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Abstract
Long-range interactions are crucial in determining the be-
havior of chemical systems in various environments. Ac-
curate predictions of physical and chemical phenomena at
the atomic level hinge on accurate modeling of these inter-
actions. Here, we present a framework that substantially en-
hances the predictive power of machine learning interatomic
potentials by incorporating explicit polarizable long-range
interactions with an equivariant graph neural network short-
range potential. The pretrained universal model, applicable
across the entire periodic table, can achieve first-principles
accuracy. This versatile model has been further applied to
diverse areas of research, including the study of mechanical
properties, ionic diffusivity in solid-state electrolytes, ferro-
electricity, and interfacial reactions, demonstrating its broad
applicability and robustness.

Main
Molecular dynamics (MD) simulations are indispensable in
describing different phenomena at the atomic level in disci-
plines such as chemistry, materials science, and biology1–4.
While ab initio MD (AIMD)5 simulation approaches of-
fer unparalleled accuracy, their computational demands con-
strain their application to small timescales and length scales.
On the other hand, classical MD (CMD)6,7 simulations of-
fer computational efficiency, but their accuracy is contin-
gent upon empirical parameters. Machine learning inter-
atomic potentials (MLIPs)8–11 provide a solution that bal-
ances accuracy and computational efficiency, outperforming
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traditional methods. In particular, MLIPs based on equivari-
ant graph neural networks, such as NequIP12, DimeNet13,
and MACE14, achieve excellent performance by introduc-
ing equivariant and invariant symmetries. Moreover, univer-
sal models trained on the periodic table such as M3GNet15,
CHGNet16, and GNoME17 have emerged, showing remark-
able prospects for materials discovery.

While existing MLIPs with a cut-off of around 5 Å per-
form well in simulating interactions within localized chem-
ical environments, they may fail to capture long-range phe-
nomena. This hinders their ability to understand and elu-
cidate the behaviors of complex materials18. These behav-
iors encompass electrostatic interactions, involving forces
between charged particles, and dispersion terms, which
arise from subtle fluctuations in electron distribution within
molecules or atoms. Consequently, this limitation calls
for further research and development to enhance the pre-
dictive capabilities of MLIPs across a wider range of dis-
tances and interactions. Various models have been proposed
to address the challenges associated with long-range inter-
actions. The third-generation19,20 high-dimensional neural
network potentials (HDNNPs) consider partial charges to
be local properties, which could potentially be insufficient
for describing systems with strong nonlocal dependencies
in their electronic structures. To overcome this limitation,
fourth-generation21,22 HDNNPs were developed, incorporat-
ing the charge equilibration (QEq)23 principles. In fourth-
generation HDNNPs, partial charges are directly trained to
match reference charges derived from first principles, re-
sulting in qualitatively meaningful outcomes. This new ap-
proach has shown early success in addressing the shortcom-
ings of the third generation.

The polarizable charge equilibration (PQEq)24–26 method
proposed by Naserifar et al. enhances the QEq method by
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incorporating polarization effects27,28. Unlike the fourth-
generation HDNNPs and the conventional QEq scheme,
PQEq uses quantum mechanics (QM) interaction energies in-
stead of partial charges as targets for evaluating interatomic
potentials. Notably, partial charges obtained from QM calcu-
lations are either derived from the direct partitioning of the
molecular wave function into atomic contributions or calcu-
lated based on the analysis of physical observables. How-
ever, due to the incompleteness of basis sets and variances
in the partitioning methods, properties calculated based on
partial charges may not always be reliable16,24. Hence, sub-
stituting partial charges with the QM electrostatic interaction
energies is expected to yield more general and widely ap-
plicable results. In previous works, there has been the de-
velopment of PQEq parameters for 102 elements, derived
from experimental data or high-level QM calculations23,29,
and demonstrated its effectiveness in accurately reproducing
QM electrostatic interaction energies24.

In this work, we introduce a novel framework that in-
tegrates the equivariant neural network potentials with the
polarizable long-range electrostatic potentials. When com-
bined with dispersion potentials, the pretrained universal
model within this framework achieves accuracy comparable
to first principles methods for elements in the periodic table
up to Pu, while maintaining a low computational cost. Fur-
thermore, we have applied this universal pretrained model
across different areas of applications, including the predic-
tions of mechanical properties of materials, phase transitions
and hysteresis behaviors in ferroelectric materials, and inter-
facial reactions in solid-state batteries, thus leading to sig-
nificant advancements in the fields of materials science and
chemical simulation.

Results

Framework and performance
Our framework, which integrates short-range and long-range
interactions is depicted in Fig. 1a. For a given chemical sys-
tem and the boundary condition, our goal is to construct a
mapping from atomic coordinates ri and atomic types zi to
the total potential energy Epot. The potential energy is de-
rived from second-order expansion24 with respect to charge
fluctuations and augmented by the dispersion term ED3,

Epot =
∑
i

(
Ei

0(ri, zi) + χ0
i qi +

1

2
η0i q

2
i +

1

2
Ki

sr
2
ic,is

)
+
∑
i>j

Cik,jl(rik,jl)qikqjl + ED3.

(1)

The zero-order atomic energy Ei
0 corresponds to the short-

range interactions of atom i, i.e., the final layer scalar output

of the equivariant graph neural networks, while the higher-
order self and interatomic Coulomb interactions represent
the long-range electrostatic interactions. In the equivariant
neural networks12, the initial features are generated using
a trainable one-hot embedding that operates on the atomic
types. The interatomic distance of atom i and atom j, de-
noted as |Rij |, is expanded by radial basis functions. Con-
currently, the directional component of the interatomic vec-
tors, expressed as Rij

|Rij | , is expanded by spherical harmon-
ics functions. These features are utilized to construct the
atomic graph. Then, through the equivariant message pass-
ing30 schemes, the atomic features are updated. A multi-
layer perceptron layer is then connected to derive the scalar
output. To account for charge transfer and polarization ef-
fects, partial atomic charge qi of atom i is contributed by
the sum of the nuclear core charge qic and shell charge qis,
both of which assume a Gaussian charge distribution form.
The first-order coefficients χ0 are electronegativities, com-
monly defined as half of the sum of ionization potential (IP)
and electron affinities (EA). The second-order coefficients
η0 signifies idempotential or chemical hardness, defined as
IP −EA. The spring constant Ki

s denotes the isotropic har-
monic connectivity between the shell position ris and core
position ric of atom i. The Gaussian electrostatic energy
is given by C(rik,jl)qikqj l, where i and j are the atomic
indices, and k and l represent the core (c) or shell (s), re-
spectively. In MD simulations, the partial charges are up-
dated dynamically by minimizing the potential energy equa-
tion (Eq. 1) subject to the conservation of the net charge, and
to the equality of chemical potentials for all atoms. The de-
tailed derivation of PQEq and the response of the force to the
external electric field can be found in the Supplementary In-
formation Part 1. As our goal is to reproduce Density Func-
tional Theory31 (DFT) results, the DFT-D3 van der Waals
dispersion energies correction32,33 terms ED3 are employed
to account for the dispersion. The forces on atoms Fi and
stress σab on the cell can be calculated via auto differenti-
ation of potential energy with respect to atomic coordinates
and strain ϵab,

Fi = −∂Epot

∂ri
(2)

σab =
1

Vcell

∂Epot

∂ϵab
, (3)

where Vcell denotes the cell volume.
We trained a universal model for all the periodic table

elements up to Pu, as described in the Methods section,
to evaluate the feasibility of this framework. Our results
demonstrate mean absolute errors (MAE) of 18 meV per
atom for energies E, 0.064 eV/Å for forces F , and 0.301
GPa for stresses S across a test set comprising 155,765
configurations. These results show a modest improvement
compared to the previously established pretrained universal
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Fig. 1: The architecture of the framework and model performance on bulk modulus. a, The framework integrates short-
range and long-range interactions, encompassing nearly the entire periodic table up to plutonium. Atomic number one-hot
encoding, radial basis functions, and spherical harmonics are employed to construct the short-range atomic graph. This graph
is then processed through an equivariant graph neural network to output the short-range energy. The lower part details the cal-
culation of long-range interaction energy, which includes electrostatic and DFT-D3 dispersion terms. Each atom is represented
by the Gaussian-type core and shell, enabling the calculation of electrostatic energy and partial charges through polarizable
charge equilibration. The model can predict the forces and stresses by applying automatic differentiation to the total energy.
Benchmarks on various calculation methods for the bulk modulus derived from first principles calculations and the model: b,
Voigt approach, c, Reuss method, and d, Hill average.

model16, suggesting that incorporating long-range interac-
tions enhances the accuracy of model in reproducing the out-
comes predicted by DFT. To demonstrate the performance
of the model, we conducted benchmarking using properties
that were not labeled during the training process. First, we
applied the pretrained model to predict the mechanical prop-

erties of 10,154 materials from the Materials Project35. Fig.
1b-d illustrate the comparison of the bulk modulus B de-
termined by the pretrained model and DFT. Our pretrained
model demonstrated impressive performance, achieving an
R2 of 0.94 with the Voigt approach36 BV and Hill aver-
age method37 BVRH, and 0.93 using the Reuss method38
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Fig. 2: Li diffusivity in cubic phase Li7La3Zr2O12. a, Crystal structure of Ia3̄d Li7La3Zr2O12 and Arrhenius plots depicting
the lithium-ion diffusion coefficients across varying temperatures. The dark blue polyhedron signifies La located at the 24(c)
site and the light brown polyhedron indicates Zr at the 16(a) site. Li fraction occupies the 24(d) and 96(h) sites. Predicted
diffusion coefficients of AIMD34 and our model, complete with error bars, are presented to calculate activation energies. b,
2-ns mean square displacements of lithium-ion in c-LLZO with different temperatures ranging from 800 K to 1800 K in an
increment of 200K. The linear dashed gray lines, with a slope of 1, are also plotted.

BR. These achievements not only highlight the robust per-
formance of the model but also establish a solid foundation
for the high-throughput screening of materials with excep-
tional mechanical properties.

Li diffusion in solid-state electrolytes
Next, we simulate the kinetic transport properties of a solid-
state electrolyte to demonstrate the capability of our model to
reproduce results from AIMD simulations. Specifically, we
investigated lithium-ion diffusivity within the cubic phase of
Li7La3Zr2O12 (c-LLZO)39, a crystalline superionic conduc-
tor known for its remarkable stability as a lithium conductor.
Owing to the efficiency of our pretrained model, we are able
to conduct MD simulations on the c-LLZO comprising 64
formula units, with a duration of 2 ns for each temperature
range from 800 K to 1800K. Fig. 2a presents the Arrhe-
nius plots derived from our model and AIMD34 simulations.
The diffusion coefficients were determined from the slope
of the logarithmic mean square displacements (MSD) versus
logarithmic time within the Fickian regime40, as depicted
in Fig. 2b. Compared to previous work using AIMD, our
model clearly reproduces the diffusion coefficients and acti-
vation energy of c-LLZO. More importantly, with the abil-
ity to reach larger model sizes and longer simulation times,
our model achieves these results with significantly reduced
error. This capability not only delivers comparable results
to AIMD simulations but also enables larger-scale simula-
tions that cannot be assessed by AIMD simulations, enhanc-

ing the statistical significance of MD studies. Consequently,
the framework developed in this work provides more reliable
and comprehensive data for diffusion analysis in solid-state
electrolytes.

Polarization and ferroelectricity
To verify the ability of our model to handle polarized sys-
tems, we performed MD simulations on a typical perovskite
ferroelectric material BaTiO3. As temperature increases,
BaTiO3 undergoes a non-trivial phase transition process41.
Below 183 K, it adopts a rhombohedral structure with lo-
cal polarization along the [111] direction. As the tempera-
ture rises, it transitions to an orthorhombic phase with polar-
ization along the [110] direction, then to a tetragonal phase
with polarization along [100] direction at 278 K. Finally,
at 403 K, it converts to a cubic paraelectric phase. Accu-
rately simulating phase changes in ferroelectric substances
requires precise potential energy functions that can respond
to the small atomic shifts and structural changes, as well as
account for the free energy surfaces under the conditions of
finite-temperature thermodynamics42. The rhombohedral-
orthorhombic-tetragonal-cubic phase sequence of BaTiO3

has been extensively studied and reproduced using effective
Hamiltonians43,44, CMD45,46, and specialized MLIPs mod-
els442,47.

To detect subtle lattice distortions and variations in free
energy that distinguish different phases, a 10×10×10 super-
cell of BaTiO3 was simulated. This allowed for a detailed
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Fig. 3: The phase transitions and P-E loop of BaTiO3. The temperature dependence of a, lattice constants, and b, local
polarizations of unit cells exhibit notable changes during the phase transitions observed from MD simulations on 10×10×10
BaTiO3. c, P-E loop of 20×10×10 tetragonal BaTiO3 at 235 K. The electric field is applied along the x-direction.

analysis of the structural changes that occurred between dif-
ferent phases, providing valuable insights into the proper-
ties of materials. Fig. 3a and b illustrate the simulation
results, which clearly identify four distinct phases and the
three first-order phase transitions within the simulated tem-
perature range. Below 145 K, the overall average polariza-
tion of the supercell aligns with the [111] direction, indica-
tive of the rhombohedral phase. At 145 K, a phase transition
to orthorhombic is suggested as the y-component of polar-
ization approaches zero. With further increase to 205 K, the
polarization predominantly orients along the x-direction, in-
dicating the tetragonal phase. This phase persists until 285
K, where the cubic paraelectric phase is observed. The ob-
tained phase transition temperatures align closely with those
predicted by various models and experiments, as shown in
Table 1. Notably, utilizing first principles methods or fitting
potential energy surfaces to first principles data often under-
estimates these temperatures, which is attributed to the ap-
proximated exchange-correlation functional45 employed in
DFT. Although the predicted phase transition temperatures
are lower than the experimentally observed values, the model
effectively captures the sequence of phase transitions as mea-
sured in experiments, demonstrating the efficacy of the pre-
trained universal model in modeling highly polarized phase
transitions in ferroelectric materials. In addition, we in-
vestigated the response to external electric fields, focusing
specifically on the hysteresis behavior of BaTiO3. By ap-
plying varying electric fields, we can chart the polarization-
electric field hysteresis loop (P-E loop). Experimental stud-
ies have shown that the critical thickness of BaTiO3 for fer-
roelectricity is about 4.8 nm48. To clearly illustrate the ferro-
electric phenomenon, we employed a supercell of 20×10×10
tetragonal BaTiO3 (∼ 8.2 nm along a-direction) to simu-
late the P-E loop at 235 K. The electric field was applied
along the x-direction, and the resulting changes in the x-
component local polarization of the unit cell are depicted

in Fig. 3c. The hysteresis loop obtained from our simula-
tion reveals that the coercive electric field Ec is about 300
kV/cm. This finding is consistent with experimental mea-
surement of thin film BaTiO3

49,50 and effective Hamilto-
nian calculations51, both of which report values ranging from
200-500 kV/cm. Our universal model excels in temperature-
dependence phase transitions and responses to external elec-
tric fields in ferroelectric materials. This proficiency holds
significant promise for exploring ferroelectric characteris-
tics, which are crucial for the development of non-volatile
memory devices, transducers, microsensors, and capacitors.

Table 1: Comparison of BaTiO3 phase transition temper-
atures obtained by different methods and experiments.

Method Tc,R−O (K) Tc,O−T (K) Tc,T−C (K)
This work 145 205 285
First Principles52 150±10 195±5 265±5
Second Principles53 140 180 224
Effective Hamiltonian44 119 158 257
ReaxFF54 N.A. N.A. 240
MLIPs42 18.6 91.4 182.4
Experiments55 183 278 403

Interface formation of lithium thiophosphates
The final application studied in this work involves all-solid-
state batteries, which represent a breakthrough in the evo-
lution of next-generation energy solutions, owing to their su-
perior energy density and inherent safety features56. Lithium
thiophosphate, known for its exceptional ionic conductivity
(∼ 10−3 S/cm), is deemed the most promising candidate for
solid electrolytes and has been widely studied through ex-
periments57–59 and computer modelings60–62. Notably, the
nanoporous β − Li3PS4 has been validated to exhibit out-
standing cycling stability63, presumably attributed to the for-
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Fig. 4: The formation of the lithium thiophosphates and lithium metal SEI layer at 300 K and 1 atm. a, The initial
structure of β − Li3PS4 (010)/Li (001) interface. The elements are color-coded: Li in green, S in purple, and P in pink. A
segment of the primary reaction zone, ranging from 8 to 26 nanometers is displayed. b, Snapshots at different times during the
MD simulations. The partial charges on lithium ions are represented with color coding to enhance the visibility of structural
transformations during the formation of SEI. The SEI layer, approximately 8.5 nm in thickness, forms after 4 ns MD simula-
tions, comprising an amorphous β − Li3PS4/Li2S interface (∼ 2 nm), a crystalline Li2S layer (∼ 4.5 nm), and an amorphous
Li2S (Li3P)/Li interface layer (∼ 2 nm) in sequence. c, The distributions of the Li partial atomic charges along the x-direction
at 10, 100, 2000, and 4000 ps. d, The radial distribution function plots of Li-S and Li-P within the electrolyte and SEI layer.

mation of Li2S and Li3P solid-electrolyte interphases (SEI)
during the initial battery cycles, which serves to passivate
further degradation of the electrolyte61,64–66. To investigate
the formation of SEI, we utilized the pretrained universal

model to simulate the interfacial MD of the solid electrolyte
β − Li3PS4 in contact with the lithium metal anode, encom-
passing a system of 13,760 atoms.

The initial β−Li3PS4/Li interfacial structure, measuring
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Crystalline Amorphous

Fig. 5: The decomposition dynamics of Li3PS4 electrolyte and component analyses of SEI. The snapshots capture the
dynamic decomposition behavior of PS4, showcasing: a, the sulfur, and b, the phosphorus component. To elucidate the
formation mechanism of the SEI layer , atomic component analyses of the c, crystalline, and d, amorphous Li2S regions are
compared among 4-ns (upper), 2-ns (middle), and the initial state (lower). The elements are color-coded: Li in green, S in
purple, and P in pink. The x-component root mean squared displacements (RMSDx) of Li, P, and S between the initial and the
2-ns states and between 4-ns and 2-ns states are also shown.

33.15 nm × 3.1 nm × 2.6 nm, was utilized in the MD simu-
lations, as depicted in Fig. 4a. The highly reactive Li metal
began to interact with PS4 tetrahedron at the interface, trig-
gering the formation of the SEI layer as illustrated in Fig. 4b.
With the growth of the SEI layer, electrons were transferred
from the Li anode to the Li3PS4 electrolyte, which causes a
gradual increase of the partial charges of Li as they migrate
from the anode, across the SEI, and into the electrolyte. This
results in a transition from metal lithium to ions. The dy-
namic behavior of partial charges at the anode-electrolyte in-
terface is a critical aspect showcased in Fig. 4c. Initially,
at 10 ps, the partial charges of lithium changed almost lin-
early from the anode to the electrolyte. Over time, this dis-
tribution evolved and showed a distinct plateau at 100 ps.
This phenomenon could be attributed to the ordered structur-
ing of the SEI, signifying the nucleation of crystalline struc-
tures. Ultimately, a stable lithium partial charges plateau was

formed between the anode and the electrolyte, spanning a
range of 15 to 19.5 nm. This is further supported by the
visualized structure depicted in Fig. 4b, where the plateau
within the SEI aligns with the Li2S crystal region. Chen
et al.60 employed AIMD simulations to investigate the ra-
dial distribution functions (RDF) of Li-P and Li-S bonds,
which concluded that the decompositions of electrolytes in
lithium thiophosphates are primarily due to the decomposi-
tion of PS4 tetrahedron by the active lithium metal, leading
to the formation of new Li-P and Li-S bonds. Our RDF anal-
ysis confirmed the formation of Li-S and Li-P bonds within
the SEI and electrolyte as depicted in Fig. 4d. In agreement
with the AIMD simulations60, we observed the emergence
of a new Li-P peak within the SEI at approximately 2.5 Å.
Furthermore, within the SEI, the Li-S bond displayed RDF
characteristics consistent with crystalline Li2S67. For the Li-
P bonds, the peak shape closely resembles that of amorphous

7



Li3P AIMD simulations68. As illustrated in Fig. 5a and b,
the ultimate decomposition products of P form only short-
range ordered structures, in contrast to S, which forms long-
range ordered structures. This observation agrees with the
measurements where Li2S crystals were detected but Li3P
crystals were absent in cryogenic transmission electron mi-
croscopy (cryo-TEM) experiments, as noted in reference58.
To enhance the understanding of the formation mechanism,
the atomic compositions of the SEI in both crystalline and
amorphous Li2S regions were examined. As depicted in Fig.
5c and d, within the first 2 ns, the emergence of amorphous
Li2S and Li3P regions was attributed to the swift diffusion
of P and S atoms. Conversely, the formation of crystalline
Li2S regions was predominantly influenced by the swift dif-
fusion of Li atoms and slower diffusion of P and S atoms. As
the system further evolves to 4 ns, the diffusions slow down,
which also confirmed that the formation of crystalline Li2S
region hindered further atomic diffusion and thus slowed the
growth of the SEI. As illustrated in Fig. 4b, during the ini-
tial phase of decomposition (10-100 ps), the swift diffusion
of P, S, and Li led to the formation of an interface of about
3 nm thick. However, in a later stage between 100 and 2000
ps, the formation of Li2S nuclei impeded the diffusion of P
and S atoms, resulting in a period of sluggish SEI growth.
Consequently, the interface experienced only a slight expan-
sion in this period, increasing by only 1 nm. Furthermore,
in the following 2 ns, there was essentially no SEI growth.
The final interface structure (∼ 8.5 nm) could be charac-
terized by a 4.5 nm crystalline Li2S region sandwiched be-
tween two 2-nm transitional layers. The cessation of growth
at this interface suggests that the crystalline Li2S and amor-
phous Li3P within the crystal region contribute to the stabi-
lization of both the lithium metal anode and the electrolyte,
which agrees with the theoretical predictions made by DFT
calculations64. Additionally, we studied the interface reac-
tions between Li6PS5Cl and lithium metal, as detailed in
Supplementary Information Part 4. As shown in Fig. S1,
at a pressure of 1 atm and temperature of 300 K, Li6PS5Cl
formed an interface of about 5-nm thick after 2 ns. This in-
dicates that the Li6PS5Cl electrolyte exhibits a higher sta-
bility against lithium metal at room temperature compared
to Li3PS4. Upon elevating the temperature to 500 K, poly-
crystalline Li2S was detected, in agreement with cryo-TEM
observations58.

The above molecular dynamics simulations highlight the
superiority of our pretrained model in describing the interfa-
cial reactions, which will significantly advance the develop-
ment of future all-solid-state battery applications. This ap-
proach allows for a detailed examination of the interactions
and behaviors at the atomic level. Through these simulations,
valuable insights can be gained into the dynamic interactions
that govern the stability and performance of all-solid-state
batteries.

Discussion
In this study, we introduced a novel framework that inte-
grates short-range equivariant machine learning interatomic
potentials with long-range polarizable interactions. This
framework enhances the precision of long-range interactions
by dynamically minimizing potential energy with respect to
charge fluctuations, effectively incorporating charge transfer
and polarization effects. By utilizing electrostatic interaction
energy directly instead of relying on partial charges, the pro-
posed framework facilitates the development of a universal
model with broad applicability. The robustness of the model
is further demonstrated through benchmarking of mechanical
properties, specifically the prediction of bulk modulus across
a large dataset of materials. The high R2 values achieved
indicate reliability of the model in predicting material prop-
erties that were not explicitly included in the training pro-
cess. This capability is essential for high-throughput screen-
ing, potentially accelerating the discovery of materials with
exceptional mechanical properties. In addition, the model
has been successfully applied to study dynamic properties,
such as lithium-ion diffusion in solid-state electrolytes and
phase transitions in ferroelectric materials. Its ability to repli-
cate AIMD simulations, while significantly reducing compu-
tational costs, suggests that it could be a valuable tool for
investigating kinetic properties across a wide range of mate-
rials. Moreover, the simulations of temperature-dependence
phase transition of ferroelectric material BaTiO3, as well as
its P-E loop confirmed the capability of the model in address-
ing polarizable systems. Regarding the interfacial reactions
between lithium thiophosphate electrolytes and lithium metal
anodes in solid-state batteries, the model successfully eluci-
dated the mechanism of interface formation and its impact on
battery performance, highlighting its potential for realistic-
scale simulations.

In conclusion, the pretrained universal model presented in
this work not only delivers commendable performance across
various domains but also establishes a solid foundation for
future high-throughput material screening and a deeper un-
derstanding of material behaviors. This model unlocks in-
valuable insights that have the potential to propel the devel-
opment of a new generation of high-performance materials
and transformative energy solutions. The implications of this
work are far-reaching and significantly enhance our techno-
logical capabilities.

Methods

Dataset
To train a universal equivariance neural network poten-
tial, we used the MPtrj Dataset16 sourced from Materi-
als Projects35 as the pretraining dataset. All configura-
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tions were calculated using DFT with the PBE69/PBE+U70

exchange-correlation functional and pseudopotential basis.
The PBE/PBE+U mixing compatibility correction71 was ap-
plied to ensure energy consistency. After removing un-
reasonable configurations, the dataset comprised a total of
1,557,645 material configurations, each with corresponding
energies, forces, and stresses.

Model training
The higher-order energy terms and the electrostatic Coulomb
interaction energies due to charge fluctuations should be de-
ducted from the total potential energy. Appropriately setting
the PQEq parameters is crucial for training a universal frame-
work. In particular, the Li parameters were refitted to repro-
duce the electrostatic interaction energies observed in QM.
Detailed information on the fitting process and the PQEq pa-
rameters used in this work can be found in the Supplementary
Information Part 2.

For equivariant neural network training, the NequIP12

model was utilized, incorporating six equivariant layers with
node features set at 256 × 0e + 256 × 1e. Spherical harmonic
basis functions were used to represent interatomic directions,
denoted as 1 × 0e + 1 × 1o. Interatomic distances were de-
scribed using eight Bessel basis functions, and a cut-off value
of 5.0 Å was chosen for building the short-range neighbor
list. The dataset is divided into training set, validation set,
and test set in a ratio of 6:1:1.

The total loss function (L) of prediction values xpred and
reference first principles values xref can be expressed as,

L(xpred,xpred) =

N∑
i=1

1

N
(xpred

i − xref
i )2 (4)

L = ωE · L(Epred,Eref) + ωF · L(F pred,F ref)

+ ωS · L(Spred,Sref),
(5)

where energies E, forces F and stresses S weights were set
as ωE = 1, ωF = 10, and ωS = 10 with quantity units of eV,
eV/Å, and eV/Å3. The batch size was selected as 128, and
the Adam optimizer was employed with an initial learning
rate of 10−3. A total of 71,452,040 trainable parameters were
initialized with the random seed 3407. The implementation
of the entire neural networks and long-range interactions was
based on JAX 0.4.2072. The training was conducted on a
single NVIDIA H100-PCIe GPU, utilizing CUDA version
12.3 and Driver version 545.23.06.

Dynamics
The Atomic Simulation Environment (ASE)73 was utilized
as the interface for geometry relaxations and MD simu-
lations. Structure relaxations were conducted using the

limited-memory BFGS74 method. Both atomic coordinates
and cell vectors were optimized concurrently until the forces
fell below the convergence threshold of 0.05 eV/Å.

The c-LLZO with a space group of Ia3̄d originated from
experimental structures detailed in reference39. The struc-
ture was expanded to a 2×2×2 supercell. Subsequently, 180
lithium atoms were randomly placed on the 24(d) sites, and
an additional 268 lithium atoms on the 96(h) sites. After re-
laxation, the structure served as the starting point for MD
simulations. The isothermal isobaric (NpT) ensemble sim-
ulations were performed with the temperature control via
Nosé-Hoover thermostat75,76 and pressure maintained at 1
atm using Parrinello-Rahman barostat77,78 to determine the
lattice constants at various temperatures. Then, the canonical
(NVT) ensemble simulations with the Nosé-Hoover thermo-
stat were utilized to ascertain the lithium diffusion properties
within c-LLZO. A time step of 2 fs was used for all NpT
and NVT simulations. In the case of NVT simulations, fol-
lowing a 100 ps equilibration period, 2-ns trajectories’ mean
squared displacements of Li ions were employed to calcu-
late the self-diffusion coefficients at various target tempera-
tures. Additionally, we conducted an uncertainty analysis of
the diffusion coefficients, applying the empirical error esti-
mation method as detailed in reference34.

To construct the phase diagram of the BaTiO3 crys-
tal structure, a supercell consisting of a 10×10×10 R3m
BaTiO3 lattice with 5000 atoms was created. The crystal
structure data for BaTiO3 was sourced from the Materials
Project35. NpT simulations with the Nosé-Hoover thermo-
stat and Parrinello-Rahman barostat were performed with a
1-fs timestep. Throughout the simulations, the pressure was
consistently maintained at 1 atmosphere. To regulate temper-
ature, the procedure began at 5 K and involved incrementing
the temperature by 10 K every 20 ps. The average lattice
constants and the local polarization of the unit cell, denoted
as Pu, were determined using data from the final 10 ps of
trajectories at each temperature step. For the comprehensive
calculation method of the local polarization, please refer to
the Supplementary Information Part 3. To obtain the local
polarization-electric field hysteresis loop of BaTiO3, the av-
erage structures of the 235 K tetragonal phase were utilized.
NpT MD simulations were conducted on the 20×10×10 su-
percell of the tetragonal BaTiO3, comprising 10,000 atoms,
to derive the P-E loop. Electric fields ranging from 1×10–2

V/Å to –1×10–2 V/Å were applied along the x-direction and
then reversed back to 1×10–2 V/Å.

We utilized a 13760-atom structure consisting of a ca.
13.6-nm thick Im3̄m lithium metal anode with [100] facet,
paired with a ca. 19.1 nm thick Pnma β − Li3PS4 elec-
trolyte with [010] facet to illustrate the SEI formation across
realistic spatial and temporal scales. The system was struc-
tured with periodic lateral dimensions measuring 3.1 nm by
2.6 nm. The unit cell of anode and electrolyte structures
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originated from the Materials Project35. The entire cell was
subject to periodic boundary conditions, with a 1 nm atomic
layer fixed on each side along the x-direction to ensure a
singular interface reaction. NpT MD simulations were con-
ducted at a standard temperature of 300 K and a pressure
of 1 atm by Nosé-Hoover thermostat and Parrinello-Rahman
barostat with a timestep of 2 fs. Initial velocities for the
particles were assigned randomly following the Maxwell-
Boltzmann distribution, and the simulations were carried out
for a duration of 4 ns.

Data availability
Source data will be provided with this paper. The dataset is
accessible through the Materials Project16,35. Detailed PQEq
parameters are provided in the Supplementary Information.

Code availability
The NequIP12 code originated from the open-source project
jax-md79. The JAX implementation of PQEq and DFT-
D3 will be made available at https://github.com/
reaxnet/jax-nb.
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