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This study presents a long-range descriptor for machine learning force fields (MLFFs) that maintains translational and
rotational symmetry, similar to short-range descriptors while being able to incorporate long-range electrostatic inter-
actions. The proposed descriptor is based on an atomic density representation and is structurally similar to classical
short-range atom-centered descriptors, making it straightforward to integrate into machine learning schemes. The ef-
fectiveness of our model is demonstrated through comparative analysis with the long-distance equivariant (LODE)1

descriptor. In a toy model with purely electrostatic interactions, our model achieves errors below 0.1%.
The application of our descriptors, in combination with local descriptors representing the atomic density, to materi-
als where monopole-monopole interactions are important such as sodium chloride successfully captures long-range
interactions, improving predictive accuracy. The study highlights the limitations of the combined LODE method in
materials where intermediate-range effects play a significant role. Our work presents a promising approach to address-
ing the challenge of incorporating long-range interactions into MLFFs, which enhances predictive accuracy for charged
materials to the level of state-of-the-art Message Passing Neural Networks.

I. INTRODUCTION

Machine learning force fields (MLFFs) are a powerful tool
for accurately and efficiently predicting inter-atomic poten-
tials, approaching the precision of ab-initio calculations2–21.
MLFFs describe the potential energy as a function of descrip-
tors that represent the atomic structure of a given material.
To increase the efficiency of MLFFs, many methods rely on a
local descriptor that solely represents the atomic environment
in the vicinity of an atom within a specified cutoff sphere.
These methods assume that all interactions between atoms
further apart than the cutoff radius are negligible. While
this approach accurately describes many materials and
their properties, it neglects long-range interactions such as
electrostatics. This is because, in practice, it is impossible
to arbitrarily increase the cutoff radius. However, these
long-range interactions can be important22–25, and new
methods that include long-range interactions are necessary
to improve the predictive power of MLFFs for systems with
long-range electrostatics26–30.

This issue is widely recognized, and various methods
have been developed to address it. Recent models have
concentrated on specific types of long-range interactions,
such as electrostatics, and have introduced correction terms to
account for them1,26,27,31–37. A common approach is to split
the energy into distinct parts and model them independently.
Then, all contributions are added together to calculate the
total energy. Short-range contributions are typically cal-
culated with a local model, while long-range components
are modeled with diverse approaches. One can either treat
the various energy terms separately and train two machine
learning (ML) models, adding up the final energies, or utilize

combined descriptors and train a single model.
Many of these methods use classical (non-equivariant and or
even non-message passing) neural networks (NNs)26,32,34–37,
or kernel methods1,31,33,38. Deep NNs offer more flexibility
but require more data for training and are generally slow
to train. Kernel methods are more convenient for small to
medium-sized problems, as they can rely on dense linear
algebra routines to solve the linear least squares problem39.

Another approach to include long-range interactions is
to use short-range descriptors, but effectively propagate
interactions beyond the distinct cutoff by employing Message
Passing Neural Networks (MPNNs)10,17,18,20,21,27,40–46.
Equivariant MPNNs such as NewtonNet42, DimeNet43,
TeaNet44, NequIP17 and MACE18 offer unique advantages
due to their specialized architectures.
NewtonNet is designed to respect Newtonian mechanics,
ensuring that the learned forces obey physical laws. It also
incorporates directional information from forces, enhancing
the model’s accuracy42. DimeNet employs directional mes-
sage passing, which allows it to capture complex interactions
effectively43. TeaNet uses tensor-based message passing,
facilitating the learning of intricate relationships between
atomic structures44.
NequIP17 employs equivariant convolutions of tensorial
quantities, resulting in a particularly flexible network topol-
ogy with many millions of parameters. MACE18 is in most
respects a simplified version of NequIP usually relying on
only two message-passing layers and largely linear activation
functions. This should improve execution speed and learning
efficiency.

This work utilizes kernel methods. Our objective is to find
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a physically meaningful and flexible approach for describing
long-range interactions without resorting to a global and non-
atom-centered description. We present a new descriptor en-
coding the atomic density. The atomic density is described
similarly to short-range models47–50. However, we implicitly
account for all periodic images of all atoms in the supercell by
treating the atomic density in reciprocal space.
This approach offers the advantage of a flexible, physics-
based descriptor that is atom-centered but also long-ranged.
It can be easily combined with a local descriptor, as both have
the same mathematical form, albeit in its present implementa-
tion it is not yet very performant.
We apply the new approach to a gas of point charges. The
descriptor is then compared to the long-distance equivari-
ant (LODE) framework1 and the MPNN MACE18 for liquid
sodium chloride and zirconia.

II. THEORY

A. Short-Range Descriptors

The descriptors used in this work are designed to resem-
ble the density-based Smooth Overlap of Atomic Positions
(SOAP)4 and Gaussian Approximation Potential (GAP)51 de-
scriptors. The atomic density ρ is calculated around each
atom j as a function of the atomic positions denoted as r. The
expansion coefficients

c jJ
nlm =

NJ

∑
k=1

hnl
(
r jk
)

Y ∗
lm
(
r̂ jk
)

(1)

with

hnl (r) =
4π(√

2σ2π

)3 fcut (r)
∫

∞

0
χnl
(
r′
)

(2)

× exp
(
− r′2 + r2

2σ2

)
ιl

(
rr′

σ2

)
r′2dr′ (3)

from47 that are given there in Eq. (18) and (19) are used for
building the short-range descriptors. Here, the vector r jk is
the vector pointing from atom j to k, rk −r j. The set of radial
χnl and angular Ylm basis functions are used to expand the
atomic density in order to obtain rotational and translational
invariant expansion coefficients4,51. The indices l, m, and n
are the angular, momentum, and radial index, respectively.
The parameter σ is used to broaden the density distribution.
ιl are the modified spherical Bessel functions of the first kind,
and NJ is the number of atoms of type J. The cutoff function
fcut is used to ensure a smooth decay of hnl to zero at the
cutoff radius.

The final descriptor X j describing the local environment
surrounding atom j is derived by combining the invariant
(l = 0) two-body expansion coefficients

c jJ
n = c jJ

n00 (4)

and the rotational and translational invariant three-body ex-
pansion coefficients

p jJJ′

nn′l =

√
8π2

2l +1

l

∑
m=−l

c jJ
nlmc jJ′

n′lm (5)

into vectors

X(2)
j =

(
ci1

1 ,c
i1
2 , . . . ,c

i2
1 ,c

i2
2 , . . .

)T
(6)

X(3)
j =

(
pi11

110, pi11
111, . . . , pi11

120, pi11
121, . . . , pi12

110, . . . , pi22
110, . . .

)T

(7)

that are then combined to

X j =

(
β (2)X(2)

j

β (3)X(3)
j

)
(8)

using the weights β for the two- and three-body descriptors.
In the present calculations β (2) =

√
0.1 and β (3) =

√
0.9 were

used for the short-range descriptors. Whenever inproducts are
formed in the kernel, the weights are implicitly squared, so
this results in a metric with "weights" of 0.1 and 0.9 for two-
body and three-body terms.

B. Long-Range Descriptors

The objective is to calculate a similar set of descrip-
tors where the expansion coefficients however represent the
atomic density over long ranges and multiple supercells. The
same ansatz as in real space is used, where the expansion co-
efficients are designed to represent the atomic density. As
before, the descriptors are obtained by projecting the density
onto a product basis of radial and angular functions. However,
to avoid introducing a cutoff, the corresponding products are
evaluated in reciprocal instead of real space:

c jJ
nlm =

NJ

∑
k=1

∑
G

exp(iG(rk − r j))exp
(
−|G|2σ2

2

)
f ∗nlm(G)

(9)
where G are momentum vectors consistent with the periodic
boundary conditions, and fnlm(G) are the basis functions in
reciprocal space and the other terms represent the broadened
atomic density distribution of atom k of type J with positions
rk around atom j with positions r j. The central atom j may
be of any atom type present in the material. This allows for
the inclusion of interactions between atoms of different types
in the descriptor.
Starting out from the product of the radial χnl (r) and angular
Ylm (r̂) basis functions in real space

fnlm(r) = χnl (r)Ylm (r̂) (10)

taking the Fourier Transform (FT) of Eq. (10) and applying
the plane wave expansion yields

fnlm(G) = 4πilYlm(−Ĝ)
∫

∞

0
r2 jl(Gr)χnl(r)dr (11)
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where the remaining integral can be either solved analytically
or numerically depending on the choice of radial basis
functions χnl(r).

The long-range expansion coefficients given in Eq. (9) have
the same form as the short-range expansion coefficients given
in Eq. (1), but with the appropriate choice of basis functions
(see next section), they can encode the long-range density.
This is due to the calculation in reciprocal space, where not
only the position of an atom is considered but also all periodic
images of this atom. It is important to note that these long-
range descriptors do not require a cutoff, but of course, it is
possible to impose a cutoff by using the FT of finite-ranged
real-space functions in Eq. (11).
The individual long-range expansion coefficients are then
combined into a vector ("long-range descriptor"). We use only
two-body expansion coefficients as shown in Eq. (4) and the
corresponding vector X(2)

j . The three-body long-range coef-
ficients are excluded since the objective here is to describe
long-range pairwise interactions. Furthermore, we found no
improvements when including long-range three-body terms in
any of the systems considered here. This might have many
reasons, but we believe that three-body interactions are gener-
ally shorter-ranged. Consider, for instance, the case of Van der
Waals (vdW) interactions: two-body vdW interactions fall off
like 1/r6, and the three-body terms (Axilrod–Teller) fall off
like 1/r9. Furthermore, three-body electrostatic interactions
do not exist, as the Coulomb interaction is strictly two-body
in nature.

C. Long-Range Radial Basis Functions

The type of basis functions used for the descriptors has
not been specified yet. For the short-range method, spheri-
cal Bessel functions are used for the radial part and spherical
harmonics for the angular part.
Spherical harmonics are also used for the angular part of the
long-range descriptor. However, spherical Bessel functions
cannot be employed to model the infinitely ranged interac-
tions in the radial part. To maintain a fixed spatial resolution,
the number of Bessel functions would need to increase with
Rcut and therefore go to infinity.
Given the objective of representing electrostatic interactions
that decay slowly with 1/r, where r is the distance between
two atoms, it is evident that exponentially decaying functions
are a natural choice. This is because

1
r
=
∫

∞

0
exp(−ζ r)dζ

≈
Nmax

∑
n=1

wn exp(−ζnr)
(12)

holds. The first line of Eq. (12) is the Laplace transform of
1/r, while the second line approximates this integral using
a quadrature rule. This demonstrates that the integral over all
exponentially decaying functions can represent 1/r, a fact that
has been amply used in quantum chemistry to deal with inte-

grals in many-body perturbation theory52–56. However, it is
necessary to determine the exponents ζn and Nmax. We define
ζn on a logarithmic mesh where

ζn = ζmax/sn−1, (13)

and ζmax and the scaling constant s are hyperparameters deter-
mined numerically. We note that for many-body applications
a roughly exponential scaling was also found to be optimal,
although we had rigorous procedures for determining an opti-
mal scaling56. Those prescriptions are not easily adaptable to
machine learning, though.

D. The LODE Implementation

Grisafi and Ceriotti introduced the long-distance equivari-
ant (LODE) framework, which uses descriptors to encode the
electrostatic potential around atoms1. The potential is calcu-
lated by summing the potentials induced by other atoms at the
position of the central atom.
In reciprocal space, the electrostatic potential Φ is given as
the negative product of the atomic density ρ and the Coulomb
Kernel

Φ(G) =− 4π

∥G∥2Ω
ρ(G). (14)

where Ω is the volume of the supercell.
Because of the relation shown in Eq. (14), it is relatively easy,
with the density-based model presented above, to implement
the LODE descriptors as well. The only required step is to
multiply the density-based expansion coefficients by the neg-
ative Coulomb kernel before summing over the reciprocal grid
points G.
As in the original work of Grisafi and Ceriotti for real ma-
terials, the LODE descriptors are combined with short-range
descriptors as well, using the approach shown in the following
section.

E. Combination of Short- and Long-Range Descriptors

To apply the long-range models to realistic materials
in which both short-range and long-range interactions are
present, the final descriptor vectors X must contain informa-
tion about both types of interaction. By simply appending the
short-range descriptors Xsr and long-range descriptors Xlr the
final descriptor

X =
[
XT

sr,X
T
lr
]T

(15)

is obtained. This descriptor contains all the necessary in-
formation and still provides a unique similarity measure for
kernel-ridge regression.
It should be noted that no additional weighting for the short-
and long-range descriptors is introduced here when combin-
ing them, as this was found the change the learning efficiency
very little.
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F. The Fitting Process

The fitting process of our model employs the methods of
polipy4vasp, the code used in Ref.57. These methods are im-
plemented analogously to those of the Vienna Ab initio Simu-
lation Package (VASP)58–60 which are presented in47–49.
The following paragraphs provide a brief overview of the
main points of the scheme. It is assumed that there is a non-
linear functional mapping of the final descriptors obtained as
described above to the total energy of the system. As usual,
it is furthermore assumed that the energy U of the system can
be decomposed into the sum

U = ∑
j

U j (16)

of local energy contributions U j that depend on the "local"
environment around each atom j. Kernel regression is used
to describe the non-linear dependence of the energy on the
descriptors. Either a Gaussian (radial basis function) kernel

K(X j,Xb) = exp
(
−
∥X j −Xb∥2

η2

)
(17)

or a polynomial kernel

K(X j,Xb) =
(
X̂ j · X̂b

)ζ
(18)

is used here.
In Eq. (18) X̂ indicates that the descriptor X is normalized.
The index b in both Eq. (17) and Eq. (18) refers to the kernel
basis function to which the descriptor of the current central
atom X j is compared.

The energy per atom of structure s containing Natom atoms
is obtained when the following equation is fulfilled in the least
squares sense:

U s

Ns
atom

!
=

Ns
atom

∑
j=1

U j

Ns
atom

=
Nb

∑
b=1

wb

Ns
atom

∑
j=1

K(Xs
j,Xb)

Ns
atom

. (19)

Here U s is the energy of structure s obtained from first prin-
ciples (FP) calculations and Nb is the total number of kernel
basis functions. The energy U s is a linear function of the fit-
ting weights wb. As the forces are the negative derivatives of
the energy with respect to the atomic positions, also the forces
are linear functions of the weights wb.
These linear relations can be expressed as a system of linear
equations in matrix-vector form:

y !
=Φw. (20)

The vector y contains the energies of all training structures s
and all the forces acting on all atoms in the systems included
in the training data set obtained from FP calculations. These
entries are made dimensionless by dividing them by the stan-
dard deviation of those energies and the forces, respectively.
During training the linear system of equations is solved using
singular value decomposition, and singular values smaller
than a threshold of 10−9 times the largest singular value are
disposed of.

G. The Root-Mean Square Percentage Error

In this work, all errors of training and test data are given
in terms of the root-mean-square percentage error (RMSPE).
This is calculated by dividing the root-mean-square error of
the predicted properties by the standard deviation of the exact
results multiplied by 100. With this approach, we obtain
a unitless measure that does not depend on the number of
atoms or the size of the unit cell. Typically, errors are given
in (m)eV/atom for the energies and in eV/Å for the forces.
However, these errors cannot be easily compared between
different materials or at different temperatures. The RMSPE
simplifies such comparisons.

III. RESULTS

For LODE the model with only pairwise descriptors
and a body order term of ν = 1 is used. This facilitates a
comparison with the purely radial description of the density-
based long-range descriptors. Furthermore, it was found
that the use of three-body terms in our case leads to higher
errors compared to the use of only two-body terms. This is
likely related to the already discussed two-body nature of
long-range Coulomb interactions.

A. Long-Range Effects of Point Charges

As an initial test set for the present long-range model, a
gas of randomly distributed point charges, analogous to the
one used in1, was constructed. The set comprises systems of
varying volumes, each containing 64 atoms, with 32 having
a positive charge of +1 and the other 32 having a negative
charge of −1. To prevent large energies the minimum
distance between two atoms was set to 2.5 Å. The training
and validation data were generated using the Ewald energies
and forces from VASP. Only long-range descriptors were
used for this system.
For all tests on this toy model the Gaussian kernel given in
Eq. (17) with a broadening of η = 1.55 was used.

The first step is to determine the radial basis functions.
This involves optimizing three parameters: the number of
radial basis functions Nmax, the maximal exponent ζmax, and
the scaling constant s. A grid search of these parameters was
performed.
Figure 1 shows the minimal exponents ζmin = ζmax/sNmax−1

on the x-axis and the corresponding error in the force pre-
dictions on the y-axis. Each line represents a distinct set of
maximal exponents, ζmax, ranging from 12 to 0.9 and is asso-
ciated with a specific value of Nmax and s. The linestyle and
color of the lines indicate the value of Nmax and s, respectively.

Overall, reducing the scaling constant s reduces the
RMSPE. This is because a smaller scaling constant results
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s = 4, Nmax = 4
s = 3, Nmax = 4
s = 3, Nmax = 5
s = 3, Nmax = 6
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s = 2, Nmax = 6
s = 2, Nmax = 7

FIG. 1. The RMSPE in the forces for various values of the minimal
ζmin = ζmax/sNmax−1 of the radial basis functions, scaling constants
s, and number of radial basis functions Nmax for the gas of point
charges. It is evident that the error reduction is primarily associated
with a decreasing scaling constant. All curves with a small scaling
constant of s = 2 yield a minimum at ζmin ≈ 0.09. Exponents larger
than the minimum value are insufficiently long-ranged to accurately
capture long-range electrostatic interactions.

in a denser distribution of radial basis functions, allowing
for better a description of the electrostatic kernel (1/r). For
the electrostatic interactions to be accurately described, it
is necessary to have a sufficient number of basis functions
such that they decay sufficiently slowly. We see a more or
less pronounced minimum around ζmin ≈ 0.09. The second
minimum to the left corresponds to the case that the second
smallest ζ becomes approximately 0.09. For ζ , the inclusion
of values smaller than 0.09 is unnecessary but also does not
significantly degrade the quality of the fit.
The plot shows a steep increase in error on the right-hand
side, indicating that the smallest exponent is insufficient to
capture long-range electrostatic interactions. This occurs
when the radial basis function with the smallest exponent
decays too quickly and the basis functions are unable to
model the long-range interactions.

We found that with a scaling constant of s = 2 and 6 radial
basis functions, relative errors of approximately 0.1% are
achieved.
The values Nmax = 6, s = 2 and ζmax = 2 are the optimal
choices among all possible values for the density-based de-
scriptors for the gas of point charges. These hyperparameters
will be used in the subsequent calculations. Similar tests
must be conducted to determine the optimal set of these three
hyperparameters for other materials. However, the values
obtained here provide a good starting point, which can help
avoid extensive grid searches.

Next, we compare our approach with the LODE method,

which is implemented in the way presented in II D. It is
known from theory that the two-body LODE descriptor is
ideal for a system where only Coulomb interactions are
present1. Consequently, using only two-body descriptors and
a single radial basis function for a small cutoff is sufficient. In
this case one descriptor for each interaction pair (+1, +1), (+1,
-1), (-1, +1), and (-1, -1) suffices, as these exactly represent
the interaction of one positive or negative point charge with
all other positive or negative point charges. In our case, the
radial basis function, onto which the charge is projected, is a
spherical Bessel function that is smoothly cut off at the cutoff
radius.
The density-based descriptors are not optimal for this case,
so we need to use more radial basis functions and expansion
coefficients to learn the Coulomb interactions. However,
learning only pairwise interactions is sufficient even using
density-based descriptors.

Figure 2 shows the learning curves for the two different
methods. The LODE method was tested with various com-
binations of cutoff radii Rcut and the number of radial basis
functions Nmax, resulting in different numbers of expansion
coefficients, and potentially probing the electrostatic poten-
tials at points further away from the central atom. For the
LODE model, this adds irrelevant information for the simple
point charge model.

The red line represents the ideal LODE descriptor, which
quantifies the electrostatic potential inside the sphere of small
radius Rcut around the central atom. The electrostatic interac-
tion between two point charges i and j is given by

Vi j =
1
2

ZiZ j

∥ri − r j∥
(21)

where ri and r j are the positions of the particles and Zi and Z j
are their charges. Since the descriptors include information
about each atom type J independently the charges are not rel-
evant for the implementation and can be set to one. Then the
regression will essentially determine ZiZ j.
If one takes now the sum over all pairs (i, j) and over all atoms
the electrostatic energy E of the system

E =
1
2 ∑

i
Zi ∑

j ̸=i

Z j

∥ri − r j∥
=

1
2 ∑

i
Ziφ(ri) (22)

is obtained as a function of the electrostatic potential ri

φ(ri) = ∑
j ̸=i

Z j

∥ri − r j∥
. (23)

This potential is exactly "measured" by the LODE descriptor
with one radial basis function if the cutoff radius is smaller
than the minimal atomic distance (the Gaussian broadening
adds additional width to the source charges tough). The use
of a cutoff sphere is possible due to the Gauss law. According
to this, the electrostatic potential at the center of the sphere
can be determined by a probe charge of finite size, as long as
there is no source term inside the sphere.
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Trained on energies and forces

(c)

Trained only on energies
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training configurations
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(b)

101 102 103

training configurations

(d)

Nmax = 1, Rcut = 1
Nmax = 1, Rcut = 3

Nmax = 4, Rcut = 3
density-based

FIG. 2. The learning curves for various LODE models using different cutoff-radii Rcut and number of radial basis functions Nmax and our
density model differ when trained solely on energies. The top panels display the relative percentage error for energy, while the bottom panels
present the relative error for the forces. The left panels show the results of training on energies and forces, while the right panels show the
results of training on energies only.

With a cutoff radius of 3 Å, the value measured by the single
descriptor does not correspond exactly to the value of the po-
tential at the center of the sphere. In this case, the electrostatic
potential of point charges that enter the projection sphere can
not determined accurately. This is why the blue line levels
off at relatively high RMSPEs. Generally, considering the
Gaussian broadening σ = 0.3 of the atomic source charges,
a cutoff radius of Rcut ≲ 2.5 Å−5σ must be chosen, where
2.5 Å is the shortest nearest neighbor distance in our models
and a factor 5 before σ assures that the broadened charge has
decayed to negligible values.
When using four radial basis functions (turquoise line),
a linear combination of the values of the descriptors can
approximate a δ -function at the origin, although the model
requires additional training data to learn the precise linear
combination that corresponds best to the δ function.

When training only on energies and predicting forces

(as shown in Fig. 2(c) and (d)), the energy predictions are
mostly more accurate. However, the errors in the predicted
forces are notably higher and seem to stagnate at some point.
The same precision as in the mixed training on energies
and forces is never reached. This indicates that the models
require information about the forces to make highly accurate
predictions.

A comparison of our density-based descriptor with the
ideal LODE descriptor for this material reveals that the LODE
descriptor is superior. While our density-based descriptor
yields satisfactory results, it is necessary to employ more
radial basis functions (specifically, six instead of one) and
perform a hyperparameter search to identify the optimal
choice of ζmax, scaling constant s, and the number of radial
basis functions. This demonstrates that our density-based
descriptor, as predicted by theory, is not the best possible
descriptor for this prototypical system. Nevertheless, it is
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still capable of accurately describing the interactions, albeit
requiring more training data.

It is noteworthy that the LODE descriptor with one radial
basis function and a cutoff radius smaller than the minimal
atomic distance (red line) and the density-based descriptor
(black line) can achieve errors below 1% when sufficient train-
ing data are used. The LODE descriptor requires only about
40 training structures to achieve a relative error of 1%. The
density-based descriptor requires 250 training structures to
achieve the same accuracy and then stagnates. We believe the
stagnation at very small errors is likely related to the condition
number of the design problem becoming very large, which
makes it difficult for the pseudo-inversion to separate "noise"
from relevant data. Nevertheless, both models give very satis-
factory results. These are better than those typically obtained
using machine learning, as the errors for MLFFs are typically
in the mid-single digit percentage range (around 2 to 10%).
The hyperparameters, such as the number of radial basis func-
tions and reciprocal lattice points, can be adjusted to increase
the speed and memory efficiency of our computations while
still achieving excellent results.

B. Sodium Chloride

After demonstrating the models’ ability to describe systems
with purely long-range interactions, they were applied to
real materials. Liquid sodium chloride (NaCl) was chosen
as the first material due to the significant difference in
electronegativity between the Na and Cl atoms, which sug-
gests the presence of non-negligible long-range electrostatic
interactions. The combined descriptors capture both short-
and long-range interactions, enabling analysis of material
properties depending on both types of interactions.
The dataset for this material consists of 1014 different
structures, each containing 64 Na and 64 Cl atoms. The
configurations are taken from VASP molecular dynamics
(MD) simulations with 50000 steps and a time step of 1.5
fs. During this run the material was heated from 1100K to
1400K using the Langevin thermostat. An energy cutoff of
350 eV was used. The PAW potentials used were "PAW_PBE
Na_pv 19Sep2006" for Na and "PAW_PBE Cl 06Sep2006"
for Cl, considering seven valence electrons for each element.

Table I presents the results for NaCl obtained using five dif-
ferent methods: purely local/short-range descriptors (Local),
MACE without MP (MACE no MP), LODE combined with
short-range descriptors (LODE), long-range density-based
descriptors combined with short-range descriptors (Density)
and MACE with one MP layer (MACE). The combination
of short- and long-range descriptors follows the procedure
outlined in Eq. (15).
For the short-range part of the descriptor, the hyperparameters
were set to σ = 0.5, Rcut = 6 Å, Nmax = 6 and Lmax = 3
where Lmax corresponds to the angular quantum number and
indicates the number of angular basis functions. For the
density-based part, the optimal choice was Nmax = 7, s = 2,

ζmax = 1.5 and σ = 0.3. For the LODE part Rcut = 1 Å,
Nmax = 1 and σ = 0.3 were used. A polynomial kernel of
order ζ = 4 was used.
For MACE, only invariant features, Rcut = 6 Å, descriptors
with up to four-body interactions, force weights of 1000,
energy weights of 10 and 100 epochs were used. After 80
epochs the energy weights are increased to lower the error in
the energies.
Out of the 1014 training configurations always 20% were
used as validation data.

TABLE I. The root-mean-square percentage error (RMSPE) was
calculated for the validation data of liquid NaCl using combined
density and LODE descriptors as well as local-only descriptors and
MACE18 with and without Message Passing (MP). Radial cutoffs
of typically 6 Å are used. The results show that our density-based
approach outperforms the LODE method for real materials and is
as effective as MACE with MP. Nevertheless, including long-range
interactions is essential as the purely local scheme and MACE
without MP yield large errors.

Local MACE no MP LODE Density MACE
RMSPE E (%) 7.7 8.5 8.1 2.2 3.0
RMSPE F (%) 12.6 8.5 8.7 3.3 3.1

The density-based descriptors and Message Passing MACE
outperform the purely local method. LODE performs simi-
larly to MACE with no MP.
When comparing the LODE method and the density-based ap-
proach, it is evident that the density-based descriptors perform
better. This is because LODE is optimal for purely electro-
static interactions, yet lacks the capability to describe inter-
mediate range interactions. In real materials, the ZiZ j/∥ri j∥=
ZiZ j/ri j coulomb interaction between particles i and j is
screened by the electrons, resulting in an effective interaction

V =
∫ ZiZ j

∥ri − r′∥
ε
−1 (r′,r j

)
d3r′. (24)

At very large distances the interaction will be screened by the
ion-damped macroscopic dielectric constant ε−1. However, at
medium distance, the electronic screening is less pronounced.
LODE is designed to model 1/r interactions but not screened
interactions V . The present approach is far more flexible.

Even when the cutoff radius Rcut of the purely local
method is systematically increased to make the descriptors
longer-ranged the result never becomes quite as good as for
the combined density method or MACE. This is shown in Fig.
3. These data were calculated using the MLFF implemented
in VASP. For the three-body descriptors a cutoff radius of
5 Å was used since this yields better results than 6 Å. This
is also the reason why the initial value in this plot is better
than the one shown in Tab. I obtained using polipy4vasp. In
polipy4vasp a distinction between two-body and three-body
cutoffs is not possible and the best compromise is found to be
6 Å. The initial error (9.8%) is comparable to MACE without
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MP (8%) but requires us to perform a hyperparameter search
for the cutoff of the three-body terms. As shown in Fig. 3,
the error decreases as the cutoff of the two-body descriptors
increases, reaching a value slightly below 5 % when the
cutoff is sufficiently large. In summary, naively increasing
the two-body cutoff does not quite allow us to recover the
accuracy of the long-range models. Nevertheless, the present
observations have prompted us to routinely use relatively
larger cutoffs for the two-body descriptors (8 Å), and fairly
small radial cutoffs for the three-body descriptors (5 Å) in
VASP.

6 8 10 12
Rcut (Å)

4

5

6

7

8

9

R
M

S
P

E
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)

FIG. 3. RMSPE in the forces as a function of the two-body cutoff
radius Rcut for NaCl for the short-range descriptors. Data was calcu-
lated using VASP. Even when the cut-off radius is increased to 12 Å
the local method is unable to match the accuracy of the combined
density method or MACE.

As with the hyperparameter optimization demonstrated for
the gas of point charges, the hyperparameters for NaCl also
required optimization. During this process, we observed that
the inclusion of unnecessary information, such as additional
long-range radial basis functions with exponents that decay
more slowly than necessary for the description of electrostatic
interactions in this material, negatively impacts the predictive
capability of the model. The addition of radial basis func-
tions that do not encode relevant physical information to the
descriptor results in a distortion of the similarity measure of
the kernel. Descriptors that have a high degree of similarity
with respect to the kernel measure may exhibit a reduction in
this similarity when the additional, irrelevant information is
added. Thus, the inclusion of irrelevant information reduces
the learning efficiency.
Furthermore, the inclusion of irrelevant information in the de-
scription worsens the condition number of the design matrix
and the numerical stability of the problem.
Particularly when considering long-range descriptors, it is
crucial to carefully select the information to be included. Ide-

ally, all hyperparameters that are relevant for the exponents
of the exponentially decaying radial basis functions in the
density-based approach should be optimized through a grid
search for each material separately.

C. Zirconia

Bulk zirconia (ZrO2) is another material with a significant
difference in electronegativity between its two atom types. It
is used as a second test material for the descriptors developed
here. The combined descriptors and the LODE method are
used to assess the model’s performance.
The data set of this material consists of 592 distinct structures,
each containing 32 Zr and 64 O atoms. The configurations are
taken from VASP MD simulations. During these simulations,
the material was heated between 300K to 2800K using the
Langevin thermostat. For further details on the data set we
refer to Ref.61.
Again 20% out of 592 training structures are used for valida-
tion.
The hyperparameters used for the short-range parts and
MACE were identical to those employed for NaCl. However,
for the density-based descriptor, choosing Nmax = 5, s = 1.5,
ζmax = 2 yields the best results. The LODE method, when
using Nmax = 4 and Rcut = 3 Å instead of Nmax = 1 and
Rcut = 1 Å, yielded slightly better results. Therefore, these
values were used in the subsequent calculations.

A comparison of the results for zirconia in Tab. II shows
that the MACE with MP yields the smallest error. However,
the purely local methods result in errors in the single-digit
percentage range, indicating that the system is already well-
described using only short-range descriptors. The addition of
long-range entries from the density-based and LODE method
does not significantly alter the results.

TABLE II. The root-mean-square percentage error (RMSPE) was
calculated for the validation data of ZrO2 using combined den-
sity and LODE descriptors, as well as local-only descriptors and
MACE18, with and without Message Passing (MP). For a cutoff
radius of 6 Å in the short-range part of the descriptor, there is hardly
any difference between the three kernel methods and they do not
reach the accuracy of MACE. However, the error is slightly smaller
when long-range electrostatic interactions are included.

Local MACE no MP LODE Density MACE
RMSPE E (%) 1.8 1.7 1.9 1.4 1.0
RMSPE F (%) 6.8 6.0 6.3 6.2 3.3

As both the LODE and the density-based model describe
only monopole-monopole interactions and yield results that
are as good as those of the local description, it can be con-
cluded that no significant monopole-monopole interactions
are present in zirconia.
When comparing MACE with and without MP it is evident
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that the long-range MP model improves the results. We spec-
ulate that this implies that, despite the absence of monopole-
monopole interactions in zirconia, higher-order long-range
electrostatic interactions, such as dipole-dipole interactions,
play an important role. Although our results are indirect, we
suspect that MACE (as well as other message-passing net-
works) can describe dynamical long-range dipole-dipole in-
teractions. Considering their architecture, they should be able
to learn the dynamic, displacement-induced dipoles on one
site (1st MP layer) and their interaction with other sites (2nd
MP layer).

IV. CONCLUSION

MLFFs have advanced significantly over the past years,
with the equivariant message passing networks in particular
greatly improving prediction quality for materials where some
form of long-range physics is involved. The consensus seems
to be that for solid-state materials, message-passing networks
improve the accuracy typically by a factor of two to three
compared to more traditional invariant perceptions or standard
kernel-based approaches.

The exact reason for this is not yet fully understood. The
present work aims to take a rational approach to the problem
and attempts to propose long-range descriptors that are ca-
pable of describing a specific type of long-range interaction.
Our starting point is the long-distance equivariant (LODE) ap-
proach, which is designed to describe electrostatic interactions
between charges1 but also dipoles31,38. The important differ-
ence is that we wanted to stick to the standard kind of descrip-
tors that express the environment of an atom in a suitable set
of invariant descriptors. It turns out that this is possible and
only requires one to abandon the finite-range projectors usu-
ally used to describe the environment.

We show that the present long-range descriptor can achieve
almost the same accuracy as the LODE descriptors for point
charge models. Matter of fact, the learning efficiency is worse
than for LODE, since the machine learning model has to de-
termine from the data which linear combination of descrip-
tors describes the Coulomb 1/r law. However, the present
approach is more flexible as it can, by construction, describe
any, e.g. a screened Coulomb, interaction. We demon-
strate this for a real material, liquid NaCl, where the inter-
actions are dominated by electrostatic interactions between
point charges. However, these interactions are screened by
the electrons and the screening is distance-dependent. In
this case, the present density-based descriptors combined with
the usual short-range descriptors outperform LODE combined
with short-range descriptors. Nevertheless, the model is found
to be only as accurate as MACE and cannot improve upon the
flexible message-passing model.

For the second test material, ZrO2, we find no improvement
using long-range descriptors, and the performance of MACE
cannot be matched. This indicates that we are still lacking
important physics in the descriptors considered here. The
likely explanation is that in ZrO2 the dynamical (Born effec-
tive) charges are strongly anisotropic, i.e. moving in the O-Zr

bond direction and orthogonally to them, respectively, gives
very different Born effective charges. Our surrogate model is
not able to describe this by construction (it rather assumes an
isotropic, possibly screened interaction).

Clearly, more work is needed to fully understand what kind
of physics needs to be included to improve the short-range
models that have dominated research over the last decade.
We believe that this rational approach remains relevant, even
though data-based flexible message-passing networks are now
outperforming the rationally designed surrogate models.
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