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Abstract

In this work, we propose a latent molecular dif-
fusion model that can make the generated 3D
molecules rich in diversity and maintain rich geo-
metric features. The model captures the informa-
tion of the forces and local constraints between
atoms so that the generated molecules can main-
tain Euclidean transformation and high level of
effectiveness and diversity. We also use the lower-
rank manifold advantage of the latent variables
of the latent model to fuse the information of the
forces between atoms to better maintain the ge-
ometric equivariant properties of the molecules.
Because there is no need to perform information
fusion encoding in stages like traditional encoders
and decoders, this reduces the amount of calcula-
tion in the back-propagation process. The model
keeps the forces and local constraints of particle
bonds in the latent variable space, reducing the
impact of underfitting on the surface of the net-
work on the large position drift of the particle
geometry, so that our model can converge earlier.
We introduce a distribution control variable in
each backward step to strengthen exploration and
improve the diversity of generation. In the experi-
ment, the quality of the samples we generated and
the convergence speed of the model have been
significantly improved.

1. Introduction
In the field of 3D molecular generation, we expect to obtain
richer particle information, in which the interatomic forces
and geometric feature representation information play a vital
role in maintaining the stability and richness of molecular
geometric structure. In the research process, we generally
represent the geometric structure in the form of Cartesian
coordinates, the molecule as a 3D atomic graph(Schütt et al.,
2017), the protein as a neighboring spatial graph on amino
acids(Jing et al., 2021), and use a dual equivariant frac-

*Equal contribution . Correspondence to: Xiang Chen <xi-
angchen981024@gmail.com>.

xyz, a, b. c 1, 2. Copyright 2025 by the author(s).

tional network to fuse the relative distance and the force be-
tween particles into particle score information(Satorras et al.,
2022). Therefore, the geometric feature generation model
that simulates the covalent bonds formed by intermolecu-
lar forces at close range and the van der Waals forces at
long distances has great potential for accelerating new drug
discovery, catalyst design, and materials science(Pereira
et al., 2016; van den Oord et al., 2016; Townshend et al.,
2021). After Alphafold’s success in protein folding predic-
tion(Jumper et al., 2021), more and more researchers are
developing deep learning models to analyze or synthesize
3D molecules(Simonovsky & Komodakis, 2018; Gebauer
et al., 2020; Klicpera et al., 2020).

They have all made progress in effectiveness. Neverthe-
less, the diffusion-based 3D generative model still has two
non-negligible shortcomings: First, unlike the chemical
bonds of 2D generated molecules represented as graphic
edges, the geometric shapes of 3D generated molecules are
represented as point clouds(Satorras et al., 2021; Gebauer
et al., 2019; Hoogeboom et al., 2022a). Therefore, there
is no clear indication of chemical bonds when generating
3D molecules, which makes it difficult for both EDM and
GeoLDM to capture the rich local constraint relationships
between neighboring atoms. This defect leads to unsatisfac-
tory training results on large molecular datasets, such as the
GEOMDrugs dataset(Axelrod & Gomez-Bombarelli, 2022).
The diffusion model moves along the data density gradient
at each time step. Therefore, the generation dynamics of
a given fixed initialization noise may also be concentrated
around common trajectories, resulting in similar generation
results, which greatly reduces the diversity of generated
molecules.

In addition, we also map the features to a regularized la-
tent space, maintaining the key 3D rotation and translation
equivariance constraints, which will model a smoother dis-
tribution, reduce the difficulty of directly modeling complex
structures, and play a role in encoding geometric features,
making the model more expressive. At the same time, the
latent diffusion model can better control the generation pro-
cess, which is a promising result in text-guided image gener-
ation(Rombach et al., 2022). This enables users to generate
specific types of molecules with desired properties. Our
model can be extended to many downstream tasks, such as
targeted drug design(Lin et al., 2022) and antigen-specific
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Figure 1. Illustration of LMDM. We outline the training process of the proposed LMDM model. The encoder Eϕ coordinates x and
molecular features h are encoded into equivariant latent variables R,A, and the time step encoding is used to incorporate the sequential
information into the molecular information. We gradually add noise through the latent diffusion transformation q(Gt | Gt−1) until
the latent variable distribution converges to a Gaussian distribution. Similarly, for the reverse generation process, the initial state
GT ∼ N (0, I) is gradually denoised by using the Markov kernel pθ(Gt−1 | Gt) and gradually refined by the equivariant denoising
dynamics ϵθ(Gt, t). The final latent variables R, A are further decoded by the decoder Dϵ to generate the molecular point cloud.

antibody generation(Luo et al., 2022).

In experiments, we show that our proposed LMDM out-
performs the state-of-the-art models EDM and GeoLDM
on two molecular datasets (i.e., QM9(Ramakrishnan et al.,
2014)) and GEOM-Drugs (Axelrod & Gomez-Bombarelli,
2022)), especially on the drug-like GEOM-Drugs dataset,
which has a large number of atoms in the molecular compo-
sition (46 atoms on average, compared to 18 atoms in QM9).
We improve the effectiveness and diversity of characterizing
the generated molecules by 4.8% and 30.2%, respectively,
without compromising the effectiveness and stability of the
generated molecules in conditional generation.

2. Relate work
Latent Molecular Diffusion Models. In order to improve
the modeling ability of the model, predecessors have con-
ducted a lot of research, and the model can learn stronger
expressiveness in the latent space(Dai & Wipf, 2019; Yu
et al., 2022). e.g., VQ-VAE(Razavi et al., 2019) proposed
discretized latent variables and learned the prior distribu-
tion of images through autoregression. (Ma et al., 2019)
uses a flow-based model as a latent prior and applies it to
non-autoregressive text generation. Superior to the simple
Gaussian prior that cannot accurately match the encoded
posterior, inspired by the variational autoencoder (VAE),
(Dai & Wipf, 2019; Aneja et al., 2021) proposed to use VAE
and energy-based models to learn the latent distribution re-
spectively. These works seem to indicate that by combining
the diffusion model with VAE, the model can learn a more
accurate latent distribution. In recent years, latent diffu-
sion models have been widely used in various fields and
have achieved encouraging results, such as image(Vahdat
et al., 2021), point cloud(Zeng et al., 2022) and text(Li et al.,

2022) generation, which shows amazing text-guided image
generation capabilities. However, unlike traditional tasks,
3D molecular generation requires us to model and constrain
the potential interatomic forces on the target, and also con-
sider the equivariance property. Therefore, we study that
the latent space contains equivariant tensors to ensure the
equicontrast property, and then model the global and local
forces in the latent space.

Modeling Interatomic Constraints. Some methods con-
sider generating molecules in two dimensions, e.g., (Dai &
Wipf, 2019; Gómez-Bombarelli et al., 2018; Grisoni et al.,
2020) use sequence models such as RNN to generate molec-
ular strings SMILES(Weininger, 1988), while other models
tend to generate molecular graphs composed of atoms, in
which chemical bonds are represented by nodes and edges.
However, it only uses the fully connected adjacent matrix,
thus ignoring the intrinsic topology of the molecular graph.
These models all ignore the 3D structural information of
molecules, which is particularly critical for the effective-
ness and novelty of molecules. Inspired by the success
of diffusion models(Sohl-Dickstein et al., 2015) in various
tasks(Ho et al., 2020; Song et al., 2021a; Kong et al., 2021),
(Hoogeboom et al., 2022a) uses diffusion models to gener-
ate novel molecular structures in 3D space. However, this
only utilizes the fully connected adjacency matrix, ignoring
the local constraints between atoms (i.e., chemical bonds
(covalent bonds) or van der Waals forces formed between
atoms)(Huang et al., 2022), and does not integrate the in-
trinsic topological relationships of the molecular graph and
intermolecular forces information, which will greatly re-
duce the effectiveness and novelty. Our task will consider
the above factors to achieve higher expressiveness of the
model.
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3. Background
3.1. Problem Definition

We consider generative modeling of spatial molecular
geometry in this paper. Define d as the node feature dimen-
sion, which contains a dataset of each molecule represented
by G = ⟨x,h⟩, where x = (x1, . . . , xN ) ∈ RN×3 is the
atomic coordinate matrix, h = (h1, . . . ,hN ) ∈ RN×d is
the atomic feature matrix, which generally includes atom
type and charge. Our task is:
(I) Unconditional generation.By parameterizing the
generative model pθ(G) to learn the data distribution of G,
we can generate diverse and realistic molecular datasets in
space Ĝ.
(II) Conditional Control Generation.Using some
molecules G with desired properties s, the parameterized
generative model pθ(G|s) fits the conditional distribution
with the desired properties. The learned model can generate
molecules with properties under the condition of given
desired properties.

3.2. Diffussion Process

Given a molecular geometry G0, the data is gradually dif-
fused into a predefined noise distribution during the forward
diffusion process, and the time is set to 1,. . . ,T. The diffu-
sion model is like more and more particles making increas-
ingly chaotic and irregular motion in space. The process of
gradual noise addition in the diffusion model can be formu-
lated as a Markov chain process, which is expressed by the
variance table β1, . . . , βT (βt ∈ (0, 1)):

q(G1:T |G0) =
T∏
t=1

q(Gt|Gt−1),

q(Gt|Gt−1) = N (Gt;
√
1− βtGt−1, βtI),

(1)

In the formula, Gt−1 is mixed with Gaussian noise to form
Gt, where βt is used to control the degree of mixing. In
order to simplify the derivation, we set ᾱ =

∏t
s=1 1− βs,

so that for any time step t, data sampling can be obtained by
reparameterization technique with a closed form formula,
which is a very important property in the diffusion model:

q (Gt|G0) = N
(
Gt;
√
ᾱtG0, (1− ᾱt) I

)
, (2)

With the increase of the number of steps, t gradually in-
creases, and the final data distribution will be closer to the
standard Gaussian distribution, because when

√
ᾱt → 0,

then (1− ᾱt)→ 1. The reverse sampling process of DMs
is defined as learning a parameterized reverse denoising
process, which aims to gradually denoise the noise variable
GT :1 to approximate the initial data distribution G0 in the

target data distribution:

pθ (G0:T−1|GT ) =
T∏
t−1

pθ (Gt−1|Gt) ,

pθ (Gt−1|Gt) = N
(
Gt−1;µθ (Gt, t) , σ2I

)
,

(3)

Where µθ represents the parameterized neural network
to approximate the mean of the initial data distribution,
σ2 represents the user-defined variance, which is gener-
ally predefined as 1. As a latent variable model, the
forward process q(G1:T |G0) can be regarded as a fixed
posterior, and the backward process pθ(G0:T ) is trained
to maximize the variational lower bound of the like-
lihood of the data Lvlb = Eq(G1:T |G0)

[
log q(GT |G0)

pθ(GT ) +∑T
t=2 log

q(Gt−1|G0,Gt)
pθ(Gt−1|Gt)

− log pθ(G0|G1)
]
. However, we can

see that direct optimization of this formula will lead to seri-
ous training instability(Nichol & Dhariwal, 2021). Instead,
Song & Ermon (2019); Ho et al. (2020) gives a simple alter-
native objective that simplifies to no irrelevant constants:

LDM = EG0,ϵ∼N (0,I),t

[
w(t)||ϵ− ϵθ (Gt, t) ||2

]
, (4)

From another perspective, this inverse process predicts the
noise part of the data added during the diffusion process
at each time step, which is equivalent to the process of
moving from low-density areas to high-density areas in the
data distribution. The noise-eliminating part is also called
score(Liu et al., 2016), e.g., the logarithmic density of the
data distribution at different time points, which appears in
the work of (Song et al., 2021b). In order to conveniently
reflect score, we use sθ below:

µθ (Gt, t) =
1√

1− βt

(
Gt +

βt√
1− αt

sθ (Gt, t)
)
. (5)

The sampling process of the diffusion model is similar to
Langevin dynamics, and sθ is used as the learning gradient
of data density.

3.3. Equivariance

The equivariance of Euclidean space is universal for spa-
tial structures, especially molecular structures. Proper-
ties of molecular structures, where vector features such as
atomic forces or dipole moments should be transformed
with respect to the atomic space coordinates (Thomas
et al., 2018; Fuchs et al., 2020; Batzner et al., 2021). We
can formally express this as follows: the function F is
equivariant with respect to the actions of the group G if
F ◦Sg(x) = Tg ◦F(x),∀g ∈ G, where Sg and Tg are trans-
formations of the group element g (Serre et al., 1977). For
the special Euclidean group SE(3), i.e. the rotation and trans-
lation group in 3D space, its group element g transforms Tg
and Sg, which can be represented by the translation t and
the orthogonal rotation matrix R.
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We can intuitively understand that the property character-
istics of molecules are invariant in the spatial Euclidean
SE(3) group, while the coordinates will be affected by the
SE(3) group action transformation, such as the transforma-
tion Rx+ t = (Rx1 + t, . . . ,RxN + t) after the rotation
matrix R and translation t. However, we require that this
transformation will not affect the properties of the generated
molecules, so we must ensure that the learned possibilities
are invariant to rotation and translation, which is very impor-
tant for improving the generalization ability of 3D molecular
generative modeling(Satorras et al., 2021; Xu et al., 2022).

4. Method
In this article, we give a detailed description of LMDM.
As mentioned in the experiment of LDM (Latten Diffusion
Model)(Rombach et al., 2022), in the encoder and decoder,
the purpose is to reduce the perceptual loss of the orig-
inal data distribution, and in the diffusion process, it is
more about optimizing the semantic loss of the data. Sim-
ilarly, in the process of molecular generation, in order to
further reduce the loss caused by the equivariant properties
of molecular geometry, we can first perform equivariant
encoding and then perform equivariant decoding; in the
intermediate diffusion process, we can model richer ”seman-
tic” information (in molecular generation, we think of it as
the force between atoms (e.g., covalent bonds or van der
Waals forces)), which will make the molecules generated by
the model more effective and stable. We use dual equivari-
ant fractional neural networks to model two (long-distance
and short-distance) molecular constraints, that is, to reduce
the ”semantic” information we mentioned earlier, which
will help us better maintain the potential properties of the
molecule. We provide the overall architecture of the model
in 1.

4.1. Molecular Autoencoder

We first want to compress the 3D point cloud G = ⟨x,h⟩ ∈
R(3+d) into a low-dimensional space. In the general au-
toencoder (AE) framework, the encoder Eϕ maps G to a
low-dimensional latent domain z = Eϕ(x,h), and the de-
coder Dξ maps z back to the data domain x̂, ĥ = Dξ(z)
through training. Figure 2 shows the overall architecture
and pipeline of the molecular variational encoder. The entire
model minimizes the objective loss function:

LV AE = d(D(E(G)),G) +DKL(qϕ(z0 | x,h)||p(z0)),
(6)

where d represents the p norm e.g.,Lp, and DKL refers to
the Kullback-Leibler Divergence. In the formula, qϕ repre-
sents the encoded potential distribution, and p ∼ N (0, I) is
the standard normal distribution.

In order to maintain the SE(3) group, i.e., rotation and trans-

Figure 2. An overview of the one-stage molecular variational au-
toencoder. We encode the molecular structure through the encoder
Eϕ. Due to the unique properties of EGNN, the encoded latent
variables still maintain equivariance on the SE(3) group action.
The latent variables are sampled by reparameterization and then
decoded by the decoder Dϵ to restore the latent variables to the
original molecular structure. As in the first term of 6, we use
d(G, Ĝ) to achieve the reconstruction loss, and in order to make
the distribution of the latent variable zx,h closer to the prior dis-
tribution, making the distribution more regular and smooth, we
added the KL regularization term.

lation equivariance, we usually parameterize the latent space
variables into invariant scalar-valued features (Kingma &
Welling, 2013), which is a considerable difficulty:

Proposition 1. (Winter et al., 2022)Learning autoencod-
ing functions E and D to represent geometries G in scalar-
valued (i.e., invariant) latent space necessarily requires an
additional equivariant function ψ to store suitable group
actions such that D(ψ(G), E(G)) = Tψ(G) ◦ D̂(E(G)) = G.

The method proposed by this proposition is to implement
the function ψ in the autoencoder to represent the appro-
priate group action for encoding, and align the input and
output positions for decoding, so as to achieve the purpose
of structural reconstruction. In Appendix B we give a more
detailed explanation and examples. In order to keep the Eu-
clidean group SE(n) action equivariant, (Winter et al., 2022)
proposed to set the ψ function to the equivariant orthogonal
normal vector of the unit n-dimensional sphere Sn.

In our model, we follow the approach used by (Xu et al.,
2023), constructing latent features into point-structured vari-
ables z = ⟨zx, zh⟩, incorporating equivariance into E and
D instead of applying ψ separately, and jointly represent-
ing zx and zh, which preserves the 3-d equivariant and k-d
invariant latent features zx and zh. In the specific implemen-
tation, we parameterize E and D by using an equivariant
graph neural network EGNN(Satorras et al., 2021), which
has special properties that make the extracted embeddings
invariant and equivariant:

Rzx+t, zh = Eϕ(Rx+t,h);Rx+t,h = Dξ(Rzx+t, zh),
(7)

which applies to all orthogonal rotation matrices R and
translations t. We provide more details on EGNN parameter-
ization in the appendix C. After encoding with Eϕ, the latent
variables zx are obtained. The latent coordinate variables
can play the equivariant effect of the SE(3) group action
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Figure 3. Illustration of the specific implementation of the Markov
kernel (double equivariant denoising score network). In fact, de-
pending on the local and global edges of the input, we can use it
as a local or global equivariant encoder to capture the molecular
internal forces in the model and output the expected target score.
The implementation of Schnet comes from (Schütt et al., 2017).

of the ψ function, maintain the equivariant property of the
embedded output, and align the output direction with the
input direction. In addition, since the distribution of the
latent point variables conforms well to the characteristics
of the original distribution, the feature reconstruction of the
data can be well achieved.

We are also constraining and optimizing in the objective
function of training MVAE. 6 the reconstruction loss is
composed of two parts, one is the L2 norm of the atomic
coordinate x, and the cross entropy of evaluating the atomic
type h. For the regularization term, we use ES-reg (Rom-
bach et al., 2022), adding a little Kullback-Leibler penalty
to qϕ to make it closer to the standard Gaussian distribution;
and use ES-reg, a regularization of early stopping strategy,
to avoid scattered latent space. ES-reg also prevents the
latent variables from having arbitrarily high variance, so it
is more suitable for learning latent distributions(Xu et al.,
2023).

4.2. Latent Molecular Diffusion Model

We then use a dual equivariant fractional neural network
(Huang et al., 2022) as a fractional denoising network to
model two levels of edges: local edges within a predefined
radius are used to simulate intramolecular forces (e.g. co-
valent bonds) and global edges are used to capture van der
Waals forces. And in order to explore the diversity of gener-
ation in the network, we add conditional noise, which avoids
determining the output of the entire model and improves the
diversity of generation. We will describe how the training
and sampling phases of LMDM work.

As shown in the figure 1, we first use the 4.1 mentioned in
the previous section to encode the original data into latent
space variables, which reduces the dimension of the data
while still maintaining the SE(3) group action equivariant
property. Then use the dual equivariant fractional neural
network (Huang et al., 2022) as a fractional denoising net-
work to model two levels of edges: local edges within a
predefined radius are used to simulate intramolecular forces

(e.g. covalent bonds) and global edges are used to capture
van der Waals forces. And in order to explore the diver-
sity of generation in the network, we add conditional noise,
which avoids determining the output of the entire model and
improves the diversity of generation. We will describe how
the training and sampling stages of LMDM work.

The Equivariant Markov Kernels. Since molecular geom-
etry is rotationally and translationally invariant, this prop-
erty needs to be taken into account when implementing the
Markov kernel in the network. The overall architecture is
shown in figure3. In fact, (Köhler et al., 2020) proposed an
equivariant reversible function that transforms one invariant
distribution into another invariant distribution. This theorem
also applies to the diffusion model (Xu et al., 2022). If
p(GT ) is invariant and the denoising neural network that
learns the parameterization p(Gt−1|Gt) is equivariant, then
the marginal distribution p(G) is also invariant. We use a
double equivariant fractional neural network to implement
the equivariant Markov kernel, which satisfies this prop-
erty. More implementation details will be described in the
appendix D.

Edge Construction. We also need to construct the edges of
the atomic nodes in the molecule. In previous work(Köhler
et al., 2020; Hoogeboom et al., 2022a), the fully connected
adjacency matrix is input into the equivariant graph neural
network. However, this will treat the interatomic effects
indiscriminately, but this will ignore the influence of co-
valent bonds. Therefore, we define the edges within the
radius τ as local edges to simulate covalent bonds, and the
remaining edges as global edges to capture the long-range
information of van der Waals forces. We generally set the
local radius τ to 2Å, because chemical bonds generally do
not exceed 2Å. In the experiment, we found that if the radius
is set too small, this will cause the target distance score to
be very close to the diffusion distance score predicted by
the score network, but this does not make the generated
molecules have good effectiveness and stability, and makes
the training of the diffusion process converge more slowly.
The atomic features and the coordinates of the local and
global edges are input into the dual equivariant network
respectively. The local equivariant network simulates the
intramolecular forces, such as real chemical bonds, through
local edges, while the global equivariant network captures
the interaction information between distant atoms, such as
van der Waals forces, through global edges.

Enhance diversity through variational noise. We extend
the diffusion model to conditional generation by imitating
it, and use variational noise to guide the model to learn
stronger molecular diversity, that is, adding noise ϵv for
conditional generation pθ(G0:T−1 | GT , ϵv) to improve di-
versity. We also use Schnet as the encoder, which out-
puts the mean µv and the standard deviation σv. We then
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Algorithm 1 Training Algorithm of LMDM
1: Input:molecular geometry G⟨x,h⟩
2: Initial:encoder network Eϕ, decoder network Dξ , noise

encoder Φv, global equivariant networks Φg, local
equivariant networks Φl

3: first Stage: Autoencoder Training
4: while ϕ, ξ have not converged do
5: µx, µh, σx, σh ← Eϕ(x,h) {Encoding}
6: ϵ ∈ N (0, I)
7: Subtract center of gravity from ϵ in ϵ = [ϵx, ϵh]
8: zx, zh ← ϵ⊙ σ + µ {Reparameterization}
9: x̂, ĥ← Dξ(zx, zh) {Decoding}

10: Lmvae = reconstruction([x̂, ĥ], [x,h]) + Lreg
11: ϕ, ξ ← optimizer(Lmvae;ϕ, ξ)
12: end while
13: Seconde Stage: Diffusion Process Training
14: Fix encoder parameters ϕ
15: repeat
16: zx,0, zh,0 ∼ qϕ(zx, zh | x,h) {As lines 5-8}
17: t ∼ U(1, . . . , T ), ϵ ∈ N (0, I)
18: Substract center of gravity from ϵx in ϵ = [ϵx, ϵh]
19: zt =

√
ᾱtz0 + (1− ᾱ)ϵ

20: σv, µv = Φv(zt)
21: Sample η ∈ N (0, I), var noise ηv = µv + σ2

vη
22: Regulate:
23: Lvae = Eqϕ(ηv|zt)(−DKL(qϕ(ηv | zt)) || p(η))
24: Prepare gloabl edges eg and local edges el
25: sθ(zt, ηv, t) = Φg(zt, ηv, t, eg) + Φl(zt, ηv, t, el)
26: Take gradient descent step on
27: ∇θ || sθ(zt, ηv, t)−∇zt logqΦ(zt | z0) ||2 +Lvae
28: until Φv,Φg,Φl have Converged

use the reparameterization technique to obtain the noise
ϵv = µv + σ2

vz, z ∈ N (0, I). Equation 8, in the inverse
process of the diffusion model, becomes:

pθ (G0:T−1 | GT , ϵv) =
T∏
t−1

pθ (Gt−1 | Gt, ϵv) ,

pθ (Gt−1 | Gt, ϵv) = N
(
Gt−1;µθ (Gt, ϵv, t) , σ2

t

)
.

(8)

In the inverse process of the diffusion model, we apply an
special sampling strategy. In the experiment, when sampling
zv from the uniform distribution U(−1,+1), the generation
effect of the model is significantly improved.

4.3. Taining And Sampling

In the experiment, we found that the training method of
previous work (Xu et al., 2023), in our LMDM, makes the
model difficult to generalize on the validation set and the
convergence speed is reduced. Therefore, we still use a two-
stage approach, first training the molecular autoencoder,

Algorithm 2 Sampling Algorithm of LMDM
1: input: decoder network Dξ, learned global and local

equivariant network Φg , Φl
2: Sample zT ∼ N (0, I)
3: for t in T, T − 1, · · · , 1 do
4: Sample ϵ ∼ N (0, I) if t > 1, else ϵ = 0
5: Shift xt to zero COM in zt = [xt, ht]
6: Prepare gloabl edges eg and local edges el
7: Sample ηv ∼ N (0, I)
8: sθ(zt, ηv, t) = Φg(zt, ηv, t, eg) + Φl(zt, ηv, t, el)

9: µθ(zt, ηv, t) =
1√

1−βt

(
zt +

βt√
1−ᾱt

sθ(zt, ηv, t)
)

10: zt−1 = µθ(zt, ηv, t) + σtϵ
11: end for
12: x,h ∼ pξ(x, h | zx,0, zh,0) {Decoding}
13: return G0 to obtain x,h

then fixing the encoder and training the diffusion process.

During the sampling process, the atomic coordinates xt
may violate the equal variance requirement (Huang et al.,
2022), so we need to better estimate the gradient target
of the potential distribution of molecular coordinates. We
sample xt at the pairwise distance dij :

∇x̃ log qΦ(x̃i|xi) =
∑

j∈N(i)

∇d̃ijqΦ(d̃ij | dij) · (xi − xj)

dij
,

(9)
where x̃ refers to the coordinate of the diffusing atom at
zt and d̃ denotes the corresponding diffusion distance. We
make an approximate estimate of the diffusion distance
gradient of the potential distribution as:

∇d̃ log qΦ(d̃ | d) ∼
−
√
α̂t(d̃− d)

1− ᾱt
. (10)

Just like the diffusion model (Ho et al., 2020), our training
objective is obtained by optimizing the variational lower
bound of the negative log-likelihood (ELBO). We obtain
our objective function in the same way and simplify the
training objective:

Lt = EG0 [γ || sθ(zt, ηv, t)−∇zt log(zt | z0) ||2], (11)

Where γ =
β2
t

2(1−βt)(1−ᾱt)σ2
t

represents the weight and σ2
t

denotes the user-defined variance. However, based on expe-
rience, we ignore γ and the simplified objective performs
better. we provide more information on the derivation of the
training objective in the AppendixA.

Combined with our previous variational noise KL loss, we
get the final training objective:

L =

T∑
t=2

(Lt + Lvae), (12)
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Figure 4. Molecules generated by LMDM trained on QM9 (left four) and DRUG (right two).

This simplified objective is equivalent to learning sθ by
sampling the diffusing molecules zt with a time step of
t and using the logarithmic density gradient of the data
distribution.

Algorithm 1 shows the complete training process. We first
train the AE to add regularization, and then train the latent
diffusion process using the latent code encoded by the pre-
trained encoder. Each numerator of the fused random time
step t ∼ U(1, T ) will be perturbed by the noise ϵ. To ensure
the invariance of ϵ, we use the zero center of mass (COM)
method of (Köhler et al., 2020) to ensure that p(GT ) remains
unchanged. And extend p(GT ) to an isotropic Gaussian, ϵ is
invariant to rotation and translation around the zero COM.

The potential code distribution obtained by the diffusion pro-
cess is defined as the residual distribution (Xu et al., 2023):
pθ,ξ(x,h, zx, zh) = pθ(zx, zh)pξ(x,h | zx, zh). where pθ
represents the diffusion model that models the potential
code distribution, and pξ represents the decoder. We can
first sample equivariant potential codes from pθ, and then
use pξ to convert them to the molecular structure of the
original space. The algorithm 2 provides pseudo code for
the sampling process.

5. Experiments
In this section, we report the training results of the LMDM
model on two benchmark datasets (QM9 (Ramakrishnan
et al., 2014) and GEOM (Axelrod & Gomez-Bombarelli,
2022)), which show that the proposed LMDM significantly
outperforms multiple state-of-the-art - the-art (SOTA) 3D
molecule generation method. We conducted unconditional
generation experiments on two data sets, as well as condi-
tional control generation experiments, to evaluate the ability
of LMDM to generate molecules with desired properties.
I also conducted ablation experiments in the appendixF to
compare the performance of the encoder in modeling cova-
lent bonds or van der Waals forces between molecules in the
latent diffusion process with or without KL regularization.

5.1. Molecular Geometry Generation.

Dataset We use QM9(Ramakrishnan et al., 2014) and GE-
OMDrug(Axelrod & Gomez-Bombarelli, 2022) to evaluate
the performance of LMDM. QM9 contains more than 130k

molecules, each containing an average of 18 atoms. GEOM-
Drug contains 290K molecules, each containing an average
of 46 atoms. We will introduce more details about these two
datasets and the division settings of the training set and the
validation set in the appendixE.

Baselines and setup. We compare LMDM with two gen-
erative models, including EDM(Hoogeboom et al., 2022a)
and GeoLDM(Xu et al., 2023), and an autoregressive model
G-Schnet(Gebauer et al., 2019). For these three models,
we use the published pre-trained models for evaluation and
comparison. Due to the data processing script and corre-
sponding configuration file of G-Schnet on the GEOM-Drug
dataset, it is impossible to reproduce G-Schnet on GEOM-
Drug. We also studied the impact of whether the potential
code distribution is aligned with the standard normal dis-
tribution on model performance, and removed DKL in the
MVAE stage to study its impact.

Evaluation Metrics. Following previous work on 3D
molecule generation(Gebauer et al., 2019; Satorras et al.,
2021; Hoogeboom et al., 2022a; Wu et al., 2022), We mea-
sure the generation performance of our model using four
metrics:

• Validity: The percentage of molecules generated by the
model that follow the chemical valence rules specified by
RDkit;

• Uniqueness: the percentage of unique and valid molecules
among the molecules generated by the model;

• Novelty: the percentage of unique molecules generated that
are not in the training set;

• Stability: the percentage of molecules generated without
ions in the total number of all generated molecules.

Results and Analysis From Table1, we can see that LMDM
outperforms all baseline models by generating 10k molecu-
lar samples from the above models to calculate the evalua-
tion indicators. Note that on the GEOM-Drug dataset, the
atomic-level stability of the dataset itself is as high as 86.5%,
but the molecular-level stability is close to 0%. This is be-
cause GEOM-Drug is a drug molecule, which usually con-
tains larger and more complex physical structures, and will
accumulate larger errors in predictions based on interatomic

7
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68.4 73.2 78.1 81.2 83.5 88.6

Figure 5. Molecules generated by conditional LMDM. We conduct controllable generation with interpolation among different Polariz-
ability α values with the same reparametrization noise ϵ. The given α values are provided at the bottom.

Table 1. The comparison over 10k generated molecules of LMDM and baseline models on molecular geometry generation task. ↑ means
that higher the values, better the performance of the model.

QM9 GEOM
Validity (%) ↑ Uniqueness (%) ↑ Novelty (%) ↑ Stability (%) ↑ Validity (%) ↑ Uniqueness (%) ↑ Novelty (%) ↑ Stability (%) ↑

G-Schnet 85.9 80.9 57.6 85.6 - - - -
EDM 91.7 90.5 59.9 91.1 68.6 68.6 68.6 13.7
GeoLDM 93.4 98.7 - 88.9 99.3 - - -

LMDM-KL 96.2 92.1 89.2 87.5 99.2 99.1 99.2 52.4
LMDM 98.8 95.2 92.1 90.8 99.5 99.2 99.1 63.4

distances and atom pair types. our proposed method demon-
strates its advantage in generating high-quality molecules,
which is more evident when the generated molecules contain
a large number of atoms. The reason behind the advantages
of the model is largely due to the fact that we perform
equivariant latent encoding on the original molecular data,
keep the distribution of the original data as much as pos-
sible and make the latent variable distribution regular and
smooth, and use a dual equivariant fractional neural network
to capture the interatomic forces (e.g., chemical bonds and
van der Waals forces) during the diffusion process. With
these advantages, the latent diffusion process successfully
captures the structural patterns between atoms at different
distances, so that the model can make progress in the sta-
bility modeling of large molecules such as GEOM-Drug.
We also noticed that the model trained with the KL term
did not perform as well as the LMDM in terms of results.
This is because the restriction of the KL term may cause the
output latent variable distribution to deviate from the data
prior distribution, which will lead to distribution deviations
when constructing intermolecular forces. For example, the
distance distribution of the atomic pair 2Å may be forcibly
controlled to a distance distribution that conforms to the
standard normal distribution.

5.2. Conditional Molecular Generation

Baseline and SetupIn this section, we control various
properties about the molecule as conditions to generate
molecules with our target properties. We train a model with
six properties on the QM9 dataset: polarizability α, HOMO
ϵHOMO, LUMO ϵLUMO, HOMO-LUMO gap ϵgap, Dipole
moment µ and Cv . We achieve conditional probability gen-
eration by connecting these conditions c with atomic fea-

tures to obtain p(Gt−1|Gt, c).

Table 2. The results of conditional molecular generation on QM9
dataset. ↓ means the lower the values, the better the model incor-
porates the targeted properties.

Methods α ↓ ϵgap ↓ ϵHOMO ↓ ϵLUMO ↓ µ ↓ Cv ↓
Naive (U-bound) 9.013 1.472 0.645 1.457 1.616 6.857
#Atoms 3.862 0.866 0.426 0.813 1.053 1.971

GeoLDM 2.370 0.587 0.340 0.522 1.108 1.025
LMDM 1.621 0.068 0.041 0.047 1.249 1.726

QM9(L-bound) 0.100 0.064 0.039 0.036 0.043 0.040

Evaluation Metrics Following previous work(Hoogeboom
et al., 2022b), we train a property classifier (PC)(Satorras
et al., 2021). The QM9 dataset is divided into two parts,
each containing 50k samples. The first half D1 is used to
train the property classifier, and the other half D2 is used to
train the generative model. The classifier ϕc then evaluates
the conditional generated samples by the mean absolute
error (MAE) between the predicted attribute values and the
true attribute values.

Result and Analysis The conditional generation results of
LMDM are given in Table 2. We can notice that, except
for the indicators µ and Cv , almost all attributes can exceed
”Naive”, ”#Atoms” and GeoLDM. This result shows that
LMDM can well integrate the conditional attribute informa-
tion into the generated samples, our model can well fit the
distribution of D2, and can generate molecules with target
attributes. We also interpolate the molecules generated by
conditional LMDM when different polarizabilities α in Fig-
ure 5, which is consistent with the expectation that larger
polarizabilities α have smaller isotropic shapes.
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6. Conclusion
In this study, we proposed a new latent diffusion model
LMDM. Instead of operating on high-dimensional, mul-
timodal atomic features, we learn the diffusion process
through continuous, latent space to overcome the limita-
tions of excessive time and space complexity in the original
space. By constructing a point structure with invariant and
equivariant tensors to form molecular latent variables that
preserve rotation and translation, and modeling molecular
topology at long and short distances, covalent bonds or
van der Waals forces between molecules are captured. Our
experimental results show that it has significantly better ca-
pabilities in simulating chemically real molecules and can
generate molecules with desired properties. In the future,
our model can be applied to more complex scenarios, such
as protein and drug discovery.
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A., Potapenko, A., et al. Highly accurate protein structure
prediction with alphafold. Nature, 596(7873):583–589,
2021.

Kingma, D. P. and Ba, J. Adam: A method for stochas-
tic optimization. In Bengio, Y. and LeCun, Y. (eds.),
3rd International Conference on Learning Represen-
tations, ICLR 2015, San Diego, CA, USA, May 7-9,
2015, Conference Track Proceedings, 2015. URL http:
//arxiv.org/abs/1412.6980.

Kingma, D. P. and Welling, M. Auto-encoding variational
bayes. In 2nd International Conference on Learning
Representations, 2013.

9

https://openreview.net/forum?id=B1e0X3C9tQ
https://openreview.net/forum?id=B1e0X3C9tQ
https://arxiv.org/abs/1906.00957
https://arxiv.org/abs/1906.00957
https://arxiv.org/abs/2203.17003
https://arxiv.org/abs/2203.17003
https://arxiv.org/abs/2009.01411
https://arxiv.org/abs/2009.01411
http://arxiv.org/abs/1412.6980
http://arxiv.org/abs/1412.6980


LMDM:Latent Molecular Diffusion Model For 3D Molecule Generation

Klicpera, J., Groß, J., and Günnemann, S. Directional mes-
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A. Proof of the diffusion model
We provide proofs for the derivation of several properties of the diffusion process in our model. For detailed explanation and
discussion see (Ho et al., 2020).

A.1. Marginal distribution of the diffusion process

In the diffusion process, we have the marginal distribution of the data at any arbitrary time step t in a closed form:

q (Gt | G0) = N
(
Gt;
√
ᾱtG0, (1− ᾱt) I

)
. (13)

Recall the posterior q (Gt | G0) in Eq.2 (main document), we can obtain Gt using the reparameterization trick. A property of
the Gaussian distribution is that if we add N (0, σ2

1I) and N (0, σ2
2I), the new distribution is N (0, (σ2

1 + σ2
2)I)

Gt =
√
αtGt−1 +

√
1− αtϵt−1

=
√
αtαt−1Gt−2 +

√
αt(1− αt−1)ϵt−2 +

√
1− αtϵt−1

=
√
αtαt−1Gt−2 +

√
1− αtαt−1ϵ̄t−2

= . . .

=
√
ᾱtG0 +

√
1− ᾱtϵ̄,

(14)

where αt = 1− βt, ϵ and ϵ̂ are sampled from independent standard Gaussian distributions.

A.2. The parameterized mean µθ

A learned Gaussian transitions pθ (Gt−1 | Gt) is devised to approximate the q (Gt−1 | Gt) of every time step: pθ (Gt−1 | Gt) =
N
(
Gt−1;µθ (Gt, t) , σ2

t I
)
. µθ is parameterized as follows:

µθ (Gt, t) =
1
√
αt

(
Gt −

βt√
1− ᾱt

ϵθ (Gt, t)
)
. (15)

The distribution q (Gt−1 | Gt) can be expanded by Bayes’ rule:

q (Gt−1 | Gt) = q (Gt−1 | Gt,G0, )

= q (Gt | Gt−1,G0)
q (Gt−1 | G0)
q (Gt | G0)

= q (Gt | Gt−1)
q (Gt−1G0)
q (Gt | G0)

∝ exp

(
−1

2

((
Gt −

√
αtGt−1

)2
βt

+

(
Gt−1 −

√
αt−1G0

)2
1− ᾱt−1

−
(
Gt −

√
αtG0

)2
1− ᾱt

))

= exp

(
−1

2

((
αt
βt

+
1

1− ᾱt−1

)
G2t−1 −

(
2
√
αt
βt
Gt +

2
√
αt−1

1− ᾱt−1
G0
)
Gt−1 + C (Gt,G0)

))
∝ exp(−G2t−1 + (

√
αt (1− ᾱt−1)

1− ᾱt
Gt +

√
ᾱt−1βt
1− ᾱt

G0)Gt−1),

(16)

where C (Gt,G0) is a constant. We can find that q (Gt−1 | Gt) is also a Gaussian distribution. We assume that:

q (Gt−1 | Gt,G0) = N
(
Gt−1; µ̃ (Gt,G0) , β̃tI

)
, (17)

where β̃t = 1/
(
αt

βt
+ 1

1−ᾱt−1

)
= 1−ᾱt−1

1−ᾱt
· βt and µ̃t (Gt,G0) =

(√
αt

βt
Gt +

√
ᾱt−1

1−ᾱt−1
G0
)
/
(
αt

βt
+ 1

1−ᾱt−1

)
=

√
αt(1−ᾱt−1)

1−ᾱt
Gt +

√
ᾱt−1βt

1−ᾱt
G0. From Eq. 14, we have Gt ==

√
ᾱtG0 +

√
1− ᾱtϵ̄. We take this into µ̃:

µ̃t =

√
αt (1− ᾱt−1)

1− ᾱt
xt +

√
ᾱt−1βt
1− ᾱt

1√
ᾱt

(
xt −

√
1− ᾱtϵt

)
=

1
√
αt

(
xt −

βt√
1− ᾱt

ϵt

)
.

(18)
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µθ is designed to model µ̃. Therefore, µθ has the same formulation as µ̃ but parameterizes ϵ:

µθ (Gt, t) =
1
√
αt

(
Gt −

βt√
1− ᾱt

ϵθ (Gt, t)
)
. (19)

A.3. The ELBO objective

It is hard to directly calculate log likelihood of the data. Instead, we can derive its ELBO objective for optimizing.

E [− log pθ (G)] = −Eq(G0) log

(∫
pθ (G0:T , zv) dG1:T

)
= −Eq(G0) log

(∫
q (G1:T | G0)

pθ (G0:T , zv)
q (G1:T | G0)

dG1:T
)

= −Eq(G0) log

(
Eq(G1:T |G0)

pθ (G0:T , zv)
q (G1:T | G0)

)
≤ −Eq(G0:T ) log

pθ (G0:T , zv)
q (G1:T | G0)

= Eq(G0:T )

[
log

q (G1:T | G0)
pθ (G0:T , zv)

]
.

(20)

Then we further derive the ELBO objective:

Eq(G0:T )

[
log

q (G1:T | G0)
pθ (G0:T , zv)

]
= Eq

[
log

∏T
t=1 q (Gt | Gt−1)

pθ (GT , zv)
∏T
t=1 pθ (Gt−1 | Gt, zv)

]

= Eq

[
− log pθ (GT , zv) +

T∑
t=1

log
q (Gt | Gt−1)

pθ (Gt−1 | Gt, zv)

]

= Eq

[
− log pθ (GT , zv) +

T∑
t=2

log
q (Gt | Gt−1)

pθ (Gt−1 | Gt, zv)
+ log

q (G1 | G0)
pθ (G0 | G1, zv)

]

= Eq

[
− log pθ (GT , zv) +

T∑
t=2

log

(
q (Gt−1 | Gt,G0)
pθ (Gt−1 | Gt, zv)

· q (Gt | G0)
q (Gt−1 | G0)

)
+ log

q (G1 | G0)
pθ (G0 | G1, zv)

]

= Eq

[
− log pθ (GT , zv) +

T∑
t=2

log
q (Gt−1 | Gt,G0)
pθ (Gt−1 | Gt, zv)

+

T∑
t=2

log
q (Gt | G0)
q (Gt−1 | G0)

+ log
q (G1 | G0)

pθ (G0 | G1, zv)

]

= Eq

[
− log pθ (GT , zv) +

T∑
t=2

log
q (Gt−1 | Gt,G0)
pθ (Gt−1 | Gt, zv)

+ log
q (GT | G0)
q (G1 | G0)

+ log
q (G1 | G0)

pθ (G0 | G1, zv)

]

= Eq

[
log

q (GT | G0)
pθ (GT , zv)

+

T∑
t=2

log
q (Gt−1 | Gt,G0)
pθ (Gt−1 | Gt, zv)

− log pθ (G0 | G1, zv)

]

= Eq

[
DKL (q (GT | G0) ∥pθ (GT , zv))︸ ︷︷ ︸

LT

+

T∑
t=2

DKL (q (Gt−1 | Gt,G0) ∥pθ (Gt−1 | Gt, zv))︸ ︷︷ ︸
Lt

− log pθ (G0 | G1, zv)︸ ︷︷ ︸
L0

]
.

(21)

B. Explanation of Proposition 4.1
Consider a geometric graph G = ⟨x,h⟩, encoder E and decoder D, such that G = D(E(G)). Then we assume that the action
transformation is g, and through g, G is transformed from the SE(3) group to Ĝ = TgG = ⟨h,Rx+ t⟩, and input it into the
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autoencoder. Since the encoding function is unchanged, we can deduce E(G) = E(Ĝ), so the geometric shape reconstructed
by the decoder is still G = D(E(Ĝ)), instead of Ĝ. This makes it impossible to calculate the reconstruction error based on G
and Ĝ. The solution is to add a function ψ to extract the group action g. Then send it to the decoder, we can apply the group
action to the generated G to recover Ĝ, solving the above problem.

C. MVAE Architecture Details
In the MVAE we proposed, they are all parameterized with EGNN(Satorras et al., 2021) as the backbone. EGNN is a type of
graph neural network that satisfies the equivariance properties in 7 and 4.2. In EGNN, the molecular geometry is usually
regarded as a point cloud structure without specifying the connecting bonds between atoms. However, in practice, we
use the interatomic distance 2Å as the close distance criterion to construct close covalent bonds and long-range van der
Waals forces. The point cloud structure symbol is G, and the interactions between all atoms vi ∈ V are modeled. Each
node vi is embedded with coordinates xi ∈ R3 and atomic features hi ∈ Rd. Then EGNN consists of multiple equivariant
convolutional layers xl+1,hl+1,vl+1 = EGCL[xl,hl, vl], and each single layer is defined as:

mij = ϕe
(
hli,h

l
j , d

2
ij , aij

)
,

hl+1
i = ϕh(h

l
i,
∑
j ̸=i

ẽij),

vl+1
i = ϕv(h

l
i)v

l
i + C

∑
j ̸=i

(
xli − xlj

)
ϕx(mij),

xl+1
i = xli + vl+1

i ,

(22)

where l represents the layer index. ẽij = ϕinf (mij) serves as the attention weight to re-weight the information passed
from different edges. dij =|| xli − xlj || represents the pairwise distance between atoms vi and vj , and aij is an optional

edge feature. We also incorporate velocity features in each layer. We generally set the initial velocity v
(0)
i to 0, and we

update the position xl+1
i by the velocity vl+1

i . The velocity is updated by the function ϕv : RN → R1, and the function is
equivariant. We give the proof below. First, we prove that the velocity update, that is, the third line of the formula, maintains
equivariance, that is, we want to prove:

Qvl+1
i = ϕv(h

l
i)Qviniti + C

∑
j ̸=i

(Qxli + g − [Qxlj + g])ϕx(mij)

Derivation.

Qvl+1
i = ϕv(h

l
i)Qviniti + C

∑
j ̸=i

(Qxli + g − [Qxlj + g])ϕx(mij)

= Qϕv(h
l
i)v

iniit
i +QC

∑
j ̸=i

(xli − xlj)ϕx(mij)

= Q(ϕv(h
l
i)v

iniit
i + C

∑
j ̸=i

(xli − xlj)ϕx(mij))

= Qvl+1
i

(23)

Finally, it is straightforward to show the second equation is also equivariant, that is we want to show
Qxl+1

i + g = Qxli + g +Qvl+1
i :

Derivation.

Qxli + g +Qvl+1
i = Q(xli + vl+1

i )

= Qxl+1
i + g

(24)

The above proof ensures that the E(n) transformation on our input point cloud will output the same transformation, so that
hl+1, Qxl+1 + g,Qvl+1 = EGCL[hl, Qxl + g,Qvinit, E ] holds.
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D. Equivariant Markov Kernels Details
First, keep the invariance of feature h. We use EdgeMLP to obtain edge embedding as follows:

heij = MLP(dij , eij) (25)

Where dij =|| xi−xj ||2 represents the Euclidean distance between the coordinates of atom i and atom j, and eij represents
the edge feature between the ith atom and the jth atom. We use a to represent the atomic feature, and then use the L layer of
Schnet(Schütt et al., 2017) to achieve the invariance effect:

h0i,a = MLP(ai),h
0
i,x = MLP(xi), h

0
i = [h0i,a,hi,x],

hl+1
i = σ

W l
0h
l
i +

∑
j∈N(i)

W l
1ϕw(dij)⊙W l

2h
l
j

 ,
(26)

Where l ∈ (0, 1, . . . , L) represents the lth layer of Schnet, W l represents the learned weights. Then, we regard hi output
by Schnet as node embedding, σ(·) represents a nonlinear activation function, such as ReLU, and ϕw(·) represents the
weight network. Then, the final output of Schnet is represented as a node embedding.

To estimate the gradient of the log density of atomic features, we use a layer of Node MLP to map the latent vector output
by schnet to a score vector.

sθ(ai) = MLP(hi) (27)

The equivariance of the coordinate x in 3D space is achieved, decomposed into pairwise distances, and the product of the
learned edge information and the end node vector of the same edge is connected into a Pairwise Block, which is then input
into the Distance MLP to obtain the distance gradient between pairs of atoms.

sθ(dij) = MLP([hi,hj ,heij ]) (28)

here, we omit the time coordinate t of sθ and only perform the analysis on a single time step for simplicity.

Then, the Dist-transition Block is used for transformation to integrate the information of the pairwise distance and the
fractional vector of the atomic coordinates x, as shown below:

sθ(xi) =
∑

j∈N(i)

1

dij
· sθ(dij) · (xi − xj) (29)

where sθ(xi) is invariant to translation because it only depends on the symmetry invariant element d, and xi − xj is
rotationally and translationally equivariant, so sθ(xi) is equivariant.

We proceed to prove that our diffusion model composed of Markov Kernels is equivariant. Following previous work (Xu
et al., 2022; Hoogeboom et al., 2022a), we will omit the trivial scalar feature a and focus on analyzing the latent variable Z.
The proof shows that when the initial distribution p(zT ) is invariant and the transfer distribution p(zt−1

x | ztx) is equivariant,
then the marginal distribution p(zTx ) will be time-invariant, in particular, including p(z0x). Similarly, since the decoder
(EGNN) output distribution p(x | z0x) is equivariant, we can obtain that our final data distribution p(x) is unchanged
everywhere.

Proof.The justification formally can be derived as follow:

Condition: We know that p(zTx ) = N (0, I) is invariant under rotation, e.g., p(zTx ) = p(RzTx ).

Derivation: For t ∈ 1, . . . , T , let p(zt−1
x | ztx) be an equivariant distribution, i.e., p(zt−1

x | ztx) = p(Rzt−1
x | Rztx) for all

orthogonal R. Assuming p(ztx) is an invariant distribution, i.e., p(ztx) = p(Rztx) for all R, then we have:
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p(Rzt−1
x ) =

∫
ztx

p(Rzt−1
x | ztx)p(ztx) Chain Rule

=

∫
ztx

p(Rzt−1
x | RR−1ztx)p(RR

−1ztx) Multiply by RR−1 = I

=

∫
ztx

p(Rzt−1
x | R−1ztx)p(R

−1ztx) Equivariance & Invariance

=

∫
ztx

p(zt−1
x | y)p(y) · detR︸ ︷︷ ︸

=1

change of Variables y = R−1ztx

= p(zt−1
x ),

(30)

Therefore, p(zt−1
x ) is invariant. By induction, p(zT−1

x ), . . . , p(z0x) is invariant. In addition, since the decoder p(x | z0x) is
also equivariant. By the same derivation, we can also conclude that the distribution of our generated molecules p(x) is also
invariant.

E. Dataset
QM9 QM9 dataset contains over 130K small molecules with quantum chemical properties which each consist of up to 9
heavy atoms or 29 atoms including hydrogens. On average, each molecule contains 18 atoms. For a fair comparison, we
follow the previous work (Anderson et al., 2019) to split the data into training, validation and test set, which each partition
contains 100K, 18K and 13K molecules respectively.
LMDM is trained by Adam (Kingma & Ba, 2015) optimizer for 200K iterations (about 512 epochs) with a batch size of 256
and a learning rate of 0.001.

Geom Following previous work (Hoogeboom et al., 2022a), we evaluate MDM on a larger scale dataset GEOM (Axelrod &
Gomez-Bombarelli, 2022). Compared to QM9, the size of molecules in GEOM is much larger, in which is up to 181 atoms
and 46 atoms on average (including hydrogens). We obtain the lowest energy conformation for each molecule, and finally
we have 290K samples for training.
LMDM is trained by Adam (Kingma & Ba, 2015) optimizer for 200K iterations (about 170 epochs) with a batch size of 256
and a learning rate of 0.001.

F. Ablation Studies
In this section, we provide additional experimental results on QM9 to demonstrate the effect of the model design. We
perform ablation experiments on two variables, latent dimension k and regularization square, and the results are reported in
Table 3.

Table 3. Results of ablation study with different model designs. Metrics are calculated with 10000 samples generated from each setting.

QM9
Validity (%) ↑ Uniqueness (%) ↑ Novelty (%) ↑ Stability (%) ↑

LMDM(k = 2,KL)* 86.3 95.9 79.3 82.1
LMDM(k = 2,ES) 97.7 93.5 87.9 89.2
LMDM(k = 1,KL) 87.4 93.7 78.5 85.4
LMDM(k = 1,ES) 98.8 95.2 92.1 90.8

*Note that this reported result is already the best result we achieved for KL.

We first discuss different regularization methods for autoencoders, i.e., KL-reg and ES-reg, where the invariant feature
dimension of the latent variable is fixed to 1. Following previous work (Rombach et al., 2022), for KL-reg, we use a weight
parameter of 1 in our experiments. However, we observe unexpected failures and extremely poor performance in our
experiments. As shown in Table 3, the performance of all models with KL is very different from that of models with ES.
The models with KL terms are also extremely unstable during training, often making numerical errors and causing model
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training failures. We observe in the generated molecules in our experiments that equivariant latent features often tend to
converge to highly dispersed means and very small variances, which may be the cause of numerical problems in the KL term
calculation. We therefore turn to using ES to constrain the encoder by early stopping the encoder training, which can limit
the numerical range of the latent features. We will learn more about the other effects of KL regularization.

From Table 3, we also observe that LMDM performs better when k = 1. This also shows that lower dimensions can reduce
the complexity of generative modeling and facilitate training LMDM. The performance of LMDM on QM9 is very similar
when k is set to 1 or 2. In practice, we set k to 1 for the QM9 dataset, and set k to 2 for the GEOM-Drug dataset, which
contains more atoms.

G. Visualization Results
In this section, we show the visualization of molecules generated by LMDM. As shown in Figure6 and Figure7, they
are samples generated by sampling from the models trained on the QM9 and GEOM-Drug datasets, respectively. These
samples are generated by random sampling, and we can see that the perspective of observing the molecular structure
may not be perfect, but this can to some extent reflect the diversity of the spatial structure of the generated molecules,
because it extends as much as possible in all directions of the zero center of mass (COM)(Köhler et al., 2020) space in the
random process. In the figure 7, we can see that there are two GEOM-Drug molecules composed of small molecules. This
phenomenon is usually caused by the instability of the molecular spatial structure due to the large molecular weight, but it is
not actually a problem. After all, the molecular-level stability of the original dataset is only 86.5%, and it is very common
in non-autoregressive molecular generation models(Zang & Wang, 2020; Jo et al., 2022). Removing the small molecular
weight components can achieve a repair effect(Xu et al., 2023).

Figure 6. Molecules generated from LMDM trained on QM9.
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Figure 7. Molecules generated from LMDM trained on GEOM-Drug.
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