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ABSTRACT 

Generative model for 2D materials has shown significant promise in accelerating the material 

discovery process. The stability and performance of these materials are strongly influenced by their 

underlying symmetry. However, existing generative models for 2D materials often neglect 

symmetry constraints, which limits both the diversity and quality of the generated structures. Here, 

we introduce a symmetry-constrained diffusion model (SCDM) that integrates space group 

symmetry into the generative process. By incorporating Wyckoff positions, the model ensures 

adherence to symmetry principles, leading to the generation of 2,000 candidate structures. DFT 

calculations were conducted to evaluate the convex hull energies of these structures after structural 

relaxation. From the generated samples, 843 materials that met the energy stability criteria (Ehull < 

0.6 eV/atom) were identified. Among these, six candidates were selected for further stability 

analysis, including phonon band structure evaluations and electronic properties investigations, all 

of which exhibited phonon spectrum stability. To benchmark the performance of SCDM, a 

symmetry-unconstrained diffusion model was also evaluated via crystal structure prediction model. 

The results highlight that incorporating symmetry constraints enhances the effectiveness of 

generated 2D materials, making a contribution to the discovery of 2D materials through generative 

modeling. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



1.Introduction 

Since the discovery and synthesis of graphene, two-dimensional (2D) materials have attracted 

considerable attention in scientific research.1 Owing to their distinctive layered structures and 

versatile physicochemical properties, these materials hold broad application potential in energy, 

electronics, and catalysis. 2-3 Compared with their three-dimensional counterparts, 2D materials 

exhibit superior optical performance, electronic transport efficiency, and surface chemical 

reactivity.4 These exceptional properties support their role in the development of next-generation 

high-performance devices. 

Recent advances in artificial intelligence have driven the application of generative models in 

material discovery. Among these, diffusion models,5 as an emerging class of generative frameworks, 

leverage their iterative generation approach to simulate complex material morphologies. Owing to 

their demonstrated effectiveness, diffusion models are among the most promising tools in the field 

of materials exploration.6-10 Notable examples include the CDVAE of Tian Xie et al.,11 which was 

proposed in 2022 as a diffusion-based framework to generate diverse inorganic materials. Building 

on this foundation, the subsequent MatterGen model enhanced the ability to design materials with 

tailored chemical and physical properties.12 Additionally, Peder Lyngby et al. utilized CDVAE to 

explore 2D material generation, successfully identifying several 2D structures.13 

Space group symmetry plays a pivotal role in stabilizing lattice structures and modulating 

electronic properties, which directly impact material performance in various applications.14-17 

Research has also integrated space group symmetry into generative frameworks to enhance material 

discovery. Notable works include the DiffCSP of Jiao R et al.,18 which combines lattice parameters 

and atomic fractional coordinates in an equivariant diffusion process to predict crystal structures. 

Similarly, the CrystalFormer of Lei Wang et al. employs an autoregressive transformer to generate 

crystalline materials with space group control.19 Other examples include SyMat,20 which uses 

variational autoencoders to discover materials with specific properties by learning periodic 

symmetry. WyCryst,21 integrates symmetry awareness into the VAE framework to generate 

inorganic materials. 

These studies underscore the transformative potential of symmetry-constrained generative 

models in materials discovery. However, challenges remain, such as the limited use of symmetry 

constraints in existing generative models for 2D materials.22-23 Addressing this challenge deepens 

our understanding of the role of symmetry in enhancing stability and diversity, advancing high-

performance 2D materials. 

In this study, we introduce a symmetry-constrained diffusion model (SCDM) that integrates 

Wyckoff positions within space groups to guide structure generation. Using SCDM, we generated 

2000 samples and calculated their convex hull energies via density functional theory (DFT).24 

Following structural relaxation and energy screening, 843 potential stable candidates were identified, 

none of which are found in existing datasets, including six 2D materials that exhibit phonon 

spectrum stability. 

To benchmark the effectiveness of SCDM, we trained a model without symmetry constraints 

(UnSCDM) for comparison and evaluated both models via a crystal structure prediction (CSP) 

model proposed by Lai Wei et al..25 Further analysis of the generated samples revealed the critical 

role of symmetry constraints in improving material stability and structural diversity. Additionally, 

we conducted a detailed investigation of the structures and electronic properties of the candidate 2D 

materials, confirming their potential for practical applications. 



2.Approach 

Figure 1 provides an overview of the workflow employed to discover 2D materials via the 

SCDM. First, the crystal structures from open databases of 2D materials undergo symmetry 

encoding, as depicted in Figure 1a (see Section 2.2 for further details). Next, the symmetry data 

serve as input for training and generating samples through a diffusion modeling process in Figure 

1b (see Section 2.3 for further details). Finally, the generated candidate materials are screened and 

analyzed to assess the model’s effectiveness and novelty, as shown in Figure 1c (see Section 3 for 

further details). 

 

Figure 1. Schematic of the SCDM workflow. (a) Symmetry encoding of input crystal structures 

through designating the corresponding Wyckoff positions; (b) training and sampling of the SCDM, 

followed by decoding of symmetry information into candidate structures to obtain readable 

generated 2D materials; (c) screening on the basis of convex hull energy (CHE) and validation via 

DFT, a filtration process for model assessment. 

 

2.1 Data Sets 

As summarized in Table 1, the datasets used in this study are drawn from two prominent open 

2D material databases: 2dMatPedia26 and C2DB27, comprising a total of 10,389 materials. 

2dMatPedia, which builds on the Materials Project, includes samples obtained by substituting 

elements in known 2D materials and by exfoliating bulk 3D materials. C2DB generates samples by 

decorating established crystal structure prototypes with chemically plausible atomic arrangements. 

To prepare the datasets for model training, we performed curation to eliminate duplicate entries. 

Additionally, we excluded structures with unit cells containing more than 40 atoms to ensure 

compatibility with the model’s input constraints. After this refinement, a final set of 5,802 2D 

materials was selected for training. 



Table 1. 2D material datasets 

Datasets Amount From 

2dMatPedia26 6351 Material Project 

C2DB27 4038 Known 2D crystal structure prototype 

 

2.2 Representation of symmetry-constrained structures 

A critical component of this study is the symmetry encoding of material structures within the 

dataset, as depicted in Figure 2. For each structure represented by a CIF file, we extract information 

pertaining to element types, lattice constants, fractional coordinates, and space group numbers, 

subsequently transforming these features into a matrix representation. 

Initially, the element types are represented by their atomic numbers and further encoded via 

one-hot encoding to distinguish each element. Next, the lattice parameters (a, b, c, α, β and γ) are 

extracted and converted into a lattice matrix via the lattice constant formula (see Equation (1)), 

enabling a quantitative description of the crystal's geometric configuration. Finally, the fractional 

coordinates of atoms are directly extracted and encoded into matrices to preserve the spatial 

arrangement of atomic positions, ensuring the retention of essential structural information. 

𝑳 = (
a
b
c

) = (

a 0 0
b cos(γ) b sin( γ) 0

c cos(β) c
cos(a)−cos(β) cos(γ)

sin(γ)
c√1 − cos2(β) − (

cos(a)−cos(β) cos(γ)

sin(γ)
) 2

) (1) 

The space group numbers are extracted from the CIF files and used to generate the Wyckoff 

position matrix (Figure 2c), which encodes the spatial arrangement of the fractional coordinates 

under the constraints of the corresponding space group. Each Wyckoff letter denotes specific 

symmetry requirements, providing a systematic representation of spatial relationships. Following 

the symmetry constraint framework established by Cockcroft et al,28 the Wyckoff positions for space 

group number 164 (Figure 2c) are categorized as follows: Wyckoff letter '1a' denotes a single unique 

fractional coordinate, representing the simplest symmetry-constrained position; Wyckoff letter '2d' 

includes two sets of equivalent fractional coordinates, reducible to a single representative set on the 

basis of the symmetry operations of the space group; Wyckoff letter '12j' encompasses multiple sets 

of fractional coordinates, characterizing general positions with minimal symmetry constraints. This 

systematic encoding process captures fractional coordinates while enforcing space group symmetry 

constraints, ensuring that the generated crystal structures conform to their specified symmetry 

properties. 

 

 



 

Figure 2. Symmetry encoding of structures by Wyckoff positions. (a) The original structure; (b) 

the structure after applying symmetry constraints; (c) Wyckoff positions of the space group P-3m1. 

The Wyckoff letters (such as "1a", "1b", etc.) denote fractional coordinates that satisfy the symmetry 

constraints of the space group. For clarity, a table is provided listing all the fractional coordinates 

that conform to the symmetry constraints along with their corresponding Wyckoff symbols. 

 

2.3 SCDM training and symmetry decoding process 

The training process of the SCDM is depicted in Figure 3a. The model leverages the DDPM 

framework,5 with inputs consisting of symmetry-encoded data 𝑪0 = (𝑨0, 𝑳0, 𝑭0) (𝑡 = 0) .The 

forward diffusion process is defined as a Markov chain 𝑪0 →. . . → 𝑪𝑇 , where the atom type 

matrix(𝑨), lattice matrix (𝑳), and fractional coordinate matrix (𝑭) independently diffuse via distinct 

transition kernels, as described in Equation (2):  

𝑞(𝑨𝑡+1, 𝑳𝑡+1, 𝑭𝑡+1| 𝑨𝑡, 𝑳𝑡 , 𝑭𝑡) 

= 𝑞(𝑨𝑡+1 | 𝑨𝑡)𝑞(𝑳𝑡+1 | 𝑳𝑡)𝑞(𝑭𝑡+1 | 𝑭𝑡)   (0 ≤ 𝑡 ≤ 𝑇 − 1) (2)  

Here, (𝑨𝑇, 𝑳𝑇, 𝑭𝑇)  denote the atom type matrix, lattice matrix, and fractional coordinate 

matrix at step t, respectively. The transition kernels 𝑞(𝑨𝑡+1 | 𝑨𝑡),𝑞(𝑳𝑡+1 | 𝑳𝑡), and 𝑞(𝑭𝑡+1 | 𝑭𝑡) 

independently diffuse these components. In the reverse sampling process, the model starts from 

noise-initialized states (𝑨𝑇, 𝑳𝑇, 𝑭𝑇)  and progressively restores the data to its initial state by 

learning reverse transition kernels, as described in Equation (3): 

𝑝𝜃(𝑨𝑡−1, 𝑳𝑡−1, 𝑭𝑡−1|𝑨𝑡, 𝑳𝑡 , 𝑭𝑡) 

= 𝑝𝜃(𝑨𝑡−1 | 𝑨𝑡)𝑝𝜃(𝑳𝑡−1 | 𝑳𝑡)𝑝𝜃(𝑭𝑡−1 | 𝑭𝑡)   (1 ≤ 𝑡 ≤ 𝑇) (3) 

Unlike the forward process, the reverse process involves learning the mean values of the 

transition kernels, with the variance 𝛴𝜃(𝑨𝑡, 𝑳𝑡, 𝑭𝑡   being predetermined for each step. The 

estimation of the mean 𝜇𝜃(𝑨𝑡 , 𝑳𝑡 , 𝑭𝑡) is defined by Equation (4): 

𝜇𝜃(𝑨𝑡, 𝑳𝑡, 𝑭𝑡) =
1

√𝛼𝑡
((𝑨𝑡, 𝑳𝑡 , 𝑭𝑡) −

𝛽𝑡

√1−𝛼̅𝑡
𝑠𝜃(𝑨𝑡, 𝑳𝑡, 𝑭𝑡, 𝑡)) (4) 

Here, (𝑨𝑡 , 𝑳𝑡, 𝑭𝑡)  represents the current diffusion state, whereas 𝑠𝜃(𝑨𝑡, 𝑳𝑡, 𝑭𝑡 , 𝑡)  is the 

score function predicted by the neural network, which guides the denoising process at step t. 



Through the reverse sampling process, the model incrementally reconstructs crystal structures that 

align with the original data distribution. The Markov chain facilitates stepwise reconstruction of the 

lattice, atom types, and fractional coordinates, thereby preserving the structural integrity of the 

original data. 

 

 

Figure 3. Training, generating, and symmetry decoding process. (a) The red section shows the 

forward process during training, where the input structure 𝑪0 = (𝑨0, 𝑳0, 𝑭0)(t = 0)  gradually 

evolves into a random structure 𝑪𝑇 = (𝑨𝑇, 𝑳𝑇, 𝑭𝑇) over T sampling steps. Here, 𝑨T, 𝑳T and 𝑭T 

represent the element type matrix, lattice matrix, and fractional coordinate matrix, respectively, at 

step t. The blue section represents the reverse process, which reconstructs the original structure from 

the diffused random structure. (b) The orange section shows the generation process, which parallels 

the reverse diffusion process, reconstructing a stable lattice from a random one. The purple section 

details the symmetry decoding process, progressively extracting the lattice 𝑳0, space group 𝑮0, 

element types 𝑨0
′, and fractional coordinates 𝑭0

′ of the generated structure. 

 

Upon completion of the training, we employ SCDM for generation and symmetry decoding, 

as depicted in Figure 3b. The generated data 𝑪0 = (𝑨0, 𝑳0, 𝑭0)  comprise the atomic type matrix 

(𝑨0) , lattice matrix (𝑳0) ,and fractional coordinate matrix(𝑭0). These components are decoded to 

produce crystal structures while preserving symmetry. The decoding process begins with the lattice 

matrix (𝑳0) ,which determines the crystal system and the possible space group(𝑮0). The one-hot 

encoding in the atomic type matrix (𝑨0)  is subsequently replaced with the atomic numbers of the 

elements, producing a new atomic type matrix (𝑨0
′) . Next, using the space group(𝑮0)  and its 

corresponding Wyckoff positions, we identify all the fractional coordinates that are consistent with 

the symmetry constraints imposed by this space group. By incorporating the original fractional 

coordinates (𝑭0) into the symmetry-constrained framework, we derive the new fractional 

coordinates(𝑭
0

′
) , which satisfy the symmetry requirements. Ultimately, the decoded structure 

𝑪0
′ = (𝑨0

′, 𝑳0, 𝑭0
′, 𝑮0)satisfies the symmetry requirements of the designated space group, ensuring 

consistency and physical feasibility. 

 

 

 

 



3.Results and Discussion 

3.1 Evaluating the effectiveness of the SCDM 

To systematically evaluate the impact of symmetry constraints on diffusion models, we trained 

an alternative model, UnSCDM, as a control. Both models followed identical training protocols, 

with the primary distinction being that UnSCDM does not incorporate space group symmetry 

constraints during symmetry encoding or structure generation. 

For evaluation, we utilized the crystal structure prediction (CSP) model proposed by Lai Wei 

et al. as the benchmark.25 Using SCDM and UnSCDM, we reconstructed the original dataset 

structures and assessed the structural differences before and after reconstruction across multiple 

CSP metrics. Additionally, we compared the reconstruction results against baseline structures 

subjected to 15% perturbation in atomic coordinates, as provided by the authors. The evaluation 

metrics include the energy distance (Figure 4a), sinkhorn distance (Figure 4b), superposition 

distance (Figure 4c), CrystalNN fingerprint distance (Figure 4d), X-ray diffraction distance (Figure 

4e), and orbital field matrix distance (Figure 4f). Box plots of these metrics offer a visual comparison 

of each model’s performance in structure reconstruction. 

 

 

Figure 4. Evaluation of the reconstruction results via CSP metrics. The comparison involves 

structures reconstructed by the SCDM and UnSCDM alongside with original data perturbed with 

15% of its atomic coordinates. The metrics include (a) the energy distance; (b) the sinkhorn distance; 

(c)the superposition distance; (d)the CrystalNN fingerprint distance; (e) the X-ray diffraction 

distance; and (f) the orbital field matrix distance. 

 

Figure 4a shows that the energy distances of the SCDM-reconstructed structures are lower than 

that of both the original structures and the control group, indicating closer energy alignment with 

the original structures. Similarly, Figures 4b and 4c show that the Sinkhorn29 and Superpose 

distances for the SCDM-reconstructed structures are smaller. The Sinkhorn distance (SD) compares 

probability distributions or point clouds in high-dimensional spaces. The superposition distance 



(SPD) evaluates the structural similarity between 3D periodic structures. Both metrics indicate 

better fidelity in fractional coordinate reconstruction for the SCDM group than for the control group. 

Furthermore, structural similarity metrics, including the CrystalNN fingerprint distance (Figure 4d), 

X-ray diffraction distance (Figure 4e), and orbital field matrix distance (Figure 4f), consistently 

show that the SCDM-reconstructed structures deviate less from the original structures. This 

demonstrates higher structural accuracy and fidelity. Overall, CSP evaluation metrics confirm that 

diffusion models incorporating symmetry constraints are more effective at reconstruction phase. 

 

3.2 Evaluation of the Stability and Structural Diversity of the Generated 2D Materials 

To further evaluate the novelty and stability of the generated samples, we performed self-

consistent field (SCF) calculations via the Vienna Ab initio Simulation Package (VASP). 30-31 These 

calculations employed the Perdew-Burke-Ernzerhof (PBE) exchange-correlation functional32 and 

the projector augmented-wave method33 to compute the convex hull energy of candidate materials. 

According to Aykol et al., 34 using a threshold of Ehull less than 0.2 eV/atom may exclude 26% of 

known synthesizable polymorphs. Moreover, Peder Lyngby et al.13demonstrated that even materials 

with Ehull values exceeding this threshold can be synthesized. Therefore, on the basis of prior studies, 

we set the screening range to 0.2–0.6 eV/atom. This approach avoids the omission of potentially 

synthesizable materials while excluding structures with excessively high energy, with a focus on 

candidates with practical synthesis potential.  

The statistical analysis results are shown in Figure 5, which illustrates the distribution of 

samples meeting the screening criteria and the proportional differences between the samples 

generated by the SCDM and UnSCDM. In this study, we generated a total of 4000 samples via the 

two models. First, we conducted a validity check via Pymatgen,35 which excluded 622 samples with 

bond lengths exceeding 0.5 Å. Next, the remaining 3,378 samples were analyzed for duplicate 

structures via the StructureMatcher tool from Pymatgen, ultimately resulting in the retention of 2140 

structures. Among these, 1376 (64.29%) were generated by the SCDM model, whereas 764 (35.70%) 

originated from the UnSCDM model. 

We subsequently performed convex hull energy evaluations on these samples. Among the 1145 

samples that satisfied the screening criteria, SCDM generated 843 (73.62%) structures, whereas 

UnSCDM generated 302 (26.37%) structures. These results show that the SCDM symmetry 

constraints increase the number of candidates within the agreeable range of convex hull energies. 

Additionally, compared with UnSCDM, SCDM achieved higher validity check pass rates and a 

greater proportion of samples within the screening range. This demonstrates that symmetry 

constraints enhance the generation of stable materials and improve the novelty of the generated 

samples. 



 

Figure 5. Distribution of Ehull per atom for the generated 2D materials. Triangles represent 

stable 2D materials in the database, blue circles represent 2D materials generated by the SCDM, 

yellow circles represent 2D materials generated by UnSCDM, and pentagrams represent stable 2D 

materials generated by the SCDM that are not present in the database. 

 

The dynamic stability of candidate materials within the screening range was assessed through 

phonon spectrum analysis. Six candidates were selected, all originating from SCDM-generated 

structures. Representative examples of these stable structures are shown in Figure 6. These 

structures not only meet the convex hull energy criteria but also demonstrate robust dynamic 

stability in phonon spectrum analysis, highlighting the diversity and potential of SCDM-generated 

samples for the discovery of 2D materials. 



 

Figure 6. Structures top and side view with phonon dispersions of 2D crystals (not found in 

the database). (a) NiS₂, (b) ZnS₂, (c) Nb₂S₂, (d) V₂S₂, (e) Cu₂S₂, and (f) Te₂Ti₂. 

 

3.3 Structural and Electronic Property Analysis of Candidate 2D Materials 

To explore the potential application prospects of the selected candidate 2D materials, we 

performed structural relaxation calculations, band structure analyses, and a systematic investigation 

of their possible uses. Figure 7 shows the band structures and density of states of these materials. 

Figures 7a-c illustrate the band structure analyses of NiS₂,36 Zn₂S,37 and Nb₂S₂,38 which exhibit 

direct and indirect bandgap characteristics. This behavior highlights their significance in the 

semiconductor field, particularly for electronic applications, where they demonstrate promising 

potential. Among these materials, NiS₂ serves as a versatile catalyst and finds extensive use in 

batteries and sensor devices. The wide bandgap of Zn₂S enhances its suitability for ultraviolet optical 

devices. Similarly, the layered structure of Nb₂S₂ supports its application in optoelectronics and 

makes it an attractive candidate for energy storage and conversion technologies. Figures 7d-f present 

the band structures of V₂S₂, Te₂Ti₂,39 and Cu₂S₂,36 which display metallic behavior and excellent 

electrical conductivity. These properties highlight their advantages in terms of efficient electronic 

conduction and energy transfer. In particular, the metallic nature of V₂S₂ makes it a strong candidate 

for high-performance electrical conductivity applications, whereas the exceptional conductivity and 

distinct crystal structure of Cu₂S₂ broaden its potential for photocatalysis and other advanced 

functionalities. Notably, the structural characteristics of these materials have not yet been reported 

in the literature. 



 

Figure 7. The corresponding DFT-calculated properties of six 2D materials. (a) NiS₂, (b) ZnS₂, 

(c) Nb₂S₂, (d) V₂S₂, (e) Cu₂S₂, and (f) Te₂Ti₂. The band structures and density of states of these 

materials, illustrate their electronic properties and potential functional applications. 

 

4. Conclusion and Future Work 

In this study, we developed a SCDM that incorporates spatial group symmetry constraints and 

demonstrated its effectiveness in generating and screening 2D materials. After training on the 

2dMatPedia and C2DB databases, the SCDM successfully generated 2,000 candidate structures, 

among these, six 2D crystals that have not been reported in the literature were selected for further 

vibrational properties investigation, all of these selected candidates have exhibit phonon-stable 

behaviors. A comparative analysis through CSP matrix that join SCDM, UnSCDM, and 15% of 

perturbed dataset further highlighted the advantages of the SCDM in achieving greater stability and 

performance. These results emphasize the critical role of symmetry constraints in advancing 

generative model capabilities. Thus, SCDM offers a transformative approach for discovering of 2D 

materials. The generated structures were validated through DFT calculations, confirming their 

reliability and effectiveness. Additionally, its iterative generation process enables the exploration of 

an extensive structural space, aiding in the identification of 2D materials with substantial potential 

for several applications. Future efforts could focus on integrating additional constraints related to 

the physical properties, such as band gaps and magnetism, to improve the stability and functionality 

of generated structures. These efforts could also be extended to metal-organic frameworks and 

covalent organic frameworks, making SCDM a promising tool for advancing material design and 

discovery. 
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