the
middle potential to link the two ends of the generation
process, avoiding the need to train a model.

Our approach, named Similarity-based Molecular Gen-
eration (SiMGen), combines a time-dependent kernel
with an evolutionary algorithm. The kernel functions on
local atomic environments, rendering the entire genera-
tion process local. Yet, the atomic representations come
from a pre-trained machine learning force field (ML-FF),
thus making the generation “zero-shot” rather than en-
tirely learning-free.

1. Similarity kernels as generative models

Previously, we used x = {r, z} to represent whole
molecules. We can also represent a molecule as a col-
lection of atomic environments x = {χ1, ...,χN}, where
χi is a descriptor vector, representing the local environ-
ment around the atom i. The kernel function k(χi,χj) is
a measure of similarity between χi and χj . By maximis-
ing this measure, we can directly steer the generation
towards a chemical space defined by a set of reference
atomic environments Dref = {χ1, ...,χN}.

The correct choice of kernel and its parameters is es-
sential for this strategy to work. Here we use a time-
dependent version of the radial basis function (RBF) ker-
nel:

k(χi,χj ; t) = exp

(
−||χi − χj ||2

2σ(t)
2

)
, (9)

The RBF kernel is a universal approximator but more
importantly for us the kernel width σ(t) controls the lo-
cality of the kernel and its gradient [45]. When σ(t) is
small, the kernel and its gradient rapidly decay to zero as
||χi − χj || increases, while when σ(t) is large, the decay
is much more gradual. This ability to control the locality
of the kernel is essential, as we will discuss further on.

Since we want the kernel to measure local similarity, we
also need the representations χi to be local. While any
local scheme, such as ACE [24] or SOAP [46], could be
used to generate χ, we found that learnt descriptors from
a pretrained ML potential perform better. Section IIIA 1
gives details on the construction of such descriptors.

To use the kernel as a generative model, we construct
an energy function defined by the reference environments
Dref . We define the similarity energy of an atom as the

negative log likelihood of its environment with respect to
the reference data.

Esim,i = − log f(χi, t) = − log
∑

j∈Dref

k(χi,χj ; t) (10)

Summing over the atoms yields the total similarity en-
ergy of a configuration.

Esim(x; t) =
∑
i∈x

Esim,i = −
∑
i∈x

log
( ∑

j∈Dref

k(χi,χj ; t)
)

(11)

Fsim(x; t) = −∇xEsim(x; t) = ∇x

∑
i∈x

log f(χi; t). (12)

Esim(x; t) quantifies the similarity of atomic environ-
ments in x to the reference set Dref – the more similar
the environments, the lower the energy. The force on an
individual atom can be understood as the direction that
maximises the local similarity to the reference data. This
similarity force generalises the work of Cobelli et al. [47],
allowing the generation of environments that are similar
but distinct from the reference data.

In state-of-the-art diffusion models, the score func-
tion is constructed in such a way that it always points
in the direction of the data [48, 49]. We can emulate
this effect by setting a large initial kernel width σ(t) and
then reducing it as the generation progresses. Expand-
ing Equation 12 shows that the similarity force consists of
weighted contributions from all reference environments.

Fsim(x; t) =
1

σ(t)2

∑
i∈x

∑
j∈Dref

wj(χj − χi)
T∇rχi (13a)

wj =
exp

(
−||χi − χj ||2/(2σ(t)2)

)∑
j∈Dref

exp (−||χi − χj ||2/(2σ(t)2))
(13b)

= softmax(−||χi − χj ||2/(2σ(t)2)) (13c)

When σ(t) is large, all reference environments contribute
equally per the softmax, and Fsim(z; t) points towards
the "mean atomic environment". As σ(t) → 0, only the
closest reference environment dominates the force acting
on each atom. This transition from large to small σ(t)
enables atoms to first explore possible arrangements be-
fore ultimately settling into specific local minima.

We demonstrate how the width of the kernel affects
the similarity energy in Figure 2. Each individual plot
is constructed by placing an ethanol molecule without
hydrogen atoms in the XY plane. The energy at each
(x, y) corresponds to Esim if an additional oxygen atom is
placed at that coordinate. At the largest σ the repulsive
terms dominate, as the “mean atomic environment” does
not contain environments where the atoms overlap. As
we decrease σ, specific minima emerge. Next to the β-
carbon, 4 minima appear. These minima correspond to
the formation of either a single bond or a double bond to
the new oxygen atom. Only one minimum emerges next
to the α-carbon. The O C O fragment can be planar
only if one of the oxygen atoms is double bonded to the
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FIG. 3. Molecular generation using similarity kernels The main loop combines PSO with Fprior and Fsim to generate
a complete molecule without hydrogen atoms. In the refinement stage, hydrogens are added and a pre-trained ML-FF relaxes
the structure.

carbon, making a O site the only possibility. Varying
σ(t) is crucial for the generation process, as no single
value of σ(t) is appropriate for the whole generation.

The core of our method is the similarity energy and
force Esim and Fsim. However, to match the correct dis-
tributions at the two endpoints, we need to combine the
similarity force with a quadratic restorative force early
in the generation and the actual quantum mechanically
derived force near the end.

F (x; t) =kprior(t)Fprior(x) + ksim(t)F̃sim(x; t)

+ kQM(t)FQM(x)
(14)

Fprior(x) is the gradient of the log likelihood of the
prior distribution. In the case of standard Gaussian
prior Fprior(x) = −r. In theory, scheduling functions
k∗ are constrained such that F (x;T ) = Fprior(x) and
F (x; 0) = FQM(x). In practice, we use the similarity
force from the start, as moves guided solely by the unin-
formative prior waste computational effort without con-
tributing to the final result. Equation 13a suggests a
natural schedule, ksim(t) = 1/σ(t)2, for the similarity
force, and we thus rewrite similarity force as the product
Fsim(x; t) = ksim(t)F̃sim(x; t).

The force F (x; t) is equivalent to the score component
responsible for the atomic positions sr(x, t), yet so far
we have largely ignored the question of how to evolve the
elemental composition z. In the next section, we present
a method to optimise z without having to define and
train an alchemical force sz(x; t).

2. Handling element swaps

We can obtain an alchemical force from the similarity
energy by differentiating it with respect to the elemental

embedding z.

sz(x; t)
?
= −∇zEsim(x; t) (15)

To represent atomic environments, we use a pretrained
model that initially encodes the elements as one-hot cat-
egorical vectors. If we used sz(x; t) directly, the dis-
crete element encoding would become a continuous vec-
tor. While diffusion models can handle both discrete
and continuous element embeddings - they are specifi-
cally trained to do so - a model trained only on discrete
embeddings may fail to generate reasonable atomic en-
vironments when applied on structures with continuous
element embeddings. To avoid this issue, we instead turn
to an evolutionary algorithm.

We use a modified version of Particle Swarm Optimi-
sation (PSO) [50] to optimise the element composition z.
PSO explores a wide solution space using a population of
particles that share information about the current best
solution. We introduce a mutation phase into PSO for
element swapping. Each round begins by creating copies
of the current best solution with lowest Esim. We then
mutate a fraction of atoms in each particle by chang-
ing their element. Atoms with the lowest local similarity
have the highest mutation probability. Additionally, one
particle remains unchanged to allow the possibility that
the original z is already optimal. After mutation, the
particles evolve independently according to Equation 14.
This scheme enables element swaps without requiring an
explicit sz and helps to find overall lower energy solutions
by exploring a wider configuration space.

The modified PSO scheme has a downside – it strug-
gles with single-valence elements. If we allow swaps to
group 1 or 17 elements, the generation process almost
always converges to isolated gas molecules. Since these
elements have only one nearest neighbour, minimising
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Esim is trivial by switching to, for example, hydrogen
and forming molecular H2. To prevent this behaviour,
we remove group 1 and 17 elements from the reference
data and forbid swaps to these elements during PSO. We
then add back hydrogen atoms separately after the PSO
loop has finished.

Generation with explicit hydrogen atoms is an ongo-
ing problem in the field. Including explicit hydrogen
atoms generally reduces the performance of trained mod-
els [33, 51] and increases cost without fundamentally im-
proving the quality of the generated structures. As such,
many groups choose to treat the addition of hydrogen as
a postprocessing task [52–54].

3. Full procedure

Figure 3 illustrates the full generation procedure. The
main generation loop uses the modified PSO and the
force given by Equation 14 to generate a complete struc-
ture without hydrogen atoms. Since no hydrogen atoms
are present, we set kQM = 0 throughout this stage (the
intermediate configurations without H appear extremely
unsaturated, making physical forces less useful). After
the main loop, we add back the hydrogen atoms and per-
form one last element swapping round, now using QM
energies to determine the final composition. As a final
step, we relax the geometry using physical forces only,
kprior = ksim = 0.

The final structure of the generated molecule is pri-
marily determined by the main generation loop. The
refinement stage adds explicit hydrogen atoms and re-
laxes the molecule typically without further changes to
the heavy atoms. Although we use purpose-trained mod-
els for refinement (see Section III A 3, the generative part
of SiMGen does not require specialised models.

To evaluate our method, we generated 1,000 struc-
tures using local environments extracted from 256 QM9
molecules [55] as reference data. We picked the refer-
ence molecules by first sampling two molecules uniformly
based on the number of heavy atoms, and the remaining
molecules were selected randomly.

We used two criteria to assess the quality of the gen-
erated structures: (1) similarity to the reference environ-
ments, quantified by Esim, and (2) energy evaluated using
an accurate force field model. For comparison, we also
assessed 1,000 structures produced by the linear interpo-
lation baseline (Section IIA), as well as 10,000 additional
QM9 molecules.

Figure 5 shows the cumulative similarity distribu-
tion and the energy distribution for the three test sets.
Molecules generated with the similarity kernel have al-
most identical similarity and energy distributions to
molecules from QM9. This suggests our method success-
fully generates structures that match the reference dis-
tribution. In contrast, molecules from the linear scheme
have higher energies and are less similar to the reference
data. This is unsurprising, as most runs result in frag-

mented and highly unsaturated structures.
Finally, we analyse how the performance of SiMGen

depends on the size of the generated molecule. Figure 6
illustrates the fraction of valid atoms and molecules ver-
sus the number of heavy atoms at the start of genera-
tion. As expected from a local generator, the percentage
of valid atoms remains roughly constant at 99% before
hydrogen addition and 95% after, regardless of molecule
size. However, the fraction of valid molecules (where all
atoms are valid) after hydrogenation reveals that the hy-
drogen addition step is the main failure point of the whole
generation pipeline.

C. Shape control

Due to training constraints, diffusion models use the
standard Gaussian N(µ = 0,Σ = Iσ) as the prior for
generation. Since SiMGen does not require training, we
can start generation from any distribution. We take ad-
vantage of this flexibility to extend the generation to new
priors, allowing full control over the final shape of the
generated molecule.

1. Anisotropic Gaussian prior

We start by extending the standard Gaussian to the
anisotropic case with diagonal covariance N(r;0,Σ).
The probability density for a multivariate Gaussian is:

N(r;0,Σ) ∼ exp

(
−1

2
rTΣ−1r

)
(16)

Taking the energy perspective of probability, we get
Eprior = rTΣ−1r/2 and the force Fprior = −∇rEprior =
−Σ−1r. To use this in generation, we initialise atom po-
sitions from N(x;0,Σ) and apply Fprior in equation 14.

Figure 7 reveals that varying the covariance, Σ, has a
dramatic impact on the shape of the generated molecules.
Elongated priors create molecules with long aliphatic
chains, whereas flattened priors yield conjugated, planar
structures.

2. Point cloud prior

We can construct a prior with an arbitrary shape via
a point cloud. Consider a collection of N Gaussians with
means {µ1, . . . ,µN} and shared covariance Σ. To sample
this distribution, we first randomly select a point from
the point cloud and then sample N(µi,Σ). The density
associated with this prior is given by Equation 17.

f(x) =

N∑
i

exp

(
−1

2
(x− µi)

TΣ−1(x− µi)

)
(17)
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6 Å
8 Å

4 Å

10 Å

FIG. 4. Point cloud prior enables generation in an arbitrary shape Macrocycle-like structures can be generated by
combining a circular prior with a flat covariance.

Similarity Distribution

Energy distribution

Elinear

SiMGen

QM9

FIG. 5. Molecules generated with the similarity kernel
correctly sample the reference distribution Molecules
generated with the similarity kernel match the reference data
both in energy and similarity. The Elinear baseline often gen-
erates fragmented and highly unsatured structures, resulting
in high energy and low similarity. All structures were relaxed
with a pretrained ML-FF before comparison.

The energy for this density is E = − log f(x). Fortu-
nately, we can take the derivative of this energy analyti-
cally with the resulting force given by equation 18a.

Fprior = −
N∑
i

wiΣ
−1(x− µi), (18a)

wi =
exp

(
− 1

2 (x− µi)
TΣ−1(x− µi)

)∑
i exp

(
− 1

2 (x− µi)TΣ−1(x− µi)
) . (18b)

In practice we use

wi = exp(−|x− µi|)/
∑
i

exp(−|x− µi|)

for computational simplicity and have not observed any
adverse effects on the generation procedure. Note that
this derivation is analogous to equations for the similarity
force.

In Figure 4 we combine the point cloud prior with a
flattened multivariate Gaussian to generate a sequence
of macrocycles with increasing radii. The kernel’s refer-
ence data contain environments from structures only up
to nine heavy atoms, whereas the generated macrocycles
range from 45 to 111 heavy atoms. Due to the locality
of the kernel, we are able to generate structures much
larger than those in the reference data. Although a local
builder will eventually make a mistake when generating
a very large molecule, these results showcase how a local
model could be the backbone for generating large com-
plex structures.

3. Interactive generation with ZnDraw

Some of the most exciting applications of generative
modelling in chemistry require constrained generation.
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Valid Atoms or Molecules with or without H

FIG. 6. Atom validity is independent of molecule size
The plots show fraction of valid atoms or molecules as a func-
tion of heavy atoms in the generation. Valid atoms are defined
as atoms whose number of closest neighbours ≤ their natural
valence. A molecule is valid if all its atoms are valid. Before
the hydrogenation step, atom validity is 99%, adding H atoms
drops it to 95%.

Σ diag(1., 1., 4.) diag(1., 1., 2.) diag(1., 1., 1.) diag(1., 1., 0.25) diag(1., 1., 0.1)

FIG. 7. The covariance matrix controls the shape of
generated structures

For example, to generate a new ligand for a protein or
to link two fragments, the generation process must ac-
count for the already existing atoms in the structure. We
can condition our method by adding atoms or complete
fragments into the simulation box and keeping them sta-
tionary throughout the generation. While maximising
the local similarity, the fragments are then naturally in-
corporated into the final structure. However, since our
method is local, stationary atoms will only affect the gen-
eration if they are within the receptive fields of the atoms
being optimised by the kernel. Constrained generation
thus works best in tandem with a point cloud prior that
directs the generation toward the preplaced fragments.

To enable interactive constrained generation, we de-
veloped the ZnDraw software package [56]. ZnDraw
provides functionality for visualising, modifying, and
analysing atomistic systems. For generative modelling,
users can load structures into ZnDraw, interactively spec-
ify 3D point cloud priors, and perform generation driven
by these priors. ZnDraw also includes a graphical user
interface to specify generation parameters, as shown in
Figure 8. The flexibility to create custom prior shapes
makes ZnDraw well-suited for users to design priors tai-
lored to their specific applications. As an example, Fig-
ure 9 demonstrates ZnDraw’s interactive workflow to link
two molecular fragments sourced from [2]. We provide an
online version of ZnDraw with working generative mod-
elling at https://zndraw.icp.uni-stuttgart.de.

III. Methods

A. Similarity kernel details

The following sections give more information on the
main components of the generation and clarify the use
of trained models. Briefly, we use a pretrained MACE
model to generate representations for the kernel and, dur-
ing refinement, to swap elements and relax the geometry.
In addition, we use a trained model for the hydrogena-
tion step; however, this is a design choice, not a require-
ment. The hydrogenation model could be replaced with
any standard method, e.g. using bond lengths to infer
missing hydrogen atoms.

1. MACE features

We extract the features from a MACE [35, 42] model
trained on the SPICE dataset [57] containing 1 million
molecules of 3 to 100 atoms. The MACE model is a
many-body equivariant message passing neural network
(MPNN). We summarize the key steps of the construc-
tion of the MACE descriptors.

The first step in MACE is to construct the local
neighborhood of an atom based on a cutoff distance,
N (i) = {j|rij ≤ rcut}. Then two body information is en-
coded in a one particle basis as a product of radial basis

https://zndraw.icp.uni-stuttgart.de
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FIG. 8. Graphical user interface of the ZnDraw package The menus, highlighted in orange, allow user to adjust the
number of generated atoms, strength of the attraction to the prior, and number of steps in the generation. The black outline
on the molecule shows the original atom positions before generation. The points on the plane define the guiding point cloud
for the generation.

function R, spherical harmonics Y m
l and node features

hj , displayed in Eq. 19 where r̂ij denotes the relative
positions. The node features are initialized as one hot
chemical element, h

(0)
j = zj . The one particle basis is

summed over the neighborhood to achieve permutation
invariance in Eq. 20, after which (ν+1)-body features are
formed in 21 by taking the tensor product of the atomic
basis A

(s)
i,kl3m3

with itself ν times. The tensor product
is symmetrised by contracting the Clebsch Gordan coef-
ficients CLM

η,lm where η enumerates all possible symmet-
ric couplings to form the symmetrized basis B

(s)
i,ηkLM . A

message is formed as a learnable combination of the sym-
metrised basis in Eq. 22. The next node features are for
the step (s+1) formed by applying a linear update func-
tion on the message in 23. This operation is repeated
S time, always reusing previously constructed node fea-

tures.

ϕ
(s)
ij,kη1l3m3

=
∑

l1l2m1m2

Cl3m3
η1,l1m1l2m2

R
(s)
kη1l1l2l3

(rij) ×

× Y m1
l1

(r̂ij)h̄
(s)
j,kl2m2

(19)
A

(s)
i,kl3m3

=
∑
k̃,η1

wkk̃η1

∑
j∈N (i)

ϕ
(s)

ij,k̃η1l3m3
(20)

B
(s)
i,ηkLM =

∑
lm

CLM
η,lm

ν∏
ξ=1

A
(s)

i,k̃lξmξ
(21)

m
(s)
i,kLM =

∑
ν

∑
ην

W
(s),ν
ziηνkLB

(s),ν
i,ηνkLM (22)

h
(s+1)
i,kLM =

∑
k̃

W
(s)

kL,k̃
m

(s)

i,k̃LM
+

∑
k̃

W
(s)

kziL,k̃
h
(s)

i,k̃LM
(23)

Experiments with the trained diffusion model (Sec-
tion IIA) show that being able to handle overlapping
atoms is important to the generation process. In gen-
eral, MACE features vary smoothly with changes in the
atomic coordinates; however, this is less true when the
interatomic distances approach zero. The reason for this
is two-fold: one, there is little training data in this region,
and two, the features must encode the rapidly increasing
repulsive forces as atoms start to overlap. We can avoid



11

Initial fragments

Placing the prior

Start of generation

End of main loop

Hydrogenation

Relaxed geometry

FIG. 9. Interactive generation with ZnDraw From top
to bottom: the different stages of generation using the interac-
tive tool. The black silhouette shows original atom positions.

this by introducing a distance transform in equation 19.

ϕ
(s)
ij,kη1l3m3

=
∑

l1l2m1m2

Cl3m3

η1,l1m1l2m2
R

(s)
kη1l1l2l3

(r̃ij) ×

× Y m1

l1
(r̂ij)h̄

(s)
j,kl2m2

(19a)

r̃ij = rmin +max(0, rij − rmin) (19b)

Here we used rmin = 0.75 Å. This distance transform en-
sures the MACE features remain well-behaved even when
atoms are fully overlapping, which occurs frequently at
the start of the generation.

The pretrained MACE model used here has two layers,
96 channels (number of k), a maximum angular resolu-
tion of lmax = 3 (maximum l3 in the equation 20), and
message equivariance of L = 0 and correlation of ν = 3
at each layer. For the kernel, we extract the invariant
scalar node features of the first layer h

(0)
i,k00. They are

many-body descriptors of the local environments of the
atom i and contain information within a 5.0 Å around
each atom.

The MACE architecture ensures that the extracted fea-
tures follow the necessary symmetries. Moreover, the
obtained representations are differentiable, which is a re-
quirement when using the kernel as a generative model.

2. Generation details

The main generation loop combines the forces in Equa-
tion 14, a modified Heun sampler, and PSO to generate
structures.

The force schedule used during generation is given
by Equation 24. As stated in the main text, the QM
force is only used for refinement.

kprior(t) = tanh (20t2) (24a)

ksim(t) =
1

σ(t)2
= 119(1− (t/10)1/4) + 1 (24b)

Although these specific schedules worked well, in general
any functions that provide the right balance between the
two forces and significantly decrease the kernel width by
the end of generation could be effective.

In addition to the schedule, Fprior requires a multiplier
dependent on the size of the generated structure. |Fprior|
effectively creates a volume in which atoms can move
freely. Without atom number dependence, the restora-
tive force is either too strong, squeezing many atoms into
too small a volume, or too weak, allowing atoms to dis-
sociate. Therefore, Fprior is multiplied by a factor ∝ 1/n
during generation, ensuring that the magnitude of the
restorative force matches the size of the molecule.

Although Esim is generally well behaved, its repulsive
regions can contain small minima, leading to atom over-
lap during generation. To avoid this, we add a soft short-
ranged repulsive term to Esim:

Erepulsive =
1

2

∑
ij

exp(−αrij) (25)
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α is a hyperparameter controlling the range of the repul-
sion.

The sampler used with the similarity kernel builds
off Algorithm 2 from reference [49]. We make two mod-
ifications. First, we set a minimum noise level added to
the positions each sampler step. Second, we use a custom
time step schedule that is linear for the first N/2 steps,
then decays exponentially for remaining steps.

In PSO , Nparticles copies of the current configura-
tion are created. Of these, Nparticles − 1 are mutated by
swapping elements, while one remains unchanged. Each
mutation changes the element of ⌈0.2·natoms⌉ atoms, cho-
sen based on their local similarity to the reference set:

pmutate(i) ∝ exp(β log f(χi; t)) (26)

Here β ∝ exp(−t) is an inverse temperature. This
temperature annealing encourages exploration of diverse
compositions in the initial stages of generation and fo-
cuses the swapping on the lowest similarity environments
at the end of generation. For this work, the element
swaps are limited to C, N, and O. After mutation, the
particles evolve independently for nfreq sampler steps.
The next round of PSO begins by selecting one particle
with p ∝ exp(−βEsim), keeping it as the starting point
for the next mutations. For the examples here, we used
Nparticles = 10 and nfreq = 2.

3. Refinement details

The refinement stage has three steps:
1. Addition of hydrogen atoms
2. Element correction
3. Relaxation
Hydrogenation Typically, when generating with-

out hydrogen, generative models use bond lengths to in-
fer bond orders and, in turn, the number of hydrogens
required to satisfy the valence of each atom [32, 52–54].
This approach is also applicable here: We can use the
bond lengths to determine how many hydrogens to add
and create valid molecules. However, this method fails
for molecules with extensive conjugation, such as ben-
zene, where the bond order falls between discrete values.

Instead, we trained a MACE model to predict the num-
ber of additional bonds required to satisfy the valence
(https://github.com/RokasEl/hydromace). The pre-
dicted number of hydrogen atoms is added to the struc-
ture using rejection sampling for the initial positions.
Then, the pretrained MACE model is used to correct
the positions.

Element correction The PSO or the hydrogen ad-
dition steps can result in high-energy element combina-
tions or incorrect valences. We correct this through a
final element swap using MACE energies.

The element correction involves nswap individual mu-
tation rounds. Each round, we select the site with the
highest MACE interaction energy (site energy minus the

energy of the isolated atom). An ensemble of mutants
is generated consisting of the set of single-element swaps
over the selected site and its closest neighbours. For ex-
ample, for a C-O fragment the set is [C-O, C-N, C-C,
N-O, O-O].

Of these mutants, we select the one with the lowest
MACE energy to proceed. Once an atom is mutated, it
is fixed and will not be selected or mutated in subsequent
steps. We use nswap = nheavy atoms, so that each heavy
atom is checked at least once.

Relaxation To obtain the final structure, we relax
the whole molecule using the LBFGS algorithm with the
pretrained MACE force field.

4. Shape of QM9 molecules

In Section IIC, we showed that the choice of prior
has a substantial effect on the final shape of generated
molecule. As such, to generate QM9-like molecules we
need to know what is the average molecular shape.

If σ2
1 ≤ σ2

2 ≤ σ2
3 are the size-ordered variances along

the principal axes of a molecule, then the covariance of a
Gaussian prior that best fits the shape of the molecule is
Σ = diag(1, σ2

2/σ
2
1 , σ

2
3/σ

2
1). Note that the absolute val-

ues of the variances are not important, since the volume
of the prior is automatically scaled with the number of
atoms.

Figure 10 shows the variance ratios for 10,000 ran-
domly selected molecules from the QM9 dataset. Fit-
ting a Gaussian kernel density estimate, we find that the
distribution peaks at (σ2

2/σ
2
1 , σ

2
3/σ

2
1) ≈ (1.4, 2.6).

Thus, the molecular shape in the QM9 dataset is
best approximated by a covariance Σ = diag(1., 1.4, 2.6).
Whenever QM9-like molecules were generated in the text,
we used a prior with this specific covariance.

B. Energy-based diffusion model

The energy-based model uses a modified MACE ar-
chitecture by adding a time encoding. Specifically, time
is positionally encoded [58] and combined with the node
features:

h̃
(0)
i,k = MLP(h

(0)
i,k , f(t)) (27)

where h
(0)
i,k are the original MACE features. h̃

(0)
i,k replaces

h
(0)
i,k in subsequent uses within MACE.
To turn the modified MACE into a generative model,

we use the preconditioning proposed by Karras et al. [49].
In this design, the noise schedule is linear σ(t) = t and
noised samples are created by adding noise without scal-
ing.

xt = {rt, zt} = {r0 +N(0, It2), z0 +N(0, It2)} (28)

https://github.com/RokasEl/hydromace
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FIG. 10. Shape of QM9 molecules The axes correspond to
variance ratios along molecular position principal axes. Based
on kernel density analysis, the most likely variance ratio is
(1.,1.4,2.6) which is also indicated by the red lines.

Time t is sampled from a log-normal distribution
log t ∼ N(Pmean, P

2
std). Denoised predictions are ob-

tained by wrapping the score in a preconditioning
scheme.

Dr(xt, t) = cskip(t)rt + cout(t)∇rE(cin(t)xt; cnoise(t) · t)
(29a)

Dz(xt, t) = cskip(t)zt + cout(t)∇zE(cin(t)xt; cnoise(t) · t)
(29b)

The loss is the sum of position and element denoising
losses:

L =
1

λ(t)

(
||r0 −Dr(xt, σ(t))||2 + ||z0 −Dz(xt, σ(t))||2

)
(30)

The exact scaling c·(t) and weighting λ(t) functions can
be found in Table 1 in reference [49]. Molecules are
generated by initialising from N(0, Iσ(tmax)

2) and using
the stochastic sampler defined in Algorithm 2 in refer-
ence [49].

The model used to generate the energy landscape
shown in section II A was trained on 80% of the QM9
dataset for 300 epochs using the one-cycle learning rate
policy [59]. The model used a cutoff of 10 Å (this corre-
sponds to a global model), 16 radial basis functions, two
interaction layers, 64 channels and message equivariance
of L = 1 and correlation of ν = 3 at each layer.

For computing the Elinear and EQM baselines, we used
PM6 [60] with MOPAC [61] as a surrogate for the real
QM energy.

C. ZnDraw details

To enable interactive molecular generation, a visuali-
sation of the system, together with the ability to draw 3D
point cloud priors, is needed. Furthermore, a connection
between the interface and HPC resources has to be es-
tablished. We achieve this in ZnDraw by developing it as
a web application that communicates through websock-
ets using the socket.io standard. The server is built in
Python and supports file input through the Atomic Simu-
lation Environment [62] but can also read files complying
with H5MD [63]. The visualisation is realised through
the JavaScript package three.js.

A hosted ZnDraw instance supports multi-user access,
including sharing sessions for a real-time collaborative
experience. Each session can be connected to one or more
Python kernels for manipulating the data.

1 from zndraw import ZnDraw
2 vis = ZnDraw(url="<url >", token="<token >")

The connection to the SiMGen software is realised
through ZnDraw’s plugin interface. Methods to mod-
ify the scene with a given set of parameters can be added
using Pydantic, defining the parameters that will be dis-
played through the user interface.

1 from pydantic import BaseModel
2

3 class MyModifier(BaseModel):
4 parameter: float = 3.14
5

6 def run(self , vis: ZnDraw): ...
7

8 vis.register_modifier(MyModifier)

ZnDraw can be installed locally through
pip install zndraw on all standard operating systems
and uses a command-line interface zndraw <file> to
visualise molecular structures or interface with a local
version of SiMGen.

Furthermore, it is possible to view remote data made
available using the ZnTrack [64] package, as exemplified
in the SiMGen live demo by the reference dataset and
the hydrogenation model.

IV. Code availability

• The code for SiMGen is available at https://
github.com/RokasEl/simgen.

• The code for ZnDraw is available at https://
github.com/zincware/ZnDraw. The package can
be installed via pip install zndraw.

• The ZnDraw and SiMGen demo is hosted at https:
//zndraw.icp.uni-stuttgart.de.

https://github.com/RokasEl/simgen
https://github.com/RokasEl/simgen
https://github.com/zincware/ZnDraw
https://github.com/zincware/ZnDraw
https://zndraw.icp.uni-stuttgart.de
https://zndraw.icp.uni-stuttgart.de
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V. Conclusions

We have presented SiMGen, a method for generating
molecules in 3D using a similarity kernel as the main
driving force. The method maximises the local similarity
of each atom in the generation and uses an evolutionary
algorithm to optimise the element composition. We show
that we can successfully sample a reference distribution
without training a specialised generative model.

We can initialise the generation from any prior distri-
bution, giving us the ability to control the shape of the
generated structure. Combining the shape control with
the local nature of the similarity kernel allows us to gener-
ate structures with complex shapes and with many more
heavy atoms than any structure in the reference data.

To realise an interactive drawing of the prior distribu-
tion, we have developed the ZnDraw visualiser, for which
we provide an online demo.
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