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VAE: Variational autoencoders
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(xy) z (xy) 4
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Policy gradient with Monte Carlo tree search (MCTS)

Next Reward
upon

completion  Metrics

e W

Incomplete

SMILES aclion
(stzte)

(char) MC searcn

CI=CC2=CIC=01S,

009998000

AE A2 F7Hlatent space)2, 18I ] F =
ol | Az RAARE FHAA7)= FE|o|th VAE
ndle 712 latent spaced| BEEE TE 70|
Aoz A, dolEHjo]le gl M2 Aud s
U S ¢ Q= etk theo g, GAN B
9.0, 97| WA 7|(generator) 2} 187 | (discrimina—
tor) 2 A E o] it 7= A= Q=SS e
at, 7= 9504 A= tia =0 dloE
Hjo] 29| Y= AHmete] FAMS Wk o] 77t
A 7148 AAE 5, Edold HeluEn e A
ARE 28 A ods 9% 4 S deolth oY
o)== Recurrent Neural Network (RNN), Zaks
{Reinforcement Learning) 0] HE2A 22 AMLE]
o] AR a5 F7FA 7] AR AL UEE
2018\ 0|2, ofe] A-pelol A ARk £ HAo|
Mgt d755 Falo] Bauskar Qlo), ok Al
== o J1ol| AEslRirh. o] o Al 7HA1Y ATFE

i [e=e ) [oreea_ | [(etcoe=_
@000 | (68CO) |00@O

AKH A0 MREli A RE S5 [25]

Shared
we»gh

Hidder layers

=i

Bl A&Ex ﬂo—i A F5ER AEste] 4l
A7l 134, v 14, vged 119 97ss

offo] FA| 2 e = AN e

AGA dE A= Ayt BEE2E T
Aspuru—Guzik 28] dtolvh (19 13) [30].
I dJqs L7 fEl= EAS Tl 2 B
(e e)E 21z g, o] 47
eeaF A A
Ao & Eshel7] wf 2ol g et AFg A e A of
- HeEo] Itk VAE %Pﬂ &AH¢] SMILES
string (2o A-334H 219} U FH Abo]o
latent space™} &)= 7‘13}{_5'5 to] A=t o]
Tl 7 FuEE FEE E 4 latent space®|
SMILES string2 BlAE ¢lF T fHo]7] o Fef o]Ak
Zl{discrete)$] A2E 7MAAH, VAR MIEHEE &

BoprE gis

ZO




U. Toronto LogP (pariition coefiicients),
A, Aspuru —Guzik SAS {synihetic accessibility score)
4 =g 571
KAST MP {(molecular weight},
Z12¢ mEl LogP X&f 57H
HEEE = HOMO, LUMO (EE4 W)

SRR (HEHERD

A oL A
HeY D4 e

L. South Carglina

AlAL HHCZ4
J HU E_j'\_% Qoo O‘"'—‘IIL |_H—x:|

L

Y. Sawada EfANE SS ]

Stony Brook CHEMD

Frenkel m4=El K—ray B ATIEH
T O

Wisconsin CHefw
Z. Yu m=El

Georgia Zafclistn 1 (
W, Cai w2

3} latent spaceth= H<£2| 0] 1L (continuous) 2)5- 7}
=3} (differentiable) 27Fe 2 o)%A)2 <= gtk u}
2hA o] 42191 F1F oM A2l E HAFE7hd
N2g- A= A5tk 2lo] /Fssith, & i
o] o Fopo| A A gl QMIx} ZINC H|o|&H|o]
0] A Zk2F 108,0007Y, 250,00071¢] glo|EE B4
sto] ShGS XY n, ATLoln FaetEA

9] partition function (logP}, synthetic accessibility

score (SAS), quantitative estimation of drug—
likeness (QED) 52 ¥+ EA 2 2 A=siant
= A7 AbEl= KAIST 25 2,9 e] ||t

. YEAls 712 FHE AT T Al

ZINC,
Drug molecules VAE MO 30
Conditional
Drug molecules VAE ANC 3
Organic moecule
(OLED 25 RNN PubChem 32
. A,
Al
Zeolie (K217 1) GAN PCOD 3
Inorganic sdlid . ‘

(HILIS AME=7]) VAE Materials Project 34
; - Materials Project
Inorganic saild GAN aogﬁls | ngc 35

; : Conditional . ;
Inorganic solid VAE/GAN Materials Project 36
Al initio
=& LI 2IXL ANN simulation 37
(RERIED)
EM simulation
El=A!
HEmE AER Gy B
FEM simulation
El=~! AN -
HEAR % R |

(1914) [33). 2 AollX= VAE ¥aLe]go] opd
GAN 9ale)E5 B85}, Hol= B4 7= A
22 TR E st FH7E qlck A Ee] A
5 Zeo(GAN {zeolite CAN)-E 719 14{g)of] =213}
E[o]3lrh, ZeoGANLS 4231 Aej7} &2l E (38,
0 71 ¢4FH S E mdold, d7
g o] HelS merstate] FAA|E oA = A48}
qth =, ZeoGAN BE9] Q1 (= H9AE 8, O
z¥zke] A} 23 o) o vg ZelE oA S g
Apastarct, & 31, 7113719 A=A Alet Alelo) =

£ skgAR) 2a), 14709 A28 (LR )

61



(a)

SMILES input

ENCODER
Neural Network

CONTINUOUS
MOLECULAR
REPRESENTATION

(Latent Space]

7>
]

DECODER
Neural Network

-
SMILES output ()
it

3 13, Aspuru—Guzik I’L%E! Aol EAE [30] (@) H

Pt

PROPERTY
PREDICTION

(b)

Proparty
ftz)

Mast Probatle Decoding
argmax pl*lz)

to|2 Exfof VAE 22IE MES mAI:

Latent spacedlld A7 241 dISE &7 shaniEol ZEE! (b) Chemical latent space@t property

space?tel 1:1 HE, FAE FTIM Hols S4S

Alg oz B REe] 4T, 53] ARgArt
k= B4 (9 18-22 kJ/mol 5] vjgt F2 o
VAE 7H e RS Tl HE2E AXTe
=X 2 aAs AP (3 140). & 97
= 1ol @ Bk opd RHEA {periodicity)«t 24
{erystallinity)o] b= A2E A= g5t
= o)H 2717} ek T, §, 0% 71 9
S op e}, ThEA|Y] B Alag o 2o B
A A= Hoplrh

nlA|ek Abgis W2 270} 23 sk Wenshan
Cai a5yge] d-tolnh (19 15 [39]. We-&2 «
o) 7] Hobale EAo) 712 42 ¢)= thoks) w)
geo] thafl WA e = WAl v A (Maxwell's
equation)S ol g oz Uil P AdES
Fop Alolek, el 1 AT S el et
= B4 (39} AL AR k2 715
2 s A AFsialet 1 @Rl

42 =

JHRIS EAIS FOUKE HHS AR B

GANE Z-8315=1], GAN©| Al €23} 22 o|n|
A go|HE A =] ‘%%JOJ Y vESLE e 7
sfek sg g grEoll=re £89 d%s
T g7 9 AREh £ 7R 9 Al the l
A B0 skl At glo| ofd Bl ¥ BT ¥
&) AR E Ho|gjel= Hold 7147 2.
oFElL Qe A 7t AR AQEA= e 2
7} AR S Qleh, T e -
o}, 918 AR B A= Hoj] 5, ol w2 £ 2 u)
0|2, Aok thgtA, st-5 Hopo] AZ3hT 9l&S

HI
l.g
W

3ele 2 qlrk. 53], Wrjolel7r 05 ARE gieisp
%] ‘ﬂhﬂ}‘ﬂib}* oF @7 ool oHEA) g,
5 ojele FAS 4% B4 252 2079l

o 53, tﬂOIEH o] Bl 7] o
A -l/ﬁJHklo] ﬂ‘—- ]

BEE B,
) (kg Bk,

= EAlo] AT gro] opd ATEd G438 5
oA 5 AR oA A e BASE B A

FRA] O
gt



(2) Scheme

Earth Mover Distance (EMD)

|

E '-"I latice constants

656 Uniess K, 1w
s oid Fraction 005

Heat of Adsorpticn
[kMmal)

T 14, KNST ZiAJsh m4El| CiZAR) Bote| Tgsr a7
PIERLS 7l [33). (a) ZecGAN BEI2| ZAE § O BEtQ|
ZHE 2 HEH ZHM MHAIE 2IZCR 28l Generator?t
Criice] ZHS =5, sHEE M2210|EQ SASH MBS
Madst (b} BISHE S4(0E 2 OlUXE 7HAE ME2
CHEARHL| KAl

nom

4 g 7Rs A4S Hushe =R 5o| ojo]t 9l
Teftobae B AR () B Pazge] a3)
ol QAEle] AT E= 297 Bo o AF wEol|
L 250 Beaa)/taE 0w g 39-5ol
Bl 4380 ek, )4 ojx)7 A olgle,

2 7ja0) 4 Al 710l AR ol of
7 R Q)] e okl HiS B
3 71%0] AApRole] B4R 02 994 A B 9
o] | eRobAlur P EE W) sk e,

a Simulation
Wavelength, um
15 10 075 06 05

200 300 400 500 600

. Frequency, THz
Inverse Design i

=  Simulator = | T

Generator

— i
: |!” ™
o | smooth
‘ Y — .

Geometric data

g 15, 0|= ZA[0RSRIHEr Wenshan WEle] HEESZE
SEIEF M7 QIEALS 1= [39]

A DBAEL 0] 4 2P ANT L2 24
sk AN A7) Aok

A U BHE YEStel 2 HRE B}
9 42 ofa AEe 2 270l
W A7) 71o0] Aio) ¥ 27) el sheich

[
@
-
L
By
b
T
~
|
[a]
k)
e

e 8T

Mz o
=]
2

HEA| GRS A0lT, 47 U3
o= 2= A (Robotics)9} A F 702 Az
o} &, YFA%ol AL 2 YAk, 2Ro| 2
@ 1 2% Bk A 2 Selol) Hoke A
o2 Zhdr], A2 0|F MITAE AR ek
{717 AR eish, B 25| 1 47]




A TS 19 TS AL 2 AR T
e o} e, o= Al 3

ajofo] ofelsh o
31 glo], aTfRor] Ne 55

N3R5 250

dell=DB7t 7§R4 gt} &= elo) of
Utk o]d= 44| DBE BE-98k= £%50] A8h= &
2= ¢l 8o LA Fok2 2lEd sHsAlo)] &1 o]
oA 2= olo] et AAA A FHIE sfof g,
2214 2l ghajof) RS EE LA Rk AF A5 7
&9 uhd &= st/ A Wi 1ge] AA
L2 #E2rhs =S Weth o= 7] 9elA Bagt
44 DB oFe] shatit @40 9 dEe] AE
ot 2232 g o] 7] miizo|th b g g
TE)A i As] Bik= e s Lo =
o] A3 HojEe} 7lES A4S Bast= o2
<% 2ar ek A gath HolHe A
2 WS 95 T Ethe 2lE Fash T, ARl &
W Faslrt boe Aelsg o] e =h= ARt
T} 288 sl @) Wk et 27| R E
Ho]Ee] AA¢l SHE nejs| Sgvhe AE HF
Aerel] Bh= 7o) Basit,

18k 758, 41 E) 3 5,4(2019),

2. A Agrawal and A. Choudhary, APL Materials 4, 053208
(2016).

3.B.C.Yeo,D. Kim, C. Kim, and S. S. Han, Scientific Re-
ports 9, 5879(2019).

4. A. Chandrasekaran, D. kamal, R. Batra, C. Kim, L. Chen,
and R. Ramprasad, np; Computational Matenals §, 22
(2019).

5. K. Brockherde, L. Vogt, L. Li, M. E. Tuckerman, K.

b4

Burke, and K.-R. Miiller, Nature Commurication 8, 872
(2017).

6. G. Carleo and M. Troyer, Science 358, 602 (2017).

7.A. Gnsafi, A. Fabnizio, B. Meyer, D. M. Wilkins, C.
Corminboeuf, and M. Cerictti, ACS Central Science 5,
57(2019),

8. I. Behler and M. Parminello, Physical Review Letters 98,
146401 (2007).

g, ek dgker A 22, 13 (2019).
10. A. Khorshidi and A. A. Peterson, Computer Physics
Communications 207, 310(2016).
11. B. Kolb, L. C. Lentz, and A. M. Kolpak, Scientific
Reports 7,1(2017).

12. N. Artrith and A. Urban, Computational Materials
Science 114, 135(2016).

13. K. Lee, D. Yoo, W. Jeong, and S. Han, Computer Phys-
1cs Commumcations 242, 95 (2019).

14.J. Behler, Journal of Physics: Condensed Matter 26,
183001 (2014).

15. W. Jeong, K. Lee, D. Yoo, D. Lee, and S. Han, Journal
of Physical Chermnistry C 122,22790(2018).

16. N. Artnith, A. Urban, and G. Ceder, The Journal of
Chemical Physics 148, 241711 (2018).

17. 7. W. Ulissi, M. T. Tang, J. Xiao, X. Liu, D. A. Torelli,
M. Karamad, K. Cummins, C. Hahn, N. S. Lewis, T.
F. Jaranullo, K. Chan, J. K. Nerskov, ACS Catalysis 7,
6600(2017).

18. G. Sun and P. Sautet, Journal of the Amerncan Chenmcal
Society 140, 2812 (2018).

19.T. Xieand . C. Grossman, Physical Review Letters
120, 145301 (2018).

20. A Jam, 5. P Ong, G. Hautier, W. Chen, W. DD. Richards,
S. Dacek, 8. Cholla, D. Gunter, D. Skinner, G. Ceder,
K. A. Persson, APL Matenals 1, 011002 (2013).



21. M. Kim, B. C. Yeo, Y. Parck, H. M. Lee, S. S. Han, and
D. Kim, arXiv: 1812.02949(2018).

22.F Ren, L. Ward, T. Williams, K. J. Laws, C. Wolverton,
1. Hattrick-Simpers, A. Mehta, Science Advances 4,
eang 1566 (2018),

23. A M. Tehrani, A. O. Oliynyk, M. Parry, Z. Rizvi, 5.
Couper, F. Lin, L. Miyagi, T. D. Sparks, J. Brgoch,
Journal of the American Chemical Society 1440, 9844
(2018).

24. A Ziletn, D. Kumar, M. Scheffler, and I.. M. Ghiring-
helli, Nature Conumunications 9, 2775 (2018).

25. B. Sanchez-Lengeling and A. Aspuru-Guzik, Science
361,360 (201%).

26. D. Weiminger, J. Chem. Inf. Conput. Sci. 28,31 (1998).

27.D. duvenaud, D. Maclaurin, I. Aguilera-Iparraguirre, R.
Gomez-Bombarelli, T. Hirzel, A. Aspuru-Guzik, R. P
Adams, arXiv: 1509, 09292,

28. P Baldi, IMLR: Workshop and Conference Proceed-
ngs27,37(2012).

29 1. Goodfellow, I. Pouget-Abadie, M. Mirza, B. Xu,
D. Warde-Farley, 5. Ozair, A. Couville, Y. Bengio,
Advances in Neural Information Processing Systems,
2672(2014).

30. R. Gomez-Bombarelli, J. N. Wet, D. duvenaud, J. M.
Hemandez-1.obato, B. Sanchez-Lengeling, D. Sheber-
la, J. Aguilera-Iparraguirre, T. D. Hirzel, R. P Adams,
and A. Aspuru-Guzik, ACS Central Science 4, 268

{(2018).

311 Lim, S. Ryu, J. W. Kim, and W. Y. Kim, Journal of
Cheminformatics 10,31 (2018).

32. K. Kuim, S. Kang, . Yoo, Y. Kwon, Y. Nam, D. Lee, L.
Kim, Y.-5. Choi, Y. Jung, S. Kim, W.-J. Son, J. Son, H.
5. Lee, S. Kim, J. Shin, and S. Hwang. npj Computa-
tional Materials 4, 67 (2018).

33 B. Kim, S. Lee, and J. Kim, chemrxiv. 7987475 (to
appear in Science Advances).

34.]. Noh, J. Kim, H. S. Stein, B. Sanchez-Lengeling, J.
M. Gregoire, A. Aspuru-Guzik, Y. Jung. Matter 1, 1370
{(2019).

35.Y. Dan, Y. Zhao, X. L1, S. Li, M. Hu, I. Hu.
arxiv: 1911.05020.

36. Y. Sawada, K. Morikawa, M. Fujii. arXiv: 1910: 11499,

37.J. Timoshenko, D. Lu, Y. Lin, A. I. Frenkel. Joumnal of
Physical Chemstry Letters 8, 5091 (2017).

38.D. Lin, Y. Tan, E. Khoram, 7. Yu. ACS Photonics 5,
1365(2018).

39. 7. Liw D. Zhu S. P Rodngues, K_-T. Lee, W. Cai. Nano
Letters 18,6570 (2018).

40. C.W. Coley, D. A. Thomas 111, J. A. M. Lummuiss, J. N.
Jaworsk, C. P. Breen, V. Schultz, T. Hart, J. S. Fish-
man, L. Rogers, H. Gao, R. W. Hicklin, P. P Plehiers,
1. Byington, J. §. Piott, W. H. Green, A. J. Hart, T. F.
JTamison, and K. F. Jensen, Science 363, eaax1566
{(2019).

65



