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ABSTRACT

In this study, we present a graph neural network-based learning approach using an autoencoder
setup to derive low-dimensional variables from features observed in experimental crystal structures.
These variables are then biased in enhanced sampling to observe state-to-state transitions and reli-
able thermodynamic weights. Our approach uses simple convolution and pooling methods. To verify
the effectiveness of our protocol, we examined the nucleation of various allotropes and polymorphs of
iron and glycine from their molten states. Our graph latent variables when biased in well-tempered
metadynamics consistently show transitions between states and achieve accurate free energy calcu-
lations in agreement with experiments, both of which are indicators of dependable sampling. This
underscores the strength and promise of our graph neural net variables for improved sampling. The
protocol shown here should be applicable for other systems and with other sampling methods.

I INTRODUCTION

The time-scale problem in the computational study of
rare events such as protein folding or crystal nucleation
with conventional molecular dynamics (MD) simulations
is well-known. For many crystal nucleation processes,
the simulation time it takes to witness phase transitions
can often range from milliseconds to minutes. However,
limited by the vibrational motions of hydrogen bonds,
the time step of integration of the equation of motion in
typical MD simulations is confined to one or two fem-
toseconds, which means observing one nucleation event
requires years of simulation. Obtaining statistically rel-
evant observations on thermodynamics or kinetics be-
comes out of the question. Many enhanced sampling
methods have been proposed to resolve the problems as
mentioned above. [1] A larger class of such methods be-
long to the collective variable family, where relevant slow
degrees of freedom for the processes of interest are accel-
erated in a controllable manner. In popular methods such
as metadynamics[2], umbrella sampling[3] or forward flux
sampling[4], for practical purposes it is desirable to focus
on a maximum of one to three slow degrees of freedom.
Ideally these should approximate the reaction coordinate
(RC) for the process being studied. [5] In order to design
such an approximate RC for the study of rare events, gen-
erally one constructs them as a combination of a larger
dictionary of features that can collectively distinguish be-
tween different metastable states of interest. To mitigate
potential ambiguity, we refer to these features as order
parameters (OPs) throughout this work.

Over the years a vast range of such hand-crafted and
machine-learnt OPs have been proposed for the study
of crystal nucleation. These can be split into different
classes. A first class includes task-specific OPs whose

∗ ptiwary@umd.edu

definitions rely on particular orientations of particles or
molecules and their local environments in the correspond-
ing crystalline packings of interest. [6–12] A second class
of OPs is more generic and does not need prior knowl-
edge of the relevant crystalline packings. These rely on
the computation of the exact or approximated thermody-
namic observables. Examples are approximate entropy,
enthalpy [13, 14] and moments of coordination number
[15, 16]. Given their generic nature, these OPs can be
applied to systems without any prior knowledge for the
exploration of the free energy landscape and screening
of metastable allotropes or polymorphs. However, it is
important to note that this generality may occasionally
lead to slow convergence and inefficiency in computing
free energy. [17]
Different from the above two hand-crafted classes of

OPs, recent breakthroughs in machine learning (ML)
techniques have given rise to a range of neural network
(NN) based OPs for a variety of problems, including crys-
tal nucleation. The inherent differentiability of these OPs
makes them suited for various enhanced sampling meth-
ods that involve the modification of a system’s Hamilto-
nian. [18–26] We specifically highlight graph neural net-
works (GNNs) which have emerged as powerful tool in
the realm of materials science, including but not limited
to efficient descriptions of material energetics [27, 28],
accurate predictions on material properties [29, 30], and
robust classifiers of crystal structures and defects [31–35].
Early work involving graph-theoretic ideas, predating

the development of GNNs, was already reported for crys-
tal nucleation. Examples include social permutation in-
variant (SPRINT) coordinates by Pietrucci and Andreoni
[36], smooth overlap of atomic positions (SOAP) finger-
prints by Bartók et al. [37], and other approaches.[38]
In the same vein, carefully designed GNN models can
construct an optimal representations of complex molecu-
lar systems that are invariant to translational, rotational,
and permutational symmetries. Translation and rotation
invariance of can be achieved by introducing input fea-
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Figure 1. Schematic of the pipeline of the graph representation learning architecture. In part 1, atomic coordinates generated
from MD simulations are first converted into graphs consist of tensors of node and edge features (X and L respectively; in
solid red box) with labels (in dashed box). In part 2, graph data is fed in the GNN model for the training process. Under
a supervised learning scheme, ground truths (i.e. labels) are applied for computing and backpropagating the loss. Once the
model is trained, the frozen encoder part along with a global mean pooling layer provides latent variables computed on-the-fly
as reaction coordinates for metadynamics (part 3).

tures like radial distances and angles, which themselves
remain invariant to both translation and rotation. An
example can be found in Ref. 39, which proposed a pre-
trained GNN-based representation generator on transla-
tion and rotational invariant features with atom-centered
symmetry functions for OP construction. On the other
hand, in order to classify the overall state of a given struc-
ture as a given phase of matter, a natural way is to apply
pooling aggregators, where pooling over fully connected
layers enforces correspondences between mappings of fea-
ture space and classes, and this leads to permutation in-
variance in GNN models. These properties in combina-
tion make GNN models useful in capturing characteris-
tics of the state of highly ordered crystal structures.

While the above approaches are elegant and power-
ful, there are not yet many approaches where the learned
representations from a GNN are biased to enhance the
sampling of nucleation processes. The only notable ex-
ception is a very recent preprint. [24] In this work, we
develop a GNN-based autoencoder framework for acquir-
ing low-dimensional representations that is then used in
enhanced sampling of crystal nucleation in two different
systems. A GNN model in an encoder-decoder setup is
trained to precisely classify crystalline structures using
local environments. It ensures permutation, translation,
and rotation invariance in its latent outputs. A global

pooling layer achieves invariance to permutational sym-
metry, while translation and rotation invariances arise
from carefully chosen input features. These compact
learnt variables can be easily integrated into various en-
hanced sampling techniques, thanks to the differentia-
bility of machine learning models. To demonstrate the
efficacy of our approach, we apply it to two challenging
systems, namely iron and glycine, in the context of nu-
cleation from the melt using metadynamics. Our results
show the obtained latent variables capture key configu-
rational features from the training dataset and are able
to enhance the samplings as evidenced by frequent back-
and-forth transitions. Our work has complementary as-
pects to Ref.24. While we benchmark directly on input
atomic configurations, allowing the GNN model to probe
their structural differences, the model from Ref.24 pro-
vides an accurate and efficient method for reconstructing
conventional order parameters by including their infor-
mation in the loss function. We then conduct compre-
hensive thermodynamic analyses, focusing on the compu-
tation of free energies, which exhibit excellent agreements
with existing literature regarding the stability rankings
of various allotropic and polymorphic structures.
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II METHODS

As introduced above, simulating rare events like crys-
tal nucleation in simulations require both associated
progress coordinates and enhanced sampling methods
to increase movement along these progress coordinates.
Here we provide detailed information on both of these
aspects in the following three subsections: we first in-
troduce graphs and graph neural nets in Sec. II A, and
we present details on how these graphs are prepared
(Sec. II B). Then, we summarize the sampling method
well-tempered metadynamics, in Sec. II C. We provide
details on setting up the simulations in the SI and de-
scriptions of the notations in the machine learning model
in Tab.I.

II.A Graph Neural Networks (GNN) based model

A graph G = (V,E) has two primary components: ver-
tices (or nodes) V and edges E. Node (X) and edge (L)
embeddings correspond to labels on vertices and edges
respectively. In this work, we use a k-nearest neighbor
(kNN) algorithm [40] to construct the neighborhood Nv

where k is a tunable parameter. In Fig. 1 panel 1, a graph
with 5 vertices is presented as an example with NX num-
ber of node features and NL number of edge embeddings,
these feature tensors eventually serve as input to GNN
models. For simplicity, node features are set to 1 for sys-
tems studied in this work and edge features are selected
to be translation and rotation invariant (which we dis-
cuss in the next subsection, Sec.II B). Models designed
in this work adopt a supervised learning scheme which
therefore requires ground-truth labels of different crys-
tal phases for computing and minimizing the loss func-
tion. The atom-wise labels are generated with different
baseline classifying methods and the graph-level label is
determined by the leading population of fingerprints on
nodes.

As shown in Fig. 1, the learning scheme is composed of
three parts: creating graph data, training GNN models
to learn low-dimensional order parameters (OPs), and
performing enhanced sampling along a further reduced
space. In this work this is done through an embed-
ded autoencoder framework that allows one to obtain
a low-dimensional representation for generic enhanced
sampling methods. Specifically, starting from selected
node and edge features (described separately in the next
subsection) as input features, the encoder, colored in
green in Fig. 1, takes the input and compresses them into
a relatively lower-dimensional local descriptor Z. For the
applications shown in this work, Z is (N, 2) dimensional,
where N is the total number of nodes in a graph. The
local descriptor (in blue in Fig. 1) predicts the structure
of individual nodes, which could be atoms or molecules,
given the information about their neighborhood. In ad-
dition, a global decoder, shown in yellow, classifies the
entire input graph by coupling it with a global pooling

layer. Here we choose to use the global mean pooling
layer which avoids the effect of system size, compared to
other schemes such as sum or max poolings. In other
words, this makes the trained model size-agnostic (i.e.,
transferable to systems of the same species of any size).
The output of the global mean pooling operation, z, is
generally two-dimensional and is biased in enhanced sam-
pling.
The graph convolutional layers, specifically edge-

conditioned convolution (ECC) layers [27, 32, 41], allow
message passing of node and edge features of the linked
neighboring nodes Nv into the individual vertex through
convolution operations, as described in Eq.1:

X l(i) =
1

|Nv|
∑
j∈Nv

F l(L(j, i);wl)X l−1(j) + bl, (1)

where l is the layer index in the neural network, w and b
are learnable weights and biases of the network. A filter
network [42] F l parameterized by weights w outputs an
edge-specific weight matrix given edge attributes L(j, i).
We keep the same machine learning architecture for the
different systems studied in this work. In particular, we
keep zero hidden layers in both decoders to maximally
optimize the ability of the encoder to classify different
crystal structures.
The learning objective L of this model consists of a

sum of two cross-entropy losses provided in Eq. 2, where
classes in this work correspond to crystal structures. The
first term, which is a local prediction term, computes the
cross-entropy loss of the node logits Yi,c of node i class

c with respect to the node-level ground truth Ỹi,c which
is intrinsically a binary indicator (0 if the node does not
belong to class c and 1 it does so) and then sums over
all classes and nodes. The second term, which is a global
prediction term, calculates the cross entropy between the
cth class graph prediction (yc) and the target (ỹc). A
hyperparameter β is introduced to control the relative
importance in local and global prediction.

Table I. Notations for the machine learning model used in this
paper

Notations Descriptions

V , X Nodes and node embeddings

E, L Edges and edge embeddings

N Number of vertices (nodes)

Nv Neighborhood set of node v

l Model layer index

F Edge convolution network in ECC lay-
ers

y, Y Global and local predictions

ỹ, Ỹ Graph and node labels (one-hot)

Z Node latent variables

z Global (pooled) latent variables

L Loss function

β Hyperparameter in loss function
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Figure 2. Geometric representations of (a) iron particles and
(b) glycine molecules. Gaussian basis functions are applied
to featurize edge attributes individually and node features
are set to be one for both systems. The neighborhood is
defined with the k-nearest neighboring algorithm (kcut =4 as
an example). vi’s are intramolecular characteristic vectors
and θi’s are the corresponding intermolecular angles formed
by specific vi. v1 is the C-Cα vector, v2 is the N-Cα vector, v3
is the C-N vector and v4 is the Cα-Hcenter vector. Atoms are
colored with respect to their species: irons in mauve, oxygens
in red, carbons in cyan, nitrogens in blue, and hydrogens in
white. Ghost particles (i.e., center of mass of glycine and
center of hydrogen atoms) are in black.

L = −
N∑
i

∑
c∈classes

Ỹi,c log Yi,c − β
∑

c∈classes

ỹc log yc. (2)

II.B Dataset Preparation

Like all data-driven methods, prior information needs
to be provided to train our model. In this work,
the model uses all-atom coordinates from MD simula-
tions initiated from different perfect crystal structures.
The training data for iron allotropes was generated by
LAMMPS built-in lattice functional; while the molten
phase was prepared by random insertion of iron particles.
Separately, four supercells composed of 432 α-Fe, 256 γ-
Fe, 180 ϵ-Fe, and 285 molten Fe were constructed and
1 ns short MD trajectories were initiated accordingly.
These structures were equilibrated at respective temper-
atures where they are expected to be stable. Specifically,
this was 1000 K for α-Fe, 900 K for γ-Fe, 900 K for ϵ-
Fe, and 2000 K for molten Fe. A total of 2000 frames
of MD snapshots, corresponding to 500 frames for each
configuration, were then converted into graph representa-
tion and trained via the proposed model discussed above.
The node feature was set to be unity. A sparse adjacency
matrix was constructed on k-nearest neighbors (k-NN)
metric. [43] Each pair of linked nodes was attributed the
radial distance as the edge feature, followed by a Gaus-
sian basis function introduced in Schnet shown in Fig.2a)
.[28] An edge feature, L, can be obtained by expanding
distance, r, into t slices as follows:

Lt(xi − xj) = exp(−γ(rij − µt)
2), (3)

where xi is the position tensor for node i, and rij =
||xi −xj || guarantees translation and rotation invariance

of the GNN model.

Crystal structures of glycine polymorphs were obtained
from the Crystallography Open Database. [44] In a sim-
ilar manner as for iron, different supercells consisting of
128 molecules as α-glycine[45], 128 as β-glycine[46], 108
as γ-glycine[45], and 137 as liquid glycine (denoted as ℓ-
glycine) were built using unit cells of glycine polymorphs
prepared with the Mercury package. [47] MD simulations
of all glycine polymorphs were carried out at 300K; while
the liquid glycine was obtained at around its melting tem-
perature of 500 K. All MD simulations are of length 2 ns
and 2000 frames were obtained from each simulation for
training the model. Individual glycine molecule is treated
as one entity with the corresponding center of mass (i.e.,
one node per molecule; black dots in Fig.2b)) whose fea-
ture is 1. The leading 6 nearest neighbors are defined
as neighboring molecules referring to the position of the
center of mass of each molecule. Different from iron, edge
attributes are concatenations of four intermolecular an-
gles under Gaussian basis function into one long feature
vector as shown in Fig.2b) bottom right. The angles are
defined by the intramolecular vectors: ν1 is the C-Cα

vector, ν2 is the N-Cα vector, ν3 is the C-N vector and
ν4 is the vector of Cα and the geometric center of the two
associated hydrogens (see Fig.2b) for illustrations).

II.C Well-Tempered Metadynamics

The low-dimensional latent variables learnt through
the global mean pooling operation (Fig. 1) serve as
low-dimensional descriptors of various competing phases.
Due to the loss function in Eq. 2 these capture both
local and global information, making them well-suited
for driving short-range and long-range fluctuations rele-
vant to nucleation. Here we do so by performing well-
tempered metadynamics (WTmetaD)[48] along these
variables, while expecting that our protocol should be
fully amenable to other enhanced sampling approaches.

In WTmetaD, history-dependent Gaussians are de-
posited along pre-defined biasing variables reaction co-
ordinates to facilitate state-to-state back-and-forth tran-
sitions between different metastable states the system
would normally be trapped in. We refer to Ref.48 for
further details of WTmetaD. Here we used the latent
variables (z1, z2) from Fig. 1 as the variables being bi-
ased. Other parameters used in performing WTmetaD
simulations are reported in Tab. II. Iron nucleation sim-
ulations were performed with LAMMPS-23Jun2022 sim-
ulator [49] and glycine simulations were performed with
GROMACS-2021.6 MD engine.[50] Both packages were
patched to PLUMED-2.8.1 with the Pytorch module en-
abled. [51, 52] Codes for reproducing the simulations in
this work are available at Github.
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III RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS

We evaluate the ability of the GNN-learnt low-
dimensional latent representations to enhance sampling
by performing well-tempered metadynamics for the two
selected representative systems, namely, iron (Sec.IIIA)
and glycine (Sec.III B) initiated from their molten or liq-
uid phases. Iron as one of the most abundant elements
on Earth has received significant interest given its im-
portance in steels and alloys and in geology. Many al-
lotropes of pure iron exist, which are the body centered
cubic (BCC) α-Fe, the face centered cubic (FCC) γ-Fe,
the hexagonal close packing (HCP) ϵ-Fe and the BCC
δ-Fe. In addition to iron, we assess the reliability of our
protocol on the nucleation of polymorphs of the simplest
amino acid glycine. This is an important system as physi-
cal properties in different glycine polymorphs vary which
can change the effect of glycine as an inhibitory neu-
rotransmitter. [53] Furthermore, the existence of many
possible space groups complicates the problem in molec-
ular crystals in general.[54] Three polymorphs, namely
α-,β-, and γ-glycine, exist in zwitterionic glycines at am-
bient conditions. In particular, α-glycine (space group:
P21/n) and β-glycine (P21) are monoclinic and γ-glycine
(P31) is trigonal. We compute free energy differences be-
tween these different metastable allotropes/polymorphs
and compare with respective literature.

III.A Phase Transitions in Pure Iron

Experimental measures suggest α-Fe remains stable at
temperature less than 1184 K; while γ-Fe is stable be-
tween 1184 K to 1665 K. When above 1665 K, γ-Fe
transforms to another BCC structure, δ-Fe until subli-
mation. In addition, the HCP ϵ-Fe is stable at a pressure
greater than 13 GPa. [57, 58] The enrichment of crystal
packings makes iron a challenging system and an excel-
lent test case for our proposed protocol.

The graph data for iron particles is shown in Fig.2a).
Since the system of interest here is in single species, the
feature of individual nodes is set to be 1. We set a k-
NN cutoff (k = 50) that is much larger than the coor-
dination number (number of neighboring particles in the
first shell) of close packing structures. This helps gain
information from nodes several hops away in order to ac-
count for the structural similarities in FCC (abcabc...)
and HCP (ababab...) crystals. The edge features are
the Gaussian expanded radial distance as introduced in
Methods (Sec. II B). The edge feature is an expanded

Table II. WTmetaD Parameters

System ω(kbT ) γ σ1 (RC unit) σ2 (RC unit) T (K) pace

Iron 1.0 50 0.2 0.2 1800 500

Glycine 2.0 100 0.15 0.1 500 500

Table III. Free energy differences between melt/liquid and
crystal structures sampled in WTmetaD simulation with re-
spect to the initial molten (M)/liquid (ℓ) phases.

System Transition Free energy difference (kJ/mol)

Iron
M→FCC 52.63 ± 5.63

M→HCP -20.15 ± 8.52

M→BCC -34.06 ± 4.20

Glycine
ℓ → α 56.43 ± 16.92

ℓ → β 658.87 ± 74.72

ℓ → γ 234.11 ± 35.41

radius distance in 10 dimensions.

We find that well-tempered metadynamics biasing
along the 2-dimensional latent variable learnt from GNN
leads to robust, multiple state-to-state transitions with-
out any hysteresis, as can be seen from the time series in
Fig.3a). The associated free energy surface is then con-
structed following the appropriate reweighting scheme.
[59] Three distinct energy basins correspond to the ini-
tial molten state, HCP iron, and BCC iron (Fig.3b)). On
the contrary, no distinct basin is sampled for the FCC
state of iron, which suggests such a configuration is ther-
modynamically less stable at the simulation temperature
of 1800 K. This is expected because FCC is reported
to be the least stable allotrope among other forms from
both experiments [60] and zero temperature calculations
[61, 62].

An advantage of the proposed ML model is that its
local decoder (Fig.1) provides an estimation, in a proba-
bilistic sense, of the class or crystalline structure of indi-
vidual nodes belonging to. [6, 64, 65] The populations of
different crystal packings can then be computed by the
summation of individual weights from the output Y of the

local decoder, Nclass =
∑N

i Yi,class as shown schemati-
cally in Fig.3c). Additionally, we present results in the
form of a 2-dimensional free energy surface in the SI for
indicators of potential solid-solid transitions. The free
energy difference ∆G can be computed between phases
and, as an example, the equation between liquid, ℓ, and
solid, s, is shown as follows:

∆Gℓ→s = −kBT ln

(
⟨H(Ns −Nc)⟩
⟨H(Nℓ −Nc)⟩

)
, (4)

where ⟨·⟩ is the reweighted unbiased average and H is the
Heaviside step function with a size cutoff Nc. The tab-
ulated free energy differences between metastable crys-
talline states and the starting molten state are plotted in
Fig.3d) and reported in Tab.III with a threshold value of
150 in Eq.4, which means frames are categorized into the
corresponding state for free energy computation when
N > 150 (within a total of 285 Fe irons in the box).
In addition, Fig.3d) suggests that the WTmetaD simu-
lations performed are well-converged. The values were
averaged over four independent production runs of 200
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(a) (b)

(c) (d)

Figure 3. Results of WTmetaD simulations of iron nucleation from its melt. Machine learnt latent representations z1, z2 as
a function of simulation time in panel a) shows frequent state-to-state transitions. Subplot b) shows reweighted FES (free
energy surface) in the latent variable space (z1, z2) with landmarks of sampled configurational snapshots from OVITO package.
[55] Iron particles are color-coded with respect to the adaptive common neighbor analysis method. [56] Subplot c) shows the
workflow of post-processing the obtained WTmetaD trajectories by passing them through the full GNN model with the local
decoder. The state labels are generated from the output prediction and consequently applied for computing the time series
of free energy difference of solid states of interest (S) with respect to the molten phase M in subplot d). Computed standard
errors are represented as shaded regions.

ns. The thermodynamically most stable configuration
of iron is its BCC form with a free energy difference
−25±4 kJ/mol relative to molten iron. The least stable
FCC iron has a free energy difference of 65±3 kJ/mol rel-
ative to molten iron. However, owing to strong finite size
effects, it is more meaningful to draw qualitative com-
parisons to the experimental and computational works
of literature. As reported in Ref.60, the experimental
measured free energy difference between BCC and FCC
iron, ∆GBCC−FCC , is 6.66 kJ/mol and ∆GFCC−HCP is
−2.22 kJ/mol at room temperature. Zero temperature
calculations [61, 62] also show similar measures which are
in good agreement with the stability rankings obtained in
this work, BCC > HCP > FCC iron in decreasing order.

III.B Nucleation of Glycine from Melt

The developed model is then assessed to a more com-
plicated molecular system, glycine. Geometric data for
zwitterionic glycine is slightly more intricate than that
of iron (see Methods for detailed information). As more
degrees of freedom are incorporated into the graphs of
glycine molecules, a smaller neighborhood of individ-
ual molecules is defined with only 6 closest neighbors

(k = 6). Intermolecular angles of characteristic vec-
tors, ν1, ν2, ν3, and ν4 are again expanded under ba-
sis functions which leads to 40-dimensional edge features
between linked nodes.

Fig. 4 summarizes results from WTmetaD simulations
biasing latent representations z1, z2 learnt by the GNN
model. Several transitions can be identified by evalu-
ating the time series in subplot a) along with multiple
distinct wells in the reweighted free energy surface of
(z1, z2) space (Fig. 4b)). However, after closely examin-
ing the obtained trajectories with visualization tools, we
found that more polymorphic glycines were sampled even
though the model was trained only on solid glycine in its
three well-studied ambient products synthesized exper-
imentally. These new polymorphs that our simulations
visit have been however reported previously in Ref.45 and
66 as high-pressure structures. We thereby trained a new
GNN model as a classifier on liquid glycine and all associ-
ated crystals including structures found under the effect
of different pressures, and this leads to in total of six
polymorphs namely α-, β-, γ-, δ-, ϵ-, and ζ-glycine. The
notations for the solid glycines are adopted from Ref.66.
Here, we only briefly describe the three additional glycine
polymorphs since they are not the main focus of this work
and their relative stabilities remain unclear: α-glycine
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(a) (b) (c)

(d)
(e)

Figure 4. Results of WTmetaD simulations of the nucleation of glycine zwitterions. a) shows machine learnt latent representa-
tions z1, z2 vs. simulation time. Subplot b) shows reweighted FES (free energy surface) in the latent variable space (z1, z2) with
multiple basins observed. Subplot c) is the scatter plot of liquid and solid glycines in (z1, z2) space classified by post-trained
GNN model, and d) consists of snapshots to each corresponding class rendered from Visual Molecular Dynamics (VMD). [63]
Free energy difference between states of interest vs. simulation time in e) shows convergence of the production runs. Standard
errors are represented as shaded regions.

remains stable to pressures up to 23 Gpa, meanwhile, β-
glycine undergoes phase transition to δ-glycine (P21/c)
at 0.8 GPa, γ-glycine transforms to ϵ-glycine (Pn) under
application of pressure and the process complete at be-
tween 4 to 5 GPa, and decompression of ϵ-glycine leads
to ζ-glycine (I1).[66, 67]

The distributions of individual glycine polymorphs are
shown as scatter points in (z1, z2) space in Fig. 4c) with
cutoff value Nc = 65, and the corresponding snapshots
are provided in Fig. 4d). All observations above sug-
gest the trained GNN latent representations capture the
configurational information among various polymorphic
structures of glycine molecules. Structures which are
close to each other in configuration space (i.e. the as-
sociated high-pressure components) are sampled at ease
with robust WTmetaD simulations.

The free energy difference ∆Gℓ→s as a function of sim-
ulation time shown in Fig. 4e) is computed from Eq. 4
with a value of cutoff 65 which is set slightly larger
than half of the population of glycine in the simulation
cell. The figure is averaged over 9 independent runs
of 1000 ns (see the SI for full ∆Gℓ→s vs. simulation
time plot) and the exact values are reported in Tab. III.
This indicates the thermodynamic stability of ambient
glycine poylmorphs ranks in α-gly > γ-gly > β-gly at
500 K which is in consistent with the stability rank-
ing reported in the literature which γ-gly is the most

thermodynamically stable at ambient temperature and
the densest α-gly becomes the most stable at temper-
atures above 440 K. [67] In addition, we also identi-
fied a transition pathway of γ-gly to ϵ-gly to ζ-gly, while
no direct transitions from γ-gly to ζ-gly, supported by
2-dimensional free energy analyses (see SI for details),
which was also observed and reported experimentally.
[68] Overall, this shows that the trained model is robust
in learning structural properties for classifying configura-
tions with simple graph convolution operations and read-
ily computable features. Benefiting from the WTmetaD
method, introducing biases along these low-dimensional
latent representations validates the feasibility of obtain-
ing relative free energy differences between competing
allotropes/polymorphs starting only from their chemical
identity and possible target structures.

IV CONCLUSION

Computational methods for investigating crystal nu-
cleation have recently shown their strength in provid-
ing high temporal- and spatial-resolution descriptions.
[69, 70] Due to the timescale limitations resulting from
the rare event nature of nucleation, it is however neces-
sary to perform enhanced sampling molecular dynamics.
Most enhanced sampling methods involve biasing or fol-

7



lowing selected low-dimensional descriptors, and meth-
ods of constructing these descriptors remains to be an
active field of research. Recent advancements in machine
learning, particularly graph neural networks, have made
it possible to achieve a better understanding of crystal
nucleation from a perspective of learning relative slow
modes [71], or on efficient computation of order parame-
ters [24].

In this work, we have introduced a data-driven GNN-
based representation learning model within an autoen-
coder framework to extract low-dimensional variables
from configurational features found in experimental crys-
tal structures. These variables serve as the key inputs for
performing enhanced sampling methods. Our method
employs straightforward convolutions and pooling tech-
niques. To validate the usefulness of our machine learn-
ing pipeline, we studied nucleation of different allotropes
and polymorphs of iron and glycine respectively from the
melt. We biased the GNN based latent variables in well-
tempered metadynamics and were able to achieve mul-
tiple back-and-forth state-to-state transitions and con-
verged free energy estimates, both hallmarks of reliable
sampling. This proves the robustness and potential of
our graph neural network learnt variables for enhanced
sampling. The thermodynamic stability rankings among
allotropes or polymorphs are in agreement with experi-
mental measures.

The protocol proposed here can be further improved in
many ways, and here we highlight some possible avenues
for future research. The current network only consists
of convolution and pooling operations and it should be
possible to introduce advanced manipulations on graph

data, such as the attention mechanism, to better interpo-
late and even extrapolate configurational information of
complex species. [29, 33] Secondly, an obstacle to draw-
ing quantitative comparisons to literature is due to finite
size effets. To address this issue, various methods have
been developed, including the introduction of constant
chemical potential ensemble [72] and analytical correc-
tion under the classical nucleation framework [73–75]. In
future work, we hope to combine data-driven approaches
with those from statistical mechanics [76] to not just au-
tomate biasing variable discovery, as was done in this
work, but also address finite size effects.
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ing chemical environments. Physical Review B 2013, 87,
184115.

[38] Tribello, G. A.; Giberti, F.; Sosso, G. C.; Salvalaglio, M.;
Parrinello, M. Analyzing and Driving Cluster Formation
in Atomistic Simulations. Journal of Chemical Theory
and Computation 2017, 13, 1317–1327.

[39] Sipka, M.; Erlebach, A.; Grajciar, L. Constructing Col-
lective Variables Using Invariant Learned Representa-
tions. Journal of Chemical Theory and Computation
2023, 19, 887–901.

[40] Fix, E.; Hodges, J. L. Discriminatory analysis. Nonpara-
metric discrimination: Consistency properties. Interna-
tional Statistical Review/Revue Internationale de Statis-
tique 1989, 57, 238–247.

[41] Simonovsky, M.; Komodakis, N. Dynamic edge-
conditioned filters in convolutional neural networks on
graphs. Proceedings of the IEEE conference on computer
vision and pattern recognition. 2017; pp 3693–3702.

[42] Jia, X.; De Brabandere, B.; Tuytelaars, T.; Gool, L. V.
Dynamic filter networks. Advances in neural information
processing systems 2016, 29 .

[43] Eppstein, D.; Paterson, M. S.; Yao, F. F. On nearest-
neighbor graphs. Discrete & Computational Geometry
1997, 17, 263–282.
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