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ABSTRACT

Artificial intelligence (AI) is increasingly used for the inverse design of materials, such as crystals and
molecules. Existing AI research on molecules has integrated chemical structures of molecules with
textual knowledge to adapt to complex instructions. However, this approach has been unattainable
for crystals due to data scarcity from the biased distribution of investigated crystals and the lack of
semantic supervision in peer-reviewed literature. In this work, we introduce a contrastive language-
crystals model (CLaC) pre-trained on a newly synthesized dataset of 126k crystal structure-text pairs.
To demonstrate the advantage of using synthetic data to overcome data scarcity, we constructed
a comparable dataset extracted from academic papers. We evaluate CLaC’s generalization ability
through various zero-shot cross-modal tasks and downstream applications. In experiments, CLaC
achieves state-of-the-art zero-shot generalization performance in understanding crystal structures,
surpassing latest large language models.

Keywords AI for materials science · multimodal learning · contrastive learning · natural language processing

1 Introduction

Discovering new materials that push the performance limits for certain applications is the ultimate goal for most
materials scientists. To accelerate crystal discovery, several applications of machine learning (ML), including virtual
screening Kim et al. [2017], Sorkun et al. [2020], property prediction Xie and Grossman [2018], Choudhary and DeCost
[2021], Kaundinya et al. [2022], generative models Hoffmann et al. [2019], Noh et al. [2019], Court et al. [2020], Xie
et al. [2021], Lyngby and Thygesen [2022], Gong et al. [2023], Pakornchote et al. [2024], and active learning Lookman
et al. [2019], Chen and Gu [2020], have been explored. Recent ML applications mainly focus on modeling 3D crystal
graphs Choudhary and DeCost [2021], Kaundinya et al. [2022] via graph neural networks (GNNs) to reduce dependence
on hand-crafted features.
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However, the limited availability of labels, due to labor-intensive experiments and computation-intensive quantum
chemical calculations, hinders the generalization to unseen tasks Butler et al. [2018], Agrawal and Choudhary [2016].
Self-supervised learning techniques are proposed to circumvent costly labeling processes and have been applied across
various domains, including natural languageDevlin et al. [2018], Radford et al. [2019], imagesKolesnikov et al. [2019],
biochemical moleculesWang et al. [2022], Fang et al. [2022] and crystalsKoker et al. [2022], Magar et al. [2022].
Among these approaches, contrastive learning, which aims to maintain representations of positive pairs closely in latent
space while separating negative pairs, has proven effective in generalizing to a wide range of unseen downstream tasks
across multiple modalities. For instance, contrastive language-image pre-training (CLIP) Radford et al. [2021] serves as
a foundational building block for text-based image generation models, such as Stable DiffusionRombach et al. [2022]
and DALL-ERamesh et al. [2021], as well as vision-language models like LLaVALiu et al. [2023a], Li et al. [2023] for
open-ended question answering.

Despite the advantages of multimodal representations, multimodal learning for crystal design is less explored due to
unique challenges. The first challenge is data scarcity. For example, CLIP was trained on 400 million image-caption
pairs in the computer vision field, and in the molecular domain, more than 1 billion molecules are accessible in ZINC
databaseIrwin and Shoichet [2005]. In contrast, the amount of crystal data available is limited to just a few million
Belsky et al. [2002], Jain et al. [2013]. The second issue is the biased data distribution, similar to the “income inequality”
problem in econometrics. The research efforts undertaken by human researchers tend to be heavily focused on a very
small set of crystals, the so-called “hot” materials. This trend leads to gross neglect of the huge number of other
possibilities on the thermodynamic convex hull, e.g. those possibilities allowed by first-principles considerations alone
without the human selection bias. These sociological factors pose a challenge to ensuring sufficient diversity in datasets
of natural language descriptions that explain their physical properties. In contrast, existing unimodal deep learning
research for materials science, including GNNs, can easily access a vast and diverse array of millions of virtual crystal
data. Data complexity is the third. Unlike molecules with lower degrees of freedom in constituent elements such
as hydrogen and carbon, crystals exhibit much higher degrees of freedom in their constituent elements despite less
data. These challenges have prevented previous research from developing multimodal learning systems that combine
crystalline materials and natural language, leading to a lack of standard metrics or benchmarks necessary to evaluate
them.

In a previous study by Park et al. Park et al. [2023], it was proposed to address the data scarcity issue by generating
GPT-synthesized narrative data using chatbots. Building on this work, we introduce the Contrastive Language-Crystal
model (CLaC), a framework designed to simultaneously learn the 3D atomic structure of crystals and their linguistic
representations. To demonstrate the effect of multimodal contrastive learning, we designed evaluation tests such as
zero-shot information retrieval, named entity recognition (NER), and paper abstract classification (PAC). To highlight
the importance of synthetic data, we also trained the same model on a corpus extracted from materials science academic
literature for comparison. Empirically, our CLaC model achieves the best performance on zero-shot information
retrieval. We also show that transfer learning using pre-trained multimodal contrastive models outperforms unimodal
models in NER and PAC tasks.

2 Related Work

Self-supervised learning for molecules and crystals GNNs have significantly impacted material property predictions
Xie and Grossman [2018], Gilmer et al. [2017] by providing an alternative way for complex quantum chemical
computations. However, the costly labeling process requiring expensive quantum chemical calculations is the bottleneck
in GNN application. To address this challenge, various self-supervised learning (SSL) methods have been proposed.
Wang et al. Wang et al. [2022] reduced the need for expensive quantum chemical labeling by applying contrastive
learning to unlabeled 10 million molecules using molecular GNNs. Koker et al. Koker et al. [2022] emphasized the
importance of augmentation techniques when applying contrastive learning to encoding periodic crystals as graphs with
CGCNNs as encoders. Magar et al. Magar et al. [2022] improved the performance of CGCNNs by applying Barlow
twins Zbontar et al. [2021], a self-supervised learning method that does not require negative pairs.

Multimodal learning for molecules In the molecular domain, performing multimodal contrastive learning between
graphs and text has been demonstrated to improve representation ability by encoding knowledge from an unstructured
domain-specific corpus. Zeng et al. Zeng et al. [2022a] proposed to encode both SMILES Weininger [1988], Weininger
et al. [1989] representation and text corpus of molecules simultaneously using a BERT Devlin et al. [2018] model as
backbone. To train the proposed model, they extracted a corpus from the semantic scholar Lo et al. [2019], a database
of over 136M published scientific literature, to construct 10k molecule-text pairs. Su et al. Su et al. [2022] proposed to
apply the contrastive learning paradigm with distinguishing graph and text branches. To overcome limited training data,
authors utilized pre-trained models in the biochemical molecular domain for both GNN, GraphCL You et al. [2020],
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and text encoder, SciBERT Beltagy et al. [2019]. Liu et al. Liu et al. [2023b] pre-trained their model on a larger training
set of 280k pairs, and both previous studies enabled zero-shot tasks and showed improved performance compared to
unimodal models on downstream tasks.

Multimodal learning for crystals Multimodal learning in crystalline materials has not been explored extensively. Das
et al. Das et al. [2023] proposed CrysMMNet, which simultaneously integrates graph inputs and text inputs describing
the structure of materials generated by a Robocrystallographer Ganose and Jain [2019]. However, this approach focuses
on creating joint representations and using them only to predict material properties and does not address issues related
to zero-shot tasks and downstream tasks using natural language.

3 Methods

3.1 Data collection

For training a language-materials multimodal contrastive learning model, we follow two steps: data preparation and
model training. First, we use language-material pair data, which is language model-based synthetic data that Park et al.
Park et al. [2023] have worked on previously. We also retrieve domain-specific natural language text from large-scale
unlabeled materials in the SCI paper dataset. Afterward, the data of each modality passes through a graph encoder and
a text encoder and is trained to be mapped to the joint representation space. In this way, our model can link materials
graphs with materials engineering text descriptions.

We collect 126k materials data from Materials ProjectJain et al. [2013] to train our multimodal foundation model. To
obtain crystal structure graphs of the collected compounds, we use the function to convert to crystal graphs from the
Jarvis-tools libraryChoudhary et al. [2020]. To obtain the text for each material, we use 126k material-synthesized text
pairs from our previous workPark et al. [2023]. We also search the corpus with weak supervision using the full text of
4M academic papers exclusively available to our group using chemical formulas as queries. In the collected data, there
are a total of 400k material-natural language sentence pairs corresponding to approximately 400 inorganic compounds.

3.1.1 Data augmentation

Each crystal graph G = (V,E) undergo augmentation into augmented graph Ĝ = (V̂ , Ê). In the pursuit of advancing
the representative capacity of our model for crystal graphs, we have employed an augmentation strategy tailored for
contrastive learning. To elucidate, let G = (V,E) represent the original crystal graph, where V and E denote the
vertices and edges, respectively. The probabilistic augmentation process, denoted by A, involves perturbations of G
to generate an augmented graph G′ = A(G, ξ′) = (V ′, E′), where ξ denotes a random seed. These perturbations are
designed to maintain the intrinsic geometric and chemical properties of the crystal structure, ensuring that G′ remains
within the manifold of physically plausible crystal graphs. We define A such that it encompasses operations like edge
removal Aer, node dropping And, and subgraph sampling Ass. The contrastive learning framework leverages a pair
of augmented instances (G′, G′′) derived from the same original graph G to optimize the representation space, where
G′′ = A(G, ξ′′). This approach encourages the model to learn robust representations by enforcing invariance to the
augmentations and, consequently, capturing the underlying topology and features critical to crystal graph representation.

In the domain of natural language processing, the efficacy of contrastive learning is significantly bolstered by the
strategic augmentation of text data. For this purpose, we have implemented a token masking strategy, often denoted
as T , to modify the textual input in a manner that is conducive to learning robust and discriminative features. Let
a text sequence be represented by S = {t1, t2, ..., tn}, where ti corresponds to the ith token in the sequence. The
probabilistic augmentation T (S, ζ ′) yields a new sequence S′ = {t′1, t′2, ..., t′n}, wherein each token t′i is either retained
as the original token ti with probability p, or replaced with a special [MASK] token with probability 1− p, signifying
the application of token masking. ,ζ denotes a random seed. This process can be formally expressed as:

t′i =

{
ti, with probability p

[MASK], with probability 1− p
(1)

The contrastive learning paradigm leverages these augmented sequences S′ and S′′, where S′′ = T (S, ζ ′′), both
originating from the same initial sequence S. Through this methodology, the model is trained to anchor the semantic
representation of the text despite the perturbations introduced by token masking, thereby fostering an representation
space that is invariant to such alterations and better captures the essence of the textual information.
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3.2 Graph encoder

In the landscape of predictive analytics for material properties, Graph Neural Networks (GNNs) emerge as one of the
most prominent methodologies, showcasing significant success Xie and Grossman [2018], Choudhary and DeCost
[2021]. Owing to their ability to encapsulate local environments and model atomic interactions, GNNs have propelled
the field of material property prediction to new heights. A notable example is the Crystal Graph Convolutional
Neural Network (CGCNN) Xie and Grossman [2018], which enhances the predictive tasks for material properties by
applying graph convolution operations to crystal graphs, thereby substantially outperforming conventional machine
learning approaches. Recent advancements include the incorporation of line graphs to capture three-body or four-body
interactions using angular information Choudhary and DeCost [2021] and leveraging vector operations Schütt et al.
[2021] for enhanced representational learning. In our exploration of the influence of graph hidden representations on
the CLaC model architecture, we employed CGCNN and PaiNN as graph encoders, facilitating a comparative study of
their efficacy. Graph encoder can be formulated as follows:

hG = fg(G, {xv|v ∈ V } , {euv|(u, v) ∈ E}) (2)

where G = (V,E) is a graph with a set of nodes V and a set of edges E, xv represents the feature vector of node v, euv
represents the feature vector of edge (u, v), fg represents the GNN, and hG represents hidden representation of graph
after pooling. CGCNN embeddingXie and Grossman [2018] was selected as an initial node feature vector and radial
basis function based on node displacement vector was selected as an initial edge feature.

3.3 Text encoder

The BERT structure has been widely used to extract meaningful features from text. Typically, it has been used to
encode text in vision-language multimodal models such as DeCLIP and CLIP-liteLi et al. [2021], Shrivastava et al.
[2023]. Beltagy et al. Beltagy et al. [2019] presented SciBERT, which was pre-trained using 1.14M scientific papers in
the biomedicine and computer science fields. Furthermore, Gupta et al.Gupta et al. [2022] applied domain adaptive
pre-training to SciBERT to develop a materials recognition language model. MatSciBERT trained on the materials
science corpus with an additional vocabulary provides improved performance in several downstream tasks such as
named entity recognition and classification. In this study, SciBERT and MatSciBERT are adopted as text encoders for
comparative study. To prevent catastrophic forgetting of BERT-based models, we also add the masked language model
loss term. Text encoders can be formulated as follows:

ht = ft({xi|i ∈ {1, ..., n}}) (3)

where {xi|i ∈ {1, ..., n}} represents the sequence of input token embeddings, ht is the sequence of hidden states
produced by the BERT encoder, and ft denotes the BERT model.

3.4 Optimization

In this section, we describe our pre-training framework (Fig. 1) for crystal graphic representation learning. Given a
dataset of graph-text pairs, our goal is to train a graph encoder and a text encoder such that representations learned
from each encoder share maximum mutual information. Consider a graph encoder network, fg with parameter θg
and a text encoder ft with parameter θt. Let (xg, xt) is a sampled graph-text pair and fg(xg) and ft(xt) denote the
representations extracted from the networks.

For given random entities of crystal graph xg and text xt, their mutual information is defined as a Kullback-Leibler (KL)
divergence between their joint distribution p(xg, xt) and the product of their marginal distributions, p(xg)p(xt) as,

I(xg;xt) = DKL(p(xg, xt) || p(xg)p(xt)), (4)

For high-dimensional continuous variables, mutual information is notoriously difficult to estimate. We train it to
maximize it using the Jensen-Shannon Divergence bound, similar to the formula used in generative modeling. This
approach is differentiable and does not depend on the number of negative samples Shrivastava et al. [2023].

I(hG ;ht) ≥ ÎJSD
ω (hG ;ht) := EP (hG ,ht)[−log(1 + e−Tω )]− EP (hG)P (ht)[log(1 + eTω )], (5)
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where Tω : Xg ×Xt → R is the discriminator neural network with trainable parameters ω which are jointly optimized
to distinguish between a paired-sample from a joint distribution (positive pair) and another pair from the product of
marginals (negative pair). Therefore, our contrastive objective can be described as follows:

(ω̂, θ̂g, θ̂t) = argmax
ω,θg,θt

ÎJSD
ω (fg(xg), ft(xt)), (6)

Finally, our loss function consisting of inter-modal and intra-modal alignment is the following equation.

Linter−modal = −
(
EP (hG ,ht)

[
− log(1 + e−Tω )

]
− EP (hG)P (ht)

[
log(1 + eTω )

])
Lintra−modal,graph = −

(
EP (hG ,hG′ )

[
− log(1 + e−Tωg )

]
− EP (hG)P (hG′ )

[
log(1 + eTωg )

])
Lintra−modal,text = −

(
EP (ht,ht′ )

[
− log(1 + e−Tωt )

]
− EP (ht)P (ht′ )

[
log(1 + eTωt )

])
LMLM = −

∑
i∈M

logP (xi | x\i)

Ltotal = Linter−modal + Lintra−modal,graph + Lintra−modal,text + LMLM (7)

where ωg and ωt represent parameters of discriminator neural network for graph and text intra-modality, respectively.
M represents the set of masked positions in the input sequence. xi is the true token at the masked position i. x\i
indicates the input sequence with the token at position i masked out.

4 Results

4.1 Contrastive language-crystals pre-training model

4.1.1 Overview

In this section, we introduce the overall data pipeline, model architecture and the pre-training process as illustrated
in Fig. 1. We designed a foundation model for a comprehensive understanding of both natural language and crystal
structures. The model consists of two neural network branches, a crystal graph encoder and a text encoder, which
encodes the graphs and texts into a joint representation space, respectively.

4.1.2 Pre-training strategy

To pre-train our model for a multimodal alignment, we use GPT-synthesized narrativesPark et al. [2023] for the Materials
Project as well as academic paper paragraphs. These narratives are generated based on publicly available materials
databases, leveraging the reasoning power of LLMs (Fig. 1a). As an example, we present a generated narrative for
a KNiIO6 crystal (Supplementary Fig. S1). We also perform a brute-force search to extract paragraphs containing
specific chemical formulas from the academic literature (Fig. 1b). GPT narratives contain 300 times more diverse
crystals than can be found in the academic literature (details in Section 3.1) written by humans. This mitigates biases
present in existing academic literature, as most researchers chase after a small number of so-called “hot” materials and
neglect other possibilities on the thermodynamic convex hull, and allows the model to easily generalize its knowledge
to a variety of downstream tasks. The dataset is split into 8:1:1 ratios for training, validation, and testing, respectively.

We use inter-modal and intra-modal contrastive learning in this study by following a data-efficient multimodal contrastive
pre-training approach Shrivastava et al. [2023] to maximize the mutual information (Fig. 1c). Due to the scarcity
of crystal-to-text data compared to image-to-text data, training both crystal-graph and text encoders from scratch
is insufficient. To address this issue, Su et al.Su et al. [2022] used the weights of the GraphCL You et al. [2020],
pre-trained on biomedical molecules, and SciBERT Beltagy et al. [2019], pre-trained on biomolecular corpora, as the
initial weights of the graph and text encoder, respectively. However, unlike the biochemical molecular domain, where
pre-trained GNNs trained on over 10 million unlabelled dataFang et al. [2022], Zeng et al. [2022b], Wang et al. [2022],
research on crystal graphs Koker et al. [2022], Magar et al. [2022] have relied on only 126k Materials Project data.
Therefore, we performed multimodal joint pre-training for both encoders on the prepared text-graph dataset: the graph
encoder was trained from scratch, while the text encoder was initialized from a pre-trained model.
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Figure 1: Conceptual schematic diagram of the data pipeline and model architecture of the contrastive language-
crystals multimodal pretraining. a, The data processing flow for generating GPT-synthesized narrative multimodal
pair data. b, The data processing flow for generating multimodal data from natural language academic papers. c, The
overall architecture of the model. The original graph, text, and corresponding augmented entities pass through graph
and text encoders, which feed each projector, leading to a multimodal projector that aligns both data types.

4.1.3 Evaluation

Our pre-trained multimodal model can provide several utilities for crystal discovery. First, our model processes crystal
graphs and text tokens simultaneously, enabling flexible information retrieval even for complex natural language
queries. Therefore, it is not limited to pre-defined labels of crystals. Second, our pre-training strategy using inter-modal
alignment helps large language models to achieve higher levels of comprehensive understanding regarding materials
science, based on the 3D structural information. To emphasize these aspects, we propose to evaluate the model using
zero-shot tasks and several natural language processing downstream tasks (Fig. 2).

For comparison, we set up several baseline models for each task. We also tested several graph encoders and text
encoders to compare their effects on our model. A CGCNNXie and Grossman [2018] and a polarizable atom interaction
neural network (PaiNN)Schütt et al. [2021] were considered the graph encoder, while a SciBERTBeltagy et al.
[2019] and a MatSciBERTGupta et al. [2022] as the text encoder. CGCNN is one of the most widely used GNNs
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in crystalline materials, and PaiNN can improve performance with a small number of parameters by introducing
equivariant representation.

Figure 2: Pipeline of downstream tasks. a, Text-crystal zero-shot retrieval and crystal-text zero-shot retrieval. b,
Zero-shot classification. c, Paper abstract classification. d, Named entity recognition.

4.2 Zero-shot retrieval

Zero-shot retrieval refers to the capability of a model to retrieve relevant information from a database without having seen
any examples of specific queries during its training phase. Pre-trained to maximize mutual information between crystal
graphs and their corresponding descriptions, our model can identify relevant entities by matching the closest latent
representations across different modalities. Graph-to-text retrieval aims to retrieve the most relevant text description for
a given crystal graph. The text-to-graph task evaluates the model’s ability to find a crystal from a database that best fits
a given description. As a test dataset for the zero-shot retrieval, we use a test split of GPT-synthesized narratives dataset
consisting of 12k crystal-text pairs. Since the test split of academic papers dataset often describes more than 2 materials
in one paragraph, it is not proper to use it as a benchmark. The accuracy of retrieval is used as the metric.

We convert each material into a graph based on neighborhood-based graph construction. The test dataset is randomly
sampled to consist of minibatches of size 1,024, meaning the candidate pool for each entity is 1,024. This is a remarkable
extension, considering our model is trained on a batch size of 8. As the size of the candidate pool increases, the
probability of the model correctly identifying the exact entity decreases, making the task considerably more challenging.
Additionally, when the pool size increases to tens of thousands, it becomes challenging to fit this into the context length
of an LLM. We calculate the cosine similarities between the representation of the query entity and all the other opposite
modality entities in one batch. By ranking the cosine similarity, we can evaluate whether our model is able to retrieve
their original pair (Supplementary Fig. S2).
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We proposed three approaches as baseline models (Supplementary Fig. S3). The detailed explanation and discussion of
baseline models are described in Supplementary Section 3

We investigated the accuracy of various models in retrieving the crystal structures from given natural language
descriptions, as summarized in Fig. 3a. The model is considered accurate if it ranks the original crystal-text pair within
the top n when listing candidates in order of similarity from a pool of 1,024 crystals for a given text query. Letters
after the CLaC model indicate the encoder configurations: ‘C’ for CGCNN and ‘P’ for PaiNN in the crystal graph
domain, ‘S’ for SciBERT and ‘M’ for MatSciBERT in the textual domain. Our CLaC models demonstrate significant
improvements in retrieval accuracy. Despite the substantial extension of batch size, our model can generalize its ability
for multimodal retrievals. This suggests a substantial advancement in the model’s ability to comprehend and predict
complex material properties from textual data.

The test results show that when using the PM encoder, search accuracy increases compared to when using the CS
encoder. This phenomenon underscores the potency of the PaiNN encoder in deciphering the structural intricacies of
materials from their graphical representations. PaiNN is designed to use a direction-based message function to model
complex four-body interactions and can perform better than CGCNN, which explicitly models two-body interactions.
MatSciBERT also has enhanced capabilities in handling the complex semantics of material science narratives compared
to SciBERT. CLaC-PM model, utilizing the PaiNN and MatSciBERT duo, achieves the highest accuracy with 82.50%,
95.91%, and 99.37% for Top 1, Top 3, and Top 10 retrieval metrics on GPT narratives, respectively.

4.3 Zero-shot multimodal understanding

Zero-shot understanding refers to the ability of an AI model to solve a new problem without prior specific training for
that problem. For example, our model was not explicitly trained for crystal system classification, but it is expected to be
able to perform that task due to the comprehensive and deep pre-training.

To evaluate zero-shot understanding, we designed zero-shot classification problems on the test dataset from the Materials
Project dataset as described above. Here we extracted several statements with 4 subjects: composition, structure,
composition-structure, and oxide type, which together describe the essential solid-state chemical properties of the
crystal. The zero-shot multimodal retrieval task can be interpreted as a choose-one-multiple-choice problem. For details
about generating multiple choices, please refer to Supplementary Section 4. The model is required to retrieve the textual
description for a given crystalline structure. The accuracy of the choose-one-from-multiple-choice problem is used as
the evaluation metric. Three aforementioned baseline models are also evaluated to compare zero-shot understanding
performances.

The zero-shot multimodal multiple-choice problem results are shown in Fig. 3b. First, we observe that all our algorithms’
accuracies achieve remarkable levels of compositional understanding. We also observe that the ‘baseline 2’ models
perform as well as random guesses since the graph encoder is randomly initialized. On the other hand, the structural
understanding of our model is not satisfactory. This may be caused by the difference between the degree of freedom of
composition and structure. However, considering that the CLaC model has approximately 50 times fewer parameters
compared to Llama2-7b, it is still a notable improvement. During contrastive learning, because of the small batch size,
the model has more chance of exposure to negative samples consisting of different elements than negative samples
with different crystal systems. Another possibility may be that relevant information is not sufficiently captured due to
oversmoothing and oversquashing, which are typical shortcomings of GNN. Future work may consider using a Graph
transformer to overcome oversquashing.

We illustrate our model’s zero-shot performance through additional case studies. Instead of performing a classification
task in the multiple-choice paradigm, we extend it to explore potential applications of materials. We can screen several
materials suitable for specific applications by calculating similarities. The visual matrix in Fig. 3c positions six materials
along the vertical axis, each linked horizontally to a range of specialized application domains through a systematic
array of colored dots. Each material is evaluated against six application categories: solid-state batteries, fuel cells,
semiconductor devices, nuclear structural components, supercapacitors, and neutron shielding. The materials featured
are Li7La3Zr2O12, a lithium lanthanum zirconium oxide (LLZO) often utilized as a solid electrolyte in solid-state
battery technology; Gallium arsenide (GaAs), a compound semiconductor renowned for its superior electron mobility
compared to silicon; Barium titanate (BaTiO3), widely acknowledged for its use in multilayer ceramic capacitors
and electroceramics; Boron carbide (B4C), one of the hardest materials available, serving as an ideal candidate for
armor and neutron shielding due to its high hardness and low density; Zirconium (Zr), a lustrous metal that finds its
applications in nuclear reactors owing to its low neutron-capture cross-section; and Ruthenium dioxide (RuO2), a
compound known for its applications in electrochemical capacitors, also known as supercapacitors, due to its excellent
conductivity and durability. This zero-shot learning capability for specific industry sectors has potential applications
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in natural language-based target material generation. Our model represents the first step in this research direction.
Realizing instruction-based material discovery using the developed model remains a challenge for future work.

Figure 3: Zero-shot generalization ability. a, Text-to-crystal zero-shot retrieval accuracy within 1,024 candidates pool.
‘CS’ signifies that the graph encoder is a CGCNN and the text encoder is a SciBERT. ‘P’ indicates PaiNN, and ‘M’
indicates MatSciBERT. b, Zero-shot classification accuracy. c, A graphical representation of the material-application
similarity matrix. The matrix showcases six different materials – Li7La3Zr2O12, GaAs, BaTiO3, B4C, Zr, and RuO2

– and their associations with six distinct application categories: solid-state batteries, fuel cells, semiconductors, nuclear
structural materials, supercapacitors, and neutron shielding. Colored dots indicate the relevance of each material to the
respective application, with the color coding corresponding to the degree of suitability based on underlying material
properties.

4.4 Named entity recognition

Named Entity Recognition (NER) is a subtask of information extraction that involves identifying and classifying named
entities mentioned in text into predefined categories. Our multimodal pre-trained language models have the potential
to be enhanced to better identify entities related to materials. We first evaluate CLaC on the NER task and present
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the experimental results of the materials science NER datasets, solid oxide fuel cells (SOFC)-slotWalker et al. [2021],
which have materials science domain-specific information. For comparison, we also conduct the same experiments for
SciBERT and MatSciBERT to reproduce the results reported by Gupta et al.Gupta et al. [2022].

The radar chart in Fig. 4a provides a multi-dimensional comparison of performance metrics for three models: SciBERT,
MatSciBERT, and CLaC-PS. The axes extending from the chart’s center describe specific entity types. The performance
of each model is traced by the colored lines presenting a visual representation of the strengths and weaknesses of each
model. The CLaC-PS model exhibits the highest average F1 score of 65.18, as indicated by the outermost boundary of
its trajectory. This demonstrates that the joint-training strategy of our model improves the NER performance, which
means the capability for accurately identifying and categorizing entities within scientific texts, than that of its base
model. The F1 score for support material, anode material, and cathode material is especially superior to other text-only
trained scientific NLP models. This suggests that language models trained on multimodal supervision of encoded crystal
structures can acquire additional information that helps identify complex semantics in the materials science domain.

Figure 4: Comparison of fine-tuning performance for downstream tasks. a, Radar chart for named entity recognition
models. The chart illustrates the evaluation metrics across various categories for three models: SciBERT, MatSciBERT,
and CLaC with PaiNN and SciBERT encoders denoted as CLaC-PS. Each axis represents a different metric, and
the distance from the center indicates the score achieved. The overall F1 scores for each model are highlighted. b,
Validation accuracy (valid. acc.) and test accuracy (test acc.) of paper abstract classification performances for glass vs.
non-glass and Li- vs. Na-ion battery. Each experiment averaged over three random seeds.

4.5 Paper abstract classification

Paper abstract classification (PAC) by topic is a challenging task since it requires not only capturing the appearance
of material-related vocabulary but also understanding complex context. In the PAC task, we evaluate the binary
classification ability of a language model to classify paper abstracts. Here we use BERT, SciBERT, and MatSciBERT as
baseline models. We used a publicly available dataset of paper abstracts that were annotated into two categories: glass
and non-glass Venugopal et al. [2021]. We also used our in-house annotated paper abstract dataset for the classification
of Li- and Na-ion batteries topic. Classifying this topic is challenging since the model has to capture subtle differences
among similar vocabularies.

The validation and test accuracies, averaged over three random seeds, exhibit incremental performance enhancements,
with CLaC-PS and CLaC-PM models achieving the first and second best test accuracies respectively, in the glass vs.
non-glass category, and CLaC-PS outperforming all other models in the Li- vs. Na-ion battery classification as outlined
in Fig. 4b. The evaluation results underscore the prowess of CLaC-PM, which not only surpasses the performance of
the standard SciBERT model but also attains comparable results with MatSciBERT, achieving a 95.33% accuracy on
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the test set for the glass vs. non-glass classification. For Li- vs. Na-ion battery topic classification, the CLaC-PS model
demonstrates superior accuracy, indicating its capability to distinguish closely related terminologies regarding chemical
elements. This empirical evidence presents the significant impact of incorporating multimodal architectures in refining
the precision of language models for domain-specific tasks.

4.6 Visualization of model attention

Overall, we show that CLaC, jointly trained on multimodal entities, can perform better than SciBERT on natural
language processing-based downstream tasks. It is particularly notable that these training strategies are comparable to
the expected performance when trained with novel tokens from the scientific literature in the materials domain, such as
MatSciBERT. To understand this improvement, we investigated attention distribution across layers, which provides
insights into how a model processes information hierarchically, before and after undergoing joint multimodal training
(Fig. 5). For visualization, we calculate the attention for the CLS token across all heads (Fig. 5a). The attention values
are summed over all the heads. By summing across the heads, we reduce complexity and can visualize which tokens the
model is focusing on overall, without needing to consider individual attention heads.

Before the multimodal joint training using CLaC (Fig. 5 b and d), a comparison between SciBERT and MatSciBERT
reveals distinct patterns in their attention mechanisms. Specifically, MatSciBERT displays activation of attention at
higher layers for the CLS token in response to the same sentences, indicating its better pattern recognition capacity
for materials science literature. In contrast, SciBERT, which has not been fine-tuned on materials science corpora,
shows less pronounced attention in these higher layers. Upon applying CLaC for multimodal joint training, SciBERT
begins to exhibit activation patterns in its 6th layer that are similar to those of MatSciBERT (Fig. 5 c and e). This
adaptation suggests that SciBERT has acquired a more nuanced understanding of the domain-specific content, enabling
it to perform competitively on various NLP downstream tasks previously dominated by MatSciBERT. When the same
CLaC training is extended to MatSciBERT, the enhancements are not as dramatic as those observed with SciBERT. This
may be because MatSciBERT has already achieved a high level of baseline performance in tasks related to materials
science.

Figure 5: Visualization of attention heatmaps from various models. a, Schematic diagram of attention heatmap
calculation. The four heatmaps represent attention patterns across different layers and heads of b SciBERT, c SciBERT
as the text encoder of CLaC after joint training, d MatSciBERT, and e MatSciBERT as the text encoder of CLaC after
joint training. Brighter colors indicate higher attention values, showing how the model focuses on different parts of the
input sequence.

4.7 Visualization of latent space

We visualized hi-dimensional representations of crystal graph and text entities of GPT-synthesized narratives using
UMAPMcInnes et al. [2018] in Fig. 6. UMAP is a dimensionality reduction technique that is particularly adept at
preserving both local and global structures, and is suitable for visualizing high-dimensional data in two dimensions.
In the presented UMAP visualization, we can show the successful clustering of materials by graph encoder and text
encoder after multimodal training. The separation of clusters suggests that materials can be categorized based on
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their graph-based features, which might include atomic configurations, crystal structures, or other material properties
represented in the graph data. The visualized representations are categorized for distinguishing oxide types as well as
crystal systems. They also cluster a range of materials, including those with application-specific terminologies such
as ‘battery’, ‘fuel cell’, ‘solar cell’ or ‘thermoelectric’ within the text (Supplementary Figure S5, S6, S7, and S8).
These clusterings have the potential to help find new materials suitable for specific applications without having to rely
on calculating specific material properties. The plot illustrates that both graph and text representations are capable
of discerning these categories, showcasing the effectiveness of the models in grouping similar crystals in the latent
space. In contrast, before multimodal training, MatSciBERT did not exhibit the same level of distinction between these
categories. This suggests that leveraging both graph and text data could provide a comprehensive understanding of
material properties and their relationships, facilitating better material discovery and characterization.

We aimed to quantitatively evaluate whether various materials are well-distinguished within these latent embedding
spaces. To achieve this, we calculated scores for different labels using the Davies-Bouldin (DB) index and the Calinski-
Harabasz (CH) index. A lower DB score generally indicates better clustering performance, as it reflects more compact
and well-separated clusters. Consistently achieving lower DB scores across diverse topics suggests that the embeddings
effectively capture the underlying data structure. The CH index, on the other hand, measures the ratio of inter-cluster
variance to intra-cluster variance. As a variance-based metric, higher CH index values indicate better clustering quality.
Additionally, the results from the two encoders exhibit quite similar patterns, which seem to contribute to their strong
performance in tasks like zero-shot retrieval. Combined with previous evaluations on zero-shot tasks and downstream
tasks, these results highlight the superior embedding quality of CLaC caused by joint contrastive learning.

The visualization results illustrate that the CLaC model effectively maps materials and text into the latent space.
However, there remains significant potential for further improvement. Specifically, we conducted an analysis using
the DB index, CH index, and Silhouette score. Despite the low DB index and high CH index indicating improved
clustering performance, the Silhouette score was found to be very close to 0. This outcome is likely attributed to noise
present in the current labels and the high dimensionality of the latent space. The training data was generated using the
inference capabilities of GPT-3.5, which likely introduced a non-negligible amount of noise into the dataset. Future
research could focus on enhancing data generation methodologies and refining training processes to achieve a more
precise alignment between the linguistic hypothesis space of scientists and the materials space, thereby enabling novel
approaches for exploring this intersection.

5 Discussion

In conclusion, we developed a crystal graph-aware multimodal language model that is trained on crystal graphs and
materials science corpora, including GPT-synthesized narratives. Through a series of experiments on zero-shot tasks
and downstream tasks using standard benchmarks, we confirmed that leveraging synthetic data is a promising approach
to addressing data scarcity and bias within the materials science domain. The multimodal model, trained with 3D
crystal structure information from synthetic data, enabled the execution of zero-shot tasks, which were challenging
to achieve with previous language models. Attention visualization patterns also demonstrate that transformer-based
models, such as SciBERT, can similarly benefit from multimodal learning approaches, as seen in text-based pre-training
for the materials science domain. Our model can serve as a baseline for future work, for example, providing similarity
metrics for evaluating text-based crystal generation tasks.

Despite the strengths exhibited by our current models, there are limitations; Our model is currently only applicable
to crystalline materials. However, contemporary materials science research handles polycrystals or materials with
defects that affect their properties, rather than single crystals. Furthermore, the model cannot handle metal-organic
frameworks at this stage. Therefore, our next step is to cultivate models capable of identifying correlations that
encompass a broader spectrum of materials and structures, thereby achieving a higher level of comprehension. Such
advancements will require the development of representations that can simultaneously handle not only single crystals
but also high-dimensional structures such as polycrystals and defects. Additionally, advancements in data synthesis
methods are needed to minimize hallucinations and generate more informative data. Another challenge is the lack of a
standardized nomenclature in the field of inorganic materials science, unlike in the molecular domain. For example,
IUPAC names naturally included in academic literature provide opportunities to learn various concepts from the
surrounding context. On the other hand, terms like SiO2 in the literature cannot be distinguished by nomenclature alone
as to whether they refer to a crystal or non-crystal, bulk material, or nanoparticles. Future research should carefully
address these limitations.
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Figure 6: Latent embeddings of the CLAC. UMAP visualization of graph and text representations. Each column
corresponds to graph representation (a, d), text representation after multimodal training (b, e), and text representation
of pristine MatSciBERT (c, f). Each row corresponds to the crystal system classification (a, b, c) and the oxide type
classification (d, e, f). g Comparison of Davies-Bouldin index for different labels. h Comparison of Calinski-Harabasz
index for different labels.
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Supplementary information

1 GPT-synthesized narratives

We introduce an example of GPT-synthesized narratives of KNiIO6. These textual data were synthesized based on
realistic properties from publicly available materials databases. This is a promising alternative to address the data
scarcity and bias issues we currently face.

Figure S1: Generated description about KNiIO6. The narrative describes the material property itself and infers
potential applications of it.
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2 Zero-shot retrieval task

Here we describe the evaluation process of the zero-shot retrieval task. There are two different ways according to the
purpose: graph-to-text retrieval and text-to-graph retrieval. Graph-to-text retrieval is to find the closest text among
the pool to the given materials graph as shown in Supplementary Fig. S2a. The query material and list of texts are
encoded according to their corresponding encoders, and similarities between hidden representations are calculated. It is
useful when we transfer knowledge to zero-shot classification tasks. On the other hand, Text-to-graph retrieval is to find
the closest graph among the materials pool for the given query text as shown in Supplementary Fig. S2b. The list of
materials and the query text are encoded according to their corresponding encoders, and similarities between hidden
representations are calculated.

Figure S2: Illustration of zero-shot retrieval process Process of a) graph-to-text retrieval and b) text-to-graph retrieval.
Two branches of the CLaC model extract features of corresponding entities and compare similarities to find the closest
entity of the query.
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3 Baseline models

We designed 3 different baseline models to evaluate and compare the multimodal abilities of our CLaC model.

The first baseline model is based on the same architecture as CLaC but the graph encoder and multimodal projector
are randomly initialized (Supplementary Fig. S3a. The second baseline model is pre-trained BERT models for the
scientific domain, SciBERT and MatSciBERT. Similarities between hidden representations of CIF files and narratives
are calculated and compared to select the closest one (Supplementary Fig. S3b. The last baseline model is the GPT-style
proprietary language model. The prompt is designed to select the closest material among the 1,024 materials pool as
shown in Supplementary Fig. S3c. The chemical formula and space group symbol of the materials pool are provided in
the prompt.

First, we use the same architecture model as ours, including a randomly initialized graph encoder and randomly
initialized multimodal projector to treat multimodality similarity calculation (baseline 1). We expect that accuracy
would be less than 0.1% when the baseline model predicts based on a randomly initialized graph encoder and multimodal
projector. For the second baseline, we used a model with 2 branches that have pre-trained SciBERT or MatSciBERT
as both text encoder and crystal encoder by inputting the crystallographic information file (CIF) of the corresponding
crystal and calculating the cosine similarity between the two branches. Baseline 2 models are expected to find out the
original pair by identifying information like the name of elements and crystal system semantics. The third baseline is
in-context learning of ChatGPT-3.5-turbo. The given narrative of crystal and the pool of materials are provided in the
prompt. For our models, We further evaluate and align the result according to the backbone model we used and the
dataset on which the model was trained.

Figure S3: Illustration of baseline models for zero-shot retrieval task a) Our CLaC architecture with randomly
initialized graph encoder and multimodal projector. b) The pre-trained BERT models extract features of materials and
narratives and compare them. c) The narrative of the query materials and materials pool are provided in the prompt of
GPT-style language model.
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4 Generating multiple-choice problems for zero-shot multimodal understanding evaluation

To evaluate the multimodal recognition performance of our model, we proposed multiple-choice problems for various
subjects. To evaluate the compositional understanding of the developed model, we generate 10 sentences including
only one correct answer. The correct answer is generated from the given materials while other incorrect answers are
randomly synthesized as described in Supplementary Fig. S4.

Figure S4: Examples of multiple choice problems for evaluating various understandings of the CLaC model.
Multiple-choice problems are designed to evaluate the basic zero-shot understanding for materials science.
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5 Visualization of latent space according to keywords

We analyzed and visualized crystal-text pair data by labeling each text entry based on the presence or absence of
specific keywords. The results revealed that data with similar labels exhibited clustering within the latent space. This
observation suggests a promising new approach for materials discovery leveraging linguistic analysis.

Figure S5: UMAP visualization of graph and text representations. Each column corresponds to graph representation
(a, d, g, j), text representation after multimodal training (b, e, h, k), and text representation of pristine MatSciBERT (c,
f, i, l). Each row corresponds to oxide type classification (a, b, c), crystal system classification (d, e, f), classification of
the text including ‘battery’ (g, h, i), and classification of the text including ‘fuel cell’ (j, k, l).
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Figure S6: UMAP visualization of graph and text representations. Each column corresponds to graph representation
(a, d, g, j), text representation after multimodal training (b, e, h, k), and text representation of pristine MatSciBERT (c,
f, i, l). Each row corresponds to oxide type classification (a, b, c), crystal system classification (d, e, f), classification of
the text including ‘battery’ (g, h, i), and classification of the text including ‘fuel cell’ (j, k, l).
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Figure S7: UMAP visualization of graph and text representations. Each column corresponds to graph representation
(a, d, g, j), text representation after multimodal training (b, e, h, k), and text representation of pristine MatSciBERT (c,
f, i, l). Each row corresponds to oxide type classification (a, b, c), crystal system classification (d, e, f), classification of
the text including ‘battery’ (g, h, i), and classification of the text including ‘fuel cell’ (j, k, l).
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Figure S8: UMAP visualization of graph and text representations. Each column corresponds to graph representation
(a, d, g, j), text representation after multimodal training (b, e, h, k), and text representation of pristine MatSciBERT (c,
f, i, l). Each row corresponds to oxide type classification (a, b, c), crystal system classification (d, e, f), classification of
the text including ‘battery’ (g, h, i), and classification of the text including ‘fuel cell’ (j, k, l).
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