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Abstract

The study of structure-spectrum relationships is essential for spectral interpre-
tation, impacting structural elucidation and material design. Predicting spectra
from molecular structures is challenging due to their complex relationships.
Herein, we introduce NMRNet, a deep learning framework using the SE(3) Trans-
former for atomic environment modeling, following a pre-training and fine-tuning
paradigm. To support the evaluation of NMR chemical shift prediction mod-
els, we have established a comprehensive benchmark based on previous research
and databases, covering diverse chemical systems. Applying NMRNet to these
benchmark datasets, we achieve state-of-the-art performance in both liquid-state
and solid-state NMR datasets, demonstrating its robustness and practical util-
ity in real-world scenarios. This marks the first integration of solid and liquid
state NMR within a unified model architecture, highlighting the need for domain-
specific handling of different atomic environments. Our work sets a new standard
for NMR prediction, advancing deep learning applications in analytical and
structural chemistry.

Keywords: NMR, Chemical shifts prediction, Pre-training and fine-tuning

Introduction

Spectroscopy plays a crucial role for elucidating molecular structures and dynamics[1,
2]. Nuclear Magnetic Resonance (NMR) is a powerful technique widely used in chem-
istry, biology, and materials science to reveal the local chemical environment[3, 4].
Accurate prediction of NMR chemical shifts can significantly aid in the assignment
of spectrum signals and the interpretation of NMR spectra[5–7], further enhances
structure revision and configuration determination[8–11]. Traditional methods for
NMR chemical shift prediction, while valuable, often encounter limitations in bal-
ancing accuracy and efficiency, especially when dealing with intricate molecular
architectures[12, 13]. Recent advancements in deep learning offer promising avenues
for enhancing NMR chemical shift predictions[14–16].

Current deep learning approaches for chemical shift prediction address two main
topics: liquid-state and solid-state NMR. For liquid-state NMR, two of the largest
publicly available database are nmrshiftdb2[17, 18] and QM9-NMR[19]. After apply-
ing restrictions on the number of atoms and types of elements in the molecules within
nmrshiftdb2, Kuhn et al.[20] extracted the remaining molecules and their correspond-
ing chemical shifts to create a derivative dataset (we refer to it as nmrshiftdb2-2018).
They utilized a graph convolutional network (GCN), achieving better results com-
pared to traditional HOSE code methods[21]. More recently, DetaNet[22], based
on the E(3)-equivariant Message Passing Neural Network (MPNN), has demon-
strated significant improvements on the QM9-NMR dataset compared to previous
work using FCHL[19, 23]. Liquid-state NMR models often neglect intermolecular and
solute-solvent interactions, focusing on individual molecules.

For solid-state NMR, the lack of well-organized and open-access experimental
datasets[24] necessitates reliance on computational datasets. Unlike in liquid-state
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NMR, extracting each atom’s local environment in solid-state NMR must be conducted
under periodic boundary conditions (PBC). In 2018, Paruzzo et al.[24, 25] compiled
structures from the Cambridge Structural Database (CSD)[26] and employed DFT to
obtain chemical shifts. They trained the ShiftML model using smooth overlap of atomic
positions (SOAP)[27] descriptors. Later, Cheng et al. proposed the NN-NMR model
for predicting the NMR of battery materials[28–30], also using SOAP descriptors, with
configuration sampling by DPMD[31] and calculations by DFT. Given the distinct
characteristics of liquid-state and solid-state NMR, separate frameworks are currently
required to accurately predict NMR chemical shifts. However, an ideal approach would
be to develop a unified framework capable of effectively processing data from both
states.

In recent years, the pre-training and fine-tuning paradigm has achieved significant
success in natural language processing[32, 33] and computer vision[34, 35], particularly
in large language models[36, 37]. This approach has also begun to advance research and
applications in fundamental science[38–41]. By pre-training on large-scale, unlabeled
biological and chemical datasets, models can acquire extensive knowledge, which can
then be fine-tuned for specific tasks such as predicting biochemical properties and
structural generation. Inspired by this success, we adapted this paradigm to the NMR
prediction task.

In this study, we present NMRNet, a unified framework through a pre-training
and fine-tuning paradigm, designed for general atomic environment modeling based
on a shared SE(3) Transformer architecture. By collecting extensive crystal structure
data for pre-training, we established an efficient representation of the local environ-
ment of crystals, enabling direct application to various downstream tasks related
to crystalline materials. Additionally, we assembled a comprehensive benchmark for
evaluating NMR chemical shift prediction models by gathering a diverse dataset of
chemical systems widely used in previous research. This included the creation of a stan-
dardized dataset, nmrshiftdb2-2024, derived from extensive cleaning and validation
of the existing NMR experimental database, nmrshiftdb2, serving as a foundational
resource for future advancements in NMR prediction models. Our results demonstrate
that NMRNet achieves state-of-the-art predictive performance in both liquid-state
and solid-state NMR, exhibiting robust generalization capabilities even in complex
systems. Furthermore, we highlight the potential of NMRNet for spectral interpreta-
tion and structural analysis, underscoring its practical utility in real-world scenarios.
This work brings new perspectives to the field of spectroscopy and structural anal-
ysis, significantly contributing to future innovations in material design and chemical
research.

Results and discussion

Overview of NMRNet framework

The NMRNet framework comprises four modules: data preparation, pre-training,
fine-tuning, and inference. The overall workflow is illustrated in Fig. 1. The molec-
ular domain is introduced by Uni-Mol[40], a representation framework with a SE(3)
Transformer architecture that has been extensively used for molecular downstream
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Fig. 1 Schematic diagram of NMRNet framework. Left: Data preparation, providing struc-
ture and NMR data. Right top: Pre-training, using pure structural information for self-supervised
tasks, including masked atom prediction and 3D position recovery. Right middle: Fine-tuning, for
supervised NMR chemical shift prediction. Right bottom: Inference, where the fine-tuned NMRNet
model parameters are frozen and applied to various tasks.

tasks[40, 42–44]. Specifically for NMRNet, We adopted and modified Uni-Mol to
describe its local environment using atomic representation. Notably, NMRNet is the
first application of Uni-Mol to atomic-level tasks and to extend its ability to solids in
addition to gaseous and liquid states. To ensure accurate predictions across these sce-
narios, we collect extensive structural databases for pre-training and NMR datasets
for fine-tuning, as summarized in Table 1.

The initial module, data preparation, is designed to extract 3D structural infor-
mation from the dataset and convert it into model inputs. For liquid-state NMR, the
chemical environment is based on a single molecule. In contrast, for situations requir-
ing PBC, typically in solid-state NMR, the chemical environment of each atom is
defined within the unit cell, encompassing all atoms within a specified cutoff radius. In
this study, the cutoff radius is set to 6 Å (the convergence check with different cutoff
radius is shown in Supplementary Methods), which adequately covers the local envi-
ronment for most of the atoms. The specific processing of these two representations is
shown in Supplementary Fig. 1.

Next, NMRNet acquires general representations and knowledge from large-scale
data at the pre-training stage, followed by fine-tuning that adapts the knowledge to
specific tasks or domains. This paradigm significantly reduces computational costs
and data requirements while improving our model’s generality and specificity on tar-
get tasks. For liquid-state NMR, we directly utilized the pre-trained weights obtained
from previous work by Uni-Mol on a large-scale molecular dataset[40]. For solid-
state NMR, the representation strategy based on single molecules by Uni-Mol was no
longer applicable. Therefore, we adopted a reasonable representation based on cutoff
radius (detailed specifics can be found in the Methods Section). Building upon this,
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Table 1 Database Information

Database Data Type1 Source Data Quantity2

Aflow[45] Structure only Computational 3,500,000+
CSD[26] Structure only Experimental 1,200,000+

Materials Project[46] Structure only Computational 150,000+
nmrshiftdb2-2018[20] Structure & liquid-state NMR Experimental 350,000+
nmrshiftdb2-2024 Structure & liquid-state NMR Experimental 480,000+
QM9-NMR[19] Structure & liquid-state NMR Computational 2,300,000+
ShiftML1[24] Structure & solid-state NMR Computational 250,000+
ShiftML2[25] Structure & solid-state NMR Computational 470,000+
NN-NMR[30] Structure & solid-state NMR Computational 16,000

1The databases containing only structural information were used for pre-training, while the
databases with NMR information were used for fine-tuning.
2For structure databases, the quantity reports the number of structures. For NMR databases,
it report the number of chemical shifts.

we adjusted the pre-training strategy and performed re-pre-training using a large-
scale crystal dataset. In total, we gathered over 4.8 million 3D structures from the
Aflow[45], CSD[26], and Materials Project[46] databases. The local environment of
each atom is extracted for self-supervised pre-training (see Supplementary Fig. 2a).
This pre-training enhances NMRNet’s feature representation capabilities, allowing it
to overcome limitations posed by scarce high-quality NMR data.

During the fine-tuning stage, NMRNet demonstrates versatility by supporting
both simultaneous training and prediction across all NMR-active elements, as well as
focused training and prediction for individual elements. This flexibility allows for tai-
lored model optimization based on specific research needs. To comprehensively assess
the NMRNet’s capability, we collect as many open-source NMR datasets as possi-
ble. Liquid-state data includes nmrshiftdb2-2018[20, 47], nmrshiftdb2-2024 (organized
and reported by this work) and QM9-NMR[19, 22]. While solid-state dataset con-
sists of ShiftML1[24], ShiftML2[25], and NN-NMR[30]. For each dataset, we fine-tune
NMRNet specifically for one element using pre-trained models, unless otherwise spec-
ified. We report three key metrics: Mean Absolute Error (MAE), Root Mean Square
Error (RMSE), and the coefficient of determination (R2). The performance of NMR-
Net, along with comparisons to previous studies, is summarized in Supplementary
Tables 1-2. These results demonstrate NMRNet’s state-of-the-art performance across
the majority of datasets, highlighting its accuracy in chemical shift prediction.

Subsequently, during the inference stage, we demonstrated NMRNet’s generaliz-
ability and robustness through a series of experiments. These investigations highlighted
the model’s promising applications in critical areas of NMR analysis, specifically peak
assignment and conformation determination. Additionally, NMRNet’s structural rep-
resentation exhibited the capability to elucidate the intricate relationships between
local chemical environments and chemical shifts, potentially offering deeper insights
into molecular structure-spectrum correlations. To make the fine-tuned NMRNet more
accessible to the broader research community, we provide a user-friendly interactive
web app[48] that allows for quick and straightforward predictions of chemical shifts
for molecules.
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Fig. 2 Performance of NMRNet in liquid-state NMR prediction. NMRNet’s correlation
scatter plots of predicted versus experimental chemical shifts for (a) 1H, (b) 13C, and (c) 19F in the
nmrshiftdb2-2024 dataset. (d) Comparison of the prediction error (MAE) for different elements in the
nmrshiftdb2-2024 dataset when using or not using pre-trained weights and when predicting a single
element versus all elements simultaneously. (e) Comparison of prediction error (MAE) for different
elements in the nmrshiftdb2-2024 dataset using different proportions of the training set, noting that
the data volume for the 19F element does not support a 0.1% setting. To facilitate the presentation,
both the horizontal and vertical axes are scaled logarithmically. Comparison of prediction error (MAE)
for different elements in (f) the nmrshiftdb2-2018 dataset and (g) the QM9NMR dataset against
previous studies. Note that DetaNet has not reported results for 19F.

Fine-tuning NMRNet with liquid-state NMR data

As mentioned in the Introduction Section, we revisit the latest data from nmr-
shiftdb2, manually screen and correct erroneous entries, and ultimately create a more
comprehensive and reliable dataset, nmrshiftdb2-2024 to resolve the drawback of
the wide-acknowledged nmrshiftdb2-2018 dataset[20]. This new dataset features a
greater number of atoms, a wider range of elements, and more complex structures
(see Supplementary Methods and Supplementary Fig. 3a-c for details). Although the
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nmrshiftdb2-2024 dataset is more challenging, the final prediction error is lower com-
pared to nmrshiftdb2-2018 (see Supplementary Fig. 3d), indicating that the model
maintains excellent performance even in more complex systems.

As illustrated in Fig. 2a-c, there is a strong correlation between NMRNet’s pre-
dicted results for 1H, 13C, and 19F in nmrshiftdb2-2024 and the corresponding
experimental values. The prediction errors (MAE) are 0.181 ppm for 1H and 1.098
ppm for 13C, which are close to the intrinsic experimental errors previously reported
[20](0.09 ppm for 1H, 0.51 ppm for 13C). NMRNet also shows a reliable predictive
capability for 11B and 17O, with R2 values greater than 0.80, despite these elements
being represented by fewer than 230 molecules in the training set (see Supplementary
Table 1). To demonstrate the effectiveness of pre-training, we compare the fine-tuned
NMRNet results on nmrshiftdb2-2024 using models with and without pre-training. As
shown in Fig. 2d, prediction errors significantly decrease when pre-training is included.
Additionally, the pre-trained NMRNet shows excellent accuracy in predicting both all
elements simultaneously and predicting single element during fine-tuning. As shown
in Fig. 2e, the model’s performance improves as the training set size increases, regard-
less of whether pre-training is used. Still, the model with pre-training outperforms
the one without, especially when the training set is small. Even when the full train-
ing set is used (sampling ratio = 100%), the model with pre-training outperforms
with lower MAEs. This emphasizes the benefit of leveraging large-scale self-supervised
pre-training when fine-tuning data is limited.

Moreover, to highlight the advantages of our strategy, we compare it with pre-
vious studies[20–22, 47, 49] on the nmrshiftdb2-2018 (see Fig. 2f) and QM9-NMR
datasets(see Fig. 2g). NMRNet shows a further improvement in the prediction
accuracy of 1H and 13C elements compared to the previous best methods on the
nmrshiftdb2-2018 dataset. Since chemical shifts in QM9-NMR can be calculated by
subtracting chemical shielding from reference values, we set shielding values as train-
ing targets. The training/test splits for QM9-NMR follow the settings established by
DetaNet[22]. NMRNet consistently outperforms across all six environments (1 gas +
5 solvents), with significant improvements in MAE for 1H (from 0.054 ppm to 0.020
ppm) and 13C (from 0.520 ppm to 0.262 ppm). This highlights NMRNet’s strong
ability to accurately model diverse solvent environments.

Fine-tuning NMRNet with solid-state NMR data

To enhance the model’s understanding of solid-state NMR, we tested four different
approaches. The first strategy (S1, Uni-Mol’s original representation strategy) utilizes
pre-trained weights from previous work[40], and incorporates the unit cell with an
intra-cell distance matrix. The second strategy (S2) employs the same pre-trained
weights as S1 but uses the unit cell with a global distance matrix. In the third strategy
(S3), we maintain the pre-trained weight setup but introduce a cutoff radius of 6 Å to
define the local environment. Finally, the fourth strategy (S4) was similar to S3, but
the pre-training weights are adapted to the cutoff format using a large-scale crystal
database.

To validate the performance differences resulting from the four strategies, we fine-
tuned the model on the ShiftML1 dataset using each strategy. The error distributions
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Fig. 3 Performance of NMRNet in solid-state NMR prediction. NMRNet’s correlation
scatter plots of predicted versus DFT-calculated chemical shifts (chemical shieldings) for (a) 1H, (b)
13C, (c) 15N, and (d) 17O in the ShiftML1 dataset. (e) Distribution of chemical shifts for four elements
in the ShiftML1 dataset. (f) The impact of four strategies on the prediction error (MAE) for 1H in the
ShiftML1 dataset using NMRNet. S1-S3 utilized pre-trained weights on molecular dataset, differing
in their use of the unit cell with intra-cell distance matrix, the unit cell with global distance matrix,
and cutoff radius = 6 Å as the local environment for a single atom, respectively. S4 modifies the pre-
training in S3 to pre-training with the cutoff format on a large-scale crystal database. (g) Comparison
of the prediction error (RMSE) for different elements in the ShiftML1 dataset using NMRNet with
previous studies. (h) NMRNet’s correlation scatter plot of predicted versus DFT-calculated chemical
shifts (chemical shieldings) for 23Na in the NN-NMR dataset.

of the model predictions under these four strategies are shown in Fig.3f and Supple-
mentary Fig. 4. For inputs involving the unit cell, using the global distance matrix (S2)
provides more accurate descriptions than the intra-cell distance matrix (S1). Moreover,
the S3 of setting the cutoff radius offers a more comprehensive depiction of the chemical
environment and is expected to further improve with crystal pre-training. Therefore,
we adopt S4, which resulted in a high correlation between its predicted results and
DFT calculations for the four elements 1H, 13C, 15F, and 17O in the ShiftML1 dataset
(see Fig. 3a-d). Similar strong performance was observed on the ShiftML2 dataset (see
Supplementary Table 2). It’s important to note that the training set is sampled using
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farthest point sampling (FPS), while the test set is randomly selected. This sampling
method creates an extrapolated test set that includes complex chemical environments
not found in the training set[24, 25, 50]. The rigor of this approach is illustrated by
the distribution of chemical shifts in the training and test sets (see Fig. 3e and Sup-
plementary Fig. 5 for ShiftML1 and ShiftML2, respectively). Moreover, Fig. 3g clearly
illustrates the significant performance improvements of NMRNet using Strategy 4 over
previous methods[24, 50], especially for 15N and 17O.

In the previous work, Cheng et al. calculated the dynamic chemical shifts of P2-type
cathode materials and then used SOAP to extract local structural descriptors, which
were subsequently used by a neural network to predict chemical shifts[30]. NMRNet
successfully reduces the prediction error (RMSE) of the chemical shifts of 23Na for
P2-type Na2/3(Mg1/3Mn2/3)O2 from 125 ppm in previous work to 48 ppm (see Fig.
3h), demonstrating a significant performance improvement brought by our method.

Applications of the fine-tuned NMRNet

Once NMRNet is fine-tuned, it is ready to be applied in various scenarios without the
need for retraining. A comprehensive exploration of fine-tuned NMRNet’s robustness
and generality is tested and reported in the following sections.

Generalization of the NMRNet

Generalization is a key performance criterion for evaluating data-driven methods.
To test the generalization capability (the ability to handle larger and more complex
molecules) of fine-tuned NMRNet, we examine NMRNet on molecules that are not
encountered during the fine-tuning phase.

Our first experiment to test the generality of NMRNet (all elements, fine-tuned on
the nmrshiftdb2-2024 dataset) focuses on the task of chemical shift prediction for five
nerve agents, which is crucial for evaluating the proposed procedures and preparing for
future threats from new variants.[51] The experimental results demonstrate that the
prediction accuracy of NMRNet is comparable to DFT methods (see Supplementary
Fig. 8), without any preliminary knowledge or computational requirements for the
nerve agents.

Since the five nerve agent molecules have relatively simple structures, we next
tested the NMRNet (all elements), fine-tuned on the nmrshiftdb2-2018 dataset (the
maximum number of atoms is 64), on a more challenging scenario. We select all
molecules containing more than 70 atoms from the nmrshiftdb2-2024 dataset to serve
as a more challenge test set. As shown in Fig. 4a, the prediction error shows no signif-
icant changes with the increase of the number of the atoms. Specifically, as shown in
Supplementary Fig. 9, when using all molecules with more than 70 atoms as the test
set, the R2 values between the predicted and experimental results are 0.955 for 1H
and 0.996 for 13C. Although there is a slight decrease in predictive accuracy compared
to the nmrshiftdb2-2018 test set (0.971 for 1H and 0.998 for 13C), the predictions still
show a very high correlation with the experimental values, indicating minimal over-
fitting. When all molecules containing over 100 atoms are used as the test set, the R2

values are 0.954 for 1H and 0.997 for 13C, further demonstrating NMRNet’s strong
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13C Prediction Error
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13C NMR

1H NMR 1H NMR

13C NMR

Fig. 4 Generalization test results of NMRNet. (a) Prediction errors on the test set from
nmrshiftdb2-2018 (molecules with atom counts ≤ 64) and an additional test set from nmrshiftdb2-
2024 (molecules with atom counts ≥ 70) with respect to the distribution of the number of atoms. The
top plot represents the errors for 1H, while the bottom plot represents the errors for 13C. (b) Two
molecules with a relatively high number of atoms were selected to demonstrate the performance of
NMRNet. Left: Yesanchinoside E (C54H92O23, nmrshiftdb2 id: 20173355), Right: Chiococcasaponin
I (C57H88O25, nmrshiftdb2 id: 20253108). (c) Comparison of predicted chemical shifts with exper-
imental chemical shifts for the two molecules in (b). The top plot shows 1H NMR predictions, and
the bottom plot shows 13C NMR predictions. Blue vertical lines mean experimental chemical shifts,
while red vertical lines are predicted chemical shifts. Peak intensities are all normalized to 1.

generalization and extrapolation robustness. To further challenge NMRNet and assess
its performance in extreme cases, we extract two molecules with more than 150 atoms
(see Fig. 4b) and predict their 1H and 13C NMR spectra (see Fig. 4c). Despite the
complexity of these molecules, NMRNet’s performance remains satisfactory.

Peak assignment

Peak assignment requires matching NMR signals and the atomic environment. Specif-
ically for this task, we develop a module where the experimental chemical shifts can be
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assigned to the atoms corresponding to the predicted values. The results for the five
nerve agent molecules are summarized in Supplementary Table 3-12. For the assign-
ment of the 13C NMR, NMRNet achieved an accuracy of 91%. Due to the smaller
values and closer differences in experimental chemical shifts between different atoms,
this task is more challenging in the 1H NMR. The results show that NMRNet only
achieved an accuracy of 72% for the assignment of the 1H NMR.

Current NMR models have made strides in reducing chemical shift prediction
errors, but challenges persist in peak assignment, which often relies on 2D NMR tech-
niques for accuracy in experimental settings. Due to a lack of data that describes
splitting and coupling between atoms, especially for protons, this information has not
been effectively captured by deep learning models. Additionally, identifying chemically
equivalent atoms in a molecule remains difficult, particularly when relying solely on 2D
topology (i.e. graph neural network for molecular representation). While NMRNet’s
3D coordinate-based approach provides a better representation of atomic environ-
ments, it still struggles with accurately distinguishing chemically equivalent atoms.
These limitations hinder NMRNet’s ability in peak assignment tasks but also high-
light the direction for future development of NMR-related and spectrometry-related
deep learning models.

Configuration determination

In real-world cases, one of the most challenging aspects of NMR spectrum interpre-
tation is identifying configuration and stereochemistry, particularly because isomers
often have very similar chemical environments. Incorrect identification of molecular
structure can lead to dramatically altered physical and chemical properties, potentially
turning a therapeutic drug into a toxic compound. Moreover, an incorrect assignment
of a natural product’s structure can result in years of wasted effort, as researchers may
pursue the synthesis of an entirely incorrect molecular structure. Traditional methods,
such as the empirical Karplus equation which relies on dihedral angle assumption,
address this challenge. Computational-based methods, such as DP4[8], show promise
in distinguishing chiral isomers. Furthermore, using DFT calculated chemical environ-
ment descriptors, the model by Gao et al.[52] can distinguish the chemical shifts of
hyacinthacine isomers, though retraining with data from two of the isomers is required.
Wu et al.[53] recently demonstrated the potential of machine learning models to elu-
cidate complex organic compound structures using 13C NMR chemical shifts. In a
subsequent study, Wang et al.[54] recently reported the isomerism determination capa-
bility of deep learning methods based on GFN2-xTB (semi-empirical method) and
GCN, similarly utilizing 13C NMR chemical shifts. However, there are limited reports
of successful chiral isomer identification without the aid of computational chemistry.
By incorporating 3D molecular representations, we propose that NMRNet can over-
come the limitations of 1D and 2D molecular information and accurately solve this
complex task without requiring extensive prior chemical knowledge.

After thoroughly reviewing reported isomer cases in related NMR models and
cross-referencing the original experimental papers that detailed the synthesis and
characteristics of these molecules, we select six cases (see Fig. 5) with the most com-
prehensive data and detailed reported results from previous studies. This selection
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* *

(3R)-3-hydroxy-2,4,6-trimethylheptanoic
4 R/S isomers 

* *

(3R)-5-phenyl-2-propyloxolan-3-ol
4 R/S isomers 

*
*

*

Hyacinthacines
8 R/S isomers 

1-Benzoylpyrrolidine
2 configuration isomers 

TIC10
3 configuration isomers 

Nevirapine
4 configuration isomers 

Fig. 5 Six examples used in configuration determination. The top three are for the structure
revision task, and the bottom three are for the chiral isomer identification task. The asterisk denotes
a chiral center.

ensures a fair evaluation of NMRNet’s performance. The structural determination is
conducted by comparing the experimental chemical shifts with the predicted chemical
shifts of various candidate structures. Then, the corresponding configuration is then
identified by determining the structure with the lowest Root Mean Square Deviation
(RMSD) between the predicted and experimental values.

In the structure revision task, we successfully revise the structures of 1-
Benzoylpyrrolidine, TIC10, and Nevirapine among pairs of close isomers using only
13C NMR data (see Figure 5 top and Supplementary Table 13-15). Moving to the more
challenging task of chiral isomer identification, specifically R/S stereochemistry deter-
mination (see Figure 5 bottom and Supplementary Table 16-22), NMRNet identifies
3 out of 4 isomers of (3R)-3-hydroxy-2,4,6-trimethylheptanoic using 13C NMR data
alone. Another example is (3R)-5-phenyl-2-propyloxolan-3-ol, where all four possible
isomers are successfully identified when both 1H and 13C NMR data are considered.
However, when only 1H or 13C data is used, only two isomers are correctly assigned,
highlighting the importance of combining both 1H and 13C NMR data, which aligns
with chemists’ experimental approaches. In the case of Hyacinthacines, a compound
with eight possible isomers (seven synthesized and one yet to be synthesized), five of
the eight isomers are correctly assigned using either 13C predicted chemical shifts, even
when the atoms in the diastereomers share very similar chemical environments. When
both 1H and 13C NMR results are combined, the correct isomer’s RMSD decreases,
demonstrating that integrating multiple NMR datasets facilitates more accurate struc-
ture assignment. This approach underscores the critical role of comprehensive NMR
analysis in stereochemistry determination, offering a robust pathway for accurate
molecular identification.

Moving forward, it will be crucial to collect and standardize more NMR data on
chiral isomers to enhance deep learning methods, with the aim of training models
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Fig. 6 Structural representations by NMRNet. Local structural representations of and their
relationship with chemical shifts for all Na+ in P2-type Na2/3(Mg1/3Mn2/3)O2 using t-SNE for
the (a) pre-trained NMRNet and (b) fine-tuned NMRNet. (c) Extract the interaction information
between each central atom (represented as Na1) and its local environment (Na13Mg8Mn16O39) from
the results of the 64-head attention mechanism of the Transformer, each head’s results are repre-
sented as a separate row, and these results are then concatenated together. Identical elements are
arranged in ascending order based on their distances from the central atom. (d) A unit cell of
Na2/3(Mg1/3Mn2/3)O2. (e) The local environment of Na extracted from the infinite crystal structure
corresponding to the unit cell in (d).

that are more sensitive to these subtle differences. Additionally, combining deep learn-
ing identification methods with other characterization techniques, such as circular
dichroism, could further streamline this complex task.

Correlation between NMR and the local environment

Since chemical shifts reflect the atomic local environment, we validate that NMRNet
can accurately represent these environments during both the pre-training and fine-
tuning phases (with solid-state NMR data). This is explored by visualizing the local
structural representations and their relationship with chemical shifts for all Na+ in
P2-type Na2/3(Mg1/3Mn2/3)O2 using t-distributed stochastic neighbor embedding (t-
SNE). The visualization for both the pre-trained and fine-tuned NMRNet models (see
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Fig. 6a-b) clearly shows that the structural representations learned during pre-training
could preliminarily distinguish structures with different chemical shifts. After fine-
tuning, the distinction becomes much more pronounced, indicating that the refined
representations effectively reflects the distribution of local environments.

To delve deeper into the interactions within the structure, particularly how the
central atom in the local environment is influenced by surrounding atoms, we visualized
the multi-head attention mechanism of the Transformer model. In this study, a 64-
head attention mechanism was employed, focusing on a local environment in P2-type
Na2/3(Mg1/3Mn2/3)O2 as a case study (see Fig. 6d-e). We extract the interaction
details of each attention head concerning the central atom, represented here as Na1,
and its entire local environment (Na13Mg8Mn16O39), and then concatenate these
interactions (see Fig. 6c, where identical elements are arranged in ascending order
based on their distances from the central atom). The darker color in the visualization
indicates stronger correlations between the central atom and its local environment.
Some attention heads show strong interactions between all Mn4+ ions in the local
environment and the central Na+ ion is captured, unveiling that Mn4+ can affect the
electrostatic potential and electronic environment around Na+. Additionally, other
attention heads reveal strong interactions between the central Na+ and certain Mg2+

or O2− ions, which further highlights how different cations and anions influence the
local chemical environment.

This mechanistic study provides a tool for analyzing the intricate interactions
within the local environment, bypassing the need for prior chemical knowledge. By
revealing these atomic-level interactions, NMRNet enhances the interpretation of
solid-state NMR spectral data, particularly in understanding how different local envi-
ronments contribute to observed chemical shifts, thus aiding in the determination of
structure-property relationships in complex materials.

Conclusion

In summary, this work lays a foundational stone in the evolution of deep learning-based
prediction of NMR chemical shifts, proposing and validating the potential of a unified
framework for this research direction. We introduced NMRNet, pioneering the appli-
cation of SE(3) Transformer-based representation learning models and a paradigm
that integrates pre-training with fine-tuning for NMR prediction. This innovative
approach enables rapid and precise chemical shift predictions across diverse scenarios,
achieving state-of-the-art performance on nearly all datasets. Remarkably, NMRNet
demonstrates significant promise in complex tasks such as structural assignment and
stereochemistry determination. Furthermore, we have established a comprehensive
benchmark for NMR chemical shift prediction, designed to impartially and rigorously
evaluate various methods across different datasets, thereby fostering the continued
advancement of this field. Moreover, our pre-trained model has established an efficient
representation of the local environment of crystals, which can be directly applied to
various downstream tasks related to crystalline materials.

Future work should focus on incorporating experimental factors like solvents and
temperature into the model design, as well as considering atomic coupling effects.
These improvements would enhance the model’s predictive accuracy and expand its
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applicability. Although the path ahead is challenging, the door to AI-assisted spectral
interpretation has been opened. NMRNet brings immense hope for advancing spectral
analysis and structural elucidation, while also providing a deeper understanding of the
complexities involved. This work represents a significant step toward realizing the full
potential of AI in revolutionizing the fields of spectroscopy and structural chemistry.

Methods

Data preparation process

For both the pre-training and fine-tuning stages, extraction of the list of atom types
and their corresponding 3D coordinates from the original dataset is essential. This
process can be facilitated by RDKit[55], Atomic Simulation Environment (ASE)[56],
or Python Materials Genomics (pymatgen)[57] to extract 3D information from various
types of molecular sources.

The previous nmrshiftdb2-2018 dataset utilizes data published by Chio et al.[47],
which retains the original training/test set division by Kuhn et al[20]. To build
nmrshiftdb2-2024 dataset (introduced by this work), we extract all valid data from
nmrshiftdb2[18]. Then, we use EmbedMolecule and MMFFOptimizeMolecule options
of Rdkit to generate 3D conformations of the molecules. For duplicate NMR data
records, the median of multiple experiments was used. Additionally, InChIKeys were
generated using RDKit as the unique ID for each molecule, to ensure that there are no
duplicate molecules in the training and test sets. The dataset underwent screening and
cleaning to remove recording errors (detailed processing steps are described in the Sup-
plementary Methods). While the QM9NMR dataset follows the latest research settings,
we could not locate the specific division of NMR data according to DetaNet. Conse-
quently, we reconstructed the original training/test set division based on data reported
in its Supplementary Information. For pre-training and solid-state NMR, we utilized
the 3D structures from their original datasets, employing ASE or pymatgen to read
and analyze the local environment of each atom. The ShiftML1[24] and ShiftML2[25]
datasets adhere to their original divisions, while the NN-NMR[30] dataset follows the
setup previously established by our research group.

After extracting the 3D information, it is further converted into a list of atomic
types and a matrix representing the pairwise distances between atoms, serving as input
for the model.

NMRNet framework

Pre-training

Currently, several studies have attempted to mix data from different scales and chem-
ical systems for pre-training, thereby constructing a unified atomic model across
scales[41, 58], however, the problem of unified modeling and training has not yet been
fully resolved. In this work, our pre-training database comprises Aflow, CSD, and
Materials Project. The CSD primarily consists of organic crystals, while the other two
databases mostly include inorganic crystals. Given the significant differences in chem-
ical environments between organic and inorganic crystals, and the varying structural
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sources of the different datasets, we found that mixed pre-training does not yield bet-
ter results than pre-training on separated chemical systems (see Supplementary Fig.
13). Therefore, we conducted separate pre-training for organic and inorganic crystals.
Detailed hyperparameter configurations are provided in Supplementary Table 23.

In the crystal pre-training phase, we employed two tasks similar to the mask token
tasks in Bert[32] and Uni-Mol[40]: masked atom type prediction and 3D coordinate
reconstruction. For each atom’s local environment, we replaced the center atom and
15% of randomly selected atoms with [mask] tokens and added ±1 Å noise to their
coordinates. A key distinction is that the model only needs to be dedicated to extract-
ing the local environment of the center atom during this phase. Consequently, the
additional heads only need to reconstruct the center atom, rather than addressing all
masked atoms.

A significant challenge we addressed was the substantial imbalance in the number of
local structures centered around different elements within the dataset. This imbalance
made it difficult for the model to adequately focus on the local structures of less
common elements. For instance, in the processed CSD dataset containing 92 elements,
local structures centered around H or C elements alone accounted for over 84% of the
total. To mitigate this issue, we implemented a log-weighted resampling approach to
balance the distribution of different local structures within the dataset. The results of
this resampling, shown in Supplementary Fig. 2b, ensure that the model can effectively
learn the chemical environments of various local structures, including those of less
common elements.

pi =
log(xi)∑n
j=1 log(xj)

(1)

where pi is the sampling probability of the i-th element in each training iteration
after resampling, xi represents the number of samples in the original dataset that
belong to the local structure centered around the i-th element, and n is the total
number of elements in the dataset.

Fine-tuning

In the fine-tuning phase, the model is trained to predict the chemical shift of each
atom based on the representation of its local environment. For the prediction of liquid-
state NMR, the chemical environment is described by a single molecule. Specifically,
the model is provided with a list of atom types in the molecule and a distance matrix
of pairwise atomic distances to obtain the representation of each atom’s local envi-
ronment. For solid-state NMR prediction, we comparatively evaluated four distinct
strategies to assess the model’s capability in representing the local crystal environment.

L = [ℓ1, ℓ2, ℓ3] ∈ R3×3 (2)

Aunitcell = [a1, a2, . . . , an] ∈ R3×n (3)

Ainfinite = {a′i | ai + k1ℓ1 + k2ℓ2 + k3ℓ3, k1, k2, k3 ∈ Z, i ∈ Z, 1 ≤ i ≤ n} (4)
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Ai cutoff =
{
a′′j = a′j |

∥∥ai − a′j
∥∥
2
< rcut, 1 ≤ j ≤ n

}
(5)

where n is the number of atoms in the unit cell, and rcut is the cutoff radius, which
is set to 6 Å in this work. The unit cell is defined by the lattice matrix L and the set
of atoms within the unit cell Aunitcell, Ainfinite represents the infinite crystal structure
composed of these unit cells, and Ai cutoff denotes the local environment of the i-th
atom within the unit cell, which includes all atoms in the infinite crystal structure
that are within the cutoff radius of this atom.

D1 =
{
D[i, j] = ∥ai − aj∥2 | 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n

}
(6)

D2 =
{
D[i, j] = min

(∥∥ai − a′j
∥∥
2

)
| 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n

}
(7)

D3 = D4 =
{
D[i, j] =

∥∥a′′i − a′′j
∥∥
2
| 1 ≤ i, j ≤ |Ai cutoff|

}
(8)

where n represents the number of atoms in the unit cell, |Ai cutoff| is the number of
atoms in the local environment of the i-th atom under the cutoff format, and D1 to D4

represent the input distance matrices for the four strategies, respectively. Strategies 1
and 2 input atoms from the unit cell, while Strategies 3 and 4 input all atoms within
the cutoff radius. The first three strategies utilize the pre-trained weights obtained
from previous molecular datasets, whereas Strategy 4 involves pre-training on crystal
structures based on Strategy 3.

X = Femb(A,D) = [xCLS, x1, x2, . . . , xn] (9)

δi = Gnmr(xi), 1 ≤ i ≤ n (10)

where A and D represent the input atom list and their distance matrix, respectively.
The classification token (CLS) is a special token in the input atom list that can be
used to represent the entire structure, and n denotes the number of atoms in the
input structure. X is the set of atom representations, xCLS is the representation of the
CLS token, xi are the individual atom representation, and δi is the predicted chemical
shift. Femb is the network that obtains the local environment representation for each
atom, composed of the backbone of Uni-Mol. Gnmr is the network that utilizes these
representations to predict chemical shifts, consisting of a feedforward neural network
with two layers of nonlinear transformations.

Modeling and analysis of molecules and materials

RDKit[55] is employed for reading or generating molecular SMILES, molecular objects,
InChIKeys, 2D structures, and 3D conformations. ASE[56] and pymatgen[57] are uti-
lized for reading and processing 3D conformations of crystal structures. The Molecule
Recognition application[59] of BohriumTM platform is utilized for automated identi-
fication and extraction of SMILES of molecular structures from images and scientific
literature. MolView[60] is employed for the visualization of 3D molecular structures,
while VESTA[61] is used for the visualization of 3D crystal structures.
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Data availability

All structural datasets used for pre-training are publicly accessible. The Aflow
dataset[45] is available at https://aflowlib.org/, the Materials Project dataset[46]
is accessible at https://next-gen.materialsproject.org/, and the CSD dataset[26] is
accessible at https://www.ccdc.cam.ac.uk/. All processed NMR datasets used for
fine-tuning are available at https://zenodo.org/records/13317524.

Code availability

The NMRNet code is available at https://github.com/Colin-Jay/NMRNet under an
open-source license. The trained model parameters are available at https://zenodo.
org/records/13317524.
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