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ABSTRACT

Message passing neural networks have demonstrated significant efficacy in predicting molecular
interactions. Introducing equivariant vectorial representations augments expressivity by capturing
geometric data symmetries, thereby improving model accuracy. However, two-body bond vectors
in opposition may cancel each other out during message passing, leading to the loss of directional
information on their shared node. In this study, we develop Equivariant N-body Interaction Networks
(ENINet) that explicitly integrates equivariant many-body interactions to preserve directional infor-
mation in the message passing scheme. Experiments indicate that integrating many-body equivariant
representations enhances prediction accuracy across diverse scalar and tensorial quantum chemical
properties. Ablation studies show an average performance improvement of 7.9% across 11 out of 12
properties in QM9, 27.9% in forces in MD17, and 11.3% in polarizabilities (CCSD) in QM7b.

Keywords Graph neural networks, Equivariance, Molecular simulation, Tensorial property

1 Introduction

In recent years, machine learning (ML) models have shown great success in materials science by accurately predicting
quantum properties of atomistic systems several orders of magnitude faster than ab initio simulations [1]]. These ML
models have practically assisted researchers in developing novel materials across various fields, such as fluorescent
molecules [2], electret polymers [3]] and so on.

Graph neural networks (GNNs) [4} 5] are particularly notable among ML models for atomic systems because molecules
are especially suitable for 3D graph representations where each atom is characterized by its 3D Cartesian coordinate.
The 3D molecular information, such as bond lengths and angles, is crucial for model learning [6} (7, 8]]. However, these
rotationally invariant representations may lack directional information, causing the model to view distinct structures as
identical [9,[10]. When using only distances as edge features, the angle values between bond pairs are indistinguishable,
which restricts the performance on angle-dependent properties, such as optical absorption [[L1]]. Although including
angle values can resolve this issue for triplet cases, a 4-atom equidistant chain with two equivalent intermediate bond
angles cannot be distinguished as the middle bond rotates, resulting in a change of dihedral angles.

Equivariant architectures [[12} [13] have been proposed for molecular predictions, exhibiting remarkable data efficiency
by implicitly capturing the symmetries and invariances present in the data. A class of equivariant networks based
on irreducible representations (irreps) [[14} 15, [16] generates higher-order representations with spherical harmonics,
achieving promising accuracy on atomic systems. Further works have enhanced these methods by introducing attention
mechanisms [[17, [18]. However, irreps suffer from intensive computations required for higher-order transformations.
In contrast, equivariant vector representations can be directly obtained by processing vectors in 3D Cartesian space,
achieving comparable state-of-the-art performance on various tasks with a lower computational burden [10} 19, 20].

* Preprint. Work in progress.
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Figure 1: Example structures that cannot be distinguished with only vector features due to the vanishing of directional
information aggregated onto the nodes. (a) When two equidistant bonds ji and ¢k are aligned in a straight line,
7j; + Tz = 0 causes the loss of angle information among these two bonds and other bonds. Specifically, the aggregated
directional information onto atom % is 7j; + 7k; + Tm; = T for both example structures, thus the model cannot
distinguish angle changes, e.g., 0;y,. (b) Our approach involves integrating three-body (bond-bond) level information
into bond directions to disrupt such symmetries. For instance, 7j; and 7; become unsymmetrical after integrating
information from 77,,; and 7y, so that the model can identify the two structures. (c) We achieve three-body equivariant
interactions by constructing a line graph £[G] based on the molecular graph (G). Edges in £[G] are bond-bond pairs
consisting of three atoms and nodes in £[G] are bonds that subsequently carry three-body information to the atom level

inG.
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Equivariant directional messages are introduced between neighbor atoms, but the directional information may vanish
during accumulation onto nodes as discussed in [21]]. Fig.[T(a) illustrates the vanishing of directional information
in bond-bond interactions when only vector features are considered. In the figure, each atom has the index within
{i,4,k,m}. ¥;; denotes the direction vector from the atom j to atom ¢. 6;;,,, denotes the angle formed between the

bond ji and bond im, 6;,, = arccos % For instance, consider two neighboring atoms (5 and k, shown in
i 3

blue) aligned in a straight line with their common neighbor atom (¢, shown in grey) within the cutoff radius. The
directional vectors 7;; and 7; will mutually offset, resulting in a net summation of 0 during message accumulation
onto node i. Consequently, the model is unable to discern changes in angles formed with other bonds, such as 0,
and 6., due to the vector offset as shown by the two examples. To address this problem, Takamoto et al. included
rank-2 tensor features for nodes to accumulate directional information and achieved great performance for interactomic
potential [21, 22]]. However, this requires extensive artificial design for the complex model architecture, making it
challenging to extend the model to incorporate higher-order tensors or many-body interactions [23]]. Here our work
proposes to address this vectorial symmetry issue by incorporating asymmetric equivariant features convoluted at the
many-body level (Fig. [[(b-c)). Incorporating many-body interactions into atoms is often necessary for enhancing
interatomic potentials [24]. However, since most of these works only integrate two-body terms for constructing
equivariant features, the feasibility of expressing many-body interactions with equivariant representations remains
relatively unexplored. We concentrate on three-body equivariant representations for computational efficiency, but this
architecture can be extended to any body level as required.

In this work, we develop Equivariant N-body Interaction Networks (ENINet), in which many-body level interatomic
equivariant representations are constructed, while the translation invariance, rotation and reflection equivariance (O(3))
of outputs w.r.t. atomic coordinates are satisfied simultaneously. This many-body interacted architecture can be
conveniently generalized to E£(3) equivariance (including translation, rotation and reflection equivariance) with minor
modifications for specific properties.

‘We summarize our main contributions as follows:

* Enhance expressivity of directional information. We propose a new scheme to address the cancellation of
bond-wise directional vectors, which may hinder the accumulation of directional information onto atoms and
make certain structures indistinguishable from the model.

* Many-body equivariance. We achieve equivariant message passing among many-body level representations in
the graph. Incorporating many-body level information, the model maintains O(3) w.rt. input vectors and can
conveniently be converted to E(3) with minor modifications.



o Strong empirical performance. We demonstrate the efficacy of many-body representations through benchmark
molecular datasets, QM9, MD17 and QM7b polarizabilities. Our model enables the prediction of tensorial
properties by incorporating equivariant features, a capability that invariant models cannot achieve. Furthermore,
our approach consistently enhances accuracy across diverse molecular tasks.

2 Related Works

2.1 Many-body interactions

Accounting for many-body interactions is known to improve the accuracy of predictions [25} 26]. Several works have
designed many-body descriptors that are invariant to translation, rotation, and permutations, such as the many-body
tensor representation (MBTR) and others [27, 28]]. With the advent of deep learning, approaches based on message
passing neural networks have demonstrated superior performance on large quantum chemistry datasets [[1, 29]. 3D
molecular graphs are used to generate spatial many-body representations, such as angles and dihedrals, for graph
learning. Most studies focus on three-body information during message interactions to maintain computational efficiency.
ALIGNN [30] incorporates triplet features of atoms by constructing atomistic line graphs [31]. Similarly, CHGNet
shares and updates invariant information among atom, bond and angle features [32]. M3GNet [24] computes many-body
angles and integrates them into bond information for subsequent graph convolutions. DimeNet [[8] jointly represents
invariant distances and angles in message embedding interactions. These studies have achieved promising performance
by introducing various levels of many-body representations, but the expressivity limitations of these basic invariant
message passing methods have been noted [33].

2.2 Equivariant graph neural networks

Cohen et al. [34,112] pioneered the incorporation of Euclidean equivariance into contemporary deep learning frameworks
for the SO(3) group. Spherical convolutional architectures with rotational equivariance were proposed for image
recognition [35} 36]. The irreps-based methods were further applied to 3D point clouds using spherical harmonics
and Clebsch-Gordan coefficients [[15 37, [14} 9], with enhancements through attention mechanisms [[17, [18]]. However,
spherical harmonics operations are computationally intensive. Satorras et al. [38] achieved E(n) equivariance within the
message passing scheme, maintaining the flexibility of GNNs while ensuring computational efficiency. PaiNN [10]
and TorchMD-Net [39] perform simpler equivariant interactions directly on Cartesian coordinates, demonstrating the
benefits of equivariant representations for scalar targets. TeaNet [21]] introduced higher-order equivariant features to
mimic physical phenomena for interatomic potentials. However, the inclusion of many-body equivariant features to
enhance model expressivity for molecular graph tasks is less discussed.

3 Background

3.1 Equivariance

Formally, denote the input vector space X and the output vector space ). Given any transformation in a group G, the
function F : X — ) is equivariant to G if it satisfies

]:OD;Y(x)Zngo]:(x),VgEG,V:ceX (D)

where D;f and Dg’ are the reprensenations of the group g in the space X’ and ), respectively [40]. Specifically, F is an

invariant mapping if Dg’ corresponds to the identity operator. Therefore, invariant functions can be regarded as a special
subset of equivariant functions. Equivariance is essential in molecule systems where the according transformations of
vector features, e.g., forces [41]], dipoles [42]], and higher-rank tensorial properties such as quadrupoles [43], dielectric
constants [44], w.r.z. the system coordinates should be guaranteed.

3.2 Message passing neural networks

The message passing scheme [45] [1]] unifies the prevailing GNNs into a comprehensive architecture by aggregating
information in the neighborhood for each node or edge. Consider a graph G = (V, £) comprising a set of nodes V and
edges £. Each node v; € V is associated with a node feature h;, and each edge e;; € £ connecting the node pair v; and

)

v; may optionally possess an edge feature b;;. The initial features hgo and bgjo‘) are subsequently updated through the
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Figure 2: Schematic of the equivariant three-body interaction architecture. (a) Multi-level molecular representations.
An initial 3D geometric molecule graph includes information of atomic numbers {Z;} and positions {7;}. These
information is utilized to encode both invariant {«} and equivariant features {Z} (x € {h, b, t}) for the node (h), edge
(b) and triplet-level (¢) representations, respectively. (b) Message passing scheme in ENINet. A many-body interaction
block consists of two EGCLs, denoted as EGCL(L[G]) and EGCL(G). EGCL(L[G]) integrates triplet-level features into
edges. The updated edge features are subsequently passed to EGCL(G) for message passing with the node features. As
a result, each node updates its information incorporating three-body interactions. The features can be reduced through
the readout layer to produce both invariant and equivariant graph-level representations.
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graph convolution layers (GCL). The [-th layer GCL has the general formula,
mij = G (b 15 bij) ()
! _
B = on (ki {mig}jeno) 3)
where N (7) is the neighboring set of the node v;, ¢, and ¢y, are invariant learnable parameterized functions.

Equivariant graph neural networks (EGNNs) are essential for effectively processing graphs that contain geometric
information, such as 3D molecular structures. The equivariant graph convolution layers (EGCL) should be able to
handle directional information &; for each node while preserving specific equivariance properties. The incorporation
of both geometric vectors and scalar features serves to enhance the model expressivity and improve task accuracy.
Similarly, EGCL can be generally represented by

mij = ¢ (b~ R BT BT i) 4)
iy = O (hy R T ET by) Q)
Y = (b {mi}jen) ©)
7 = @@, (i} jen) ™

where ®,; and @z are equivariant functions w.r.z. corresponding input vectors. The final-layer invariant/equivariant
features can be reduced to the graph-level representation.



4 Method

4.1 Molecule representations

The molecule with atoms as 3D cloud points can be represented by the geometric graph G = (V, £), where the nodes
are a set of || = N atoms and the edges are a set of [£| = N bonds. Fig.[2{a) shows the three levels of structural
representations used for message passing in this work, which are originally generated from atomic numbers {Z;}*N"
and atom positions {7;}*N" . Specifically, absolute positions generate the relative position 7; ; between each atom pair
indexed by ¢, j within the cutoff range, which is separated into two components, the distance ||7;;|| and the direction
7ig /17 -

Two types of representations, i.e., invariant features and equivariant features, are assigned for each node, edge and
triplet, respectively. Denote the feature dimension as d. The node set is expressed by V = {(h;, ﬁi)}l:N " where
h; € R¥*1 is the scalar (invariant) feature initialized with the embedding of atomic number Z; as h? as well as other
optional features such as atomic charges, and HZ € R¥*3 is the vector (equivariant) feature of node i. We initialize R0
with zeros, but note that its initialization can also be the coordinate ; using our E(3) architecture (see Appendix
if the task depends on the starting system positions, e.g., trajectory prediction of dynamic systems. Similarly, the set
of edges is £ = {(by;, _’”)}LNE with b;; € R™! and 5 € R?*3 as bond features between the atom i and j that are
converted from positional information. The Gaussian bas1s is applied to expand distances for b?
using rl]/HT’L] [-

One of the main contributions of this work is the elimination of negative effects caused by the cancellation of directional
information on nodes during message passing. This is achieved by augmenting equivariant interactions at the many-body
level so that directional vectors can be accumulated onto node equivariant features for better expression of geometric
data. To achieve this, we additionally introduce triplet features T = {(tyij, thij) } 1V ', where N is the number of
triplet objects, with #;; € R¥>1 and tk € R%*3 representing bond pairs e;; and e;;, by constructing a line graph
L[G] = (£,T) over the graph G. The nodes & in L[G] are molecule bonds and the edges 7 represent bond-bond
interactions covering triplets of atoms. Features of edges in T are simply encoded with information of two atoms at the

end points of e;; and e;, specifically 7, = ||7%;| and f,gij = 7%;/||7%;||. By employing the features built based on
triplets, ENINet can distinguish complex cases, leading to expressivity and performance enhancement as the discussion
in Fig.[T]

We consider the molecular regression task in this study. Given a set of N molecules with labels {1, ..., [y }, the task is
to learn inductive bias based on their graph representations {(G1, £L[G]1), ..., (Gn, L[G] n) } and predict the labels for
the unseen molecules. The labels are either scalars or tensors equivariant to the input vectors. A summary of notations
is provided in Appendix [C|

0;» and by; is prepared

4.2 Equivariant three-body interactions

The overview of ENINet architecture is visualized in Fig.[2{b). The featurizer encodes molecular graphs with three-level
representations for graph convolutions. The triplet features are ultimately integrated into node features through edge
features serving as the information bridge. The EGCLs for £[G] and G share the same neural network architecture.
Two EGCLs, the first for the three-body level, i.e., EGCL(L[G]) and the second for the two-body level, i.e., EGCL(G),
form a many-body interaction block. Each EGCL comprises two steps: an aggregation step, which gathers neighbor
information of nodes through message passing, and a mixing step, which updates messages between invariant and
equivariant features on nodes.

In the I-th many-body interaction block, £[G] is input into three-body EGCL(L[G]). Six features, bl ; Ly bi; ! tfﬂ ]1, t_l,ﬂ ]1,
|7%; || and 7% /||7%; || are utilized for the convolution operation. The message passing on £[G] first integrates node and
edge information to obtain new edge features:

L[G
thi = oy (B b L (17 ) ®)
7‘
By = 05ty B B =) ©)

R 7 |
kj



where all ¢ and ® denote invariant and equivariant learnable functions, respectively. The updated edge features are
aggregated into nodes, followed by normalization using the square root of the number of neighbors to stabilize training.

1
b = the: (10)
. 1
b, = Z (11)
1] kl]

VING/I kKEN(i)/]

where N (7)/j denotes the neighboring set of the atom ¢ except its neighbor j. Then the features are mixed between
invariant and equivariant channels on nodes in £[G].

b = qg](bipbiy bi; ) (12)
ol = o7 (b, 1B 1, b5 (13)

Up to this point, the graph convolutions in EGCL(L[G]) are completed. Note that b% and l;i; are intermediate edge
features containing three-body information, serving as the inputs into the two-body EGCL. EGCL(G), which shares the

same neural network architecture as EGCL(L[G]), performs convolutions on G using six two-body inputs of hi_l, ﬁé_l,

b, Y, ||7; || and 75 /||7; | to produce outputs of h, Rk, b, bl
blz :(rbb (hl ! h’l ! bzg?” l]”) (14)
a0l 71 i T
B, = oS (bm,hj B, Ty (15)

175511
= O 4 (16)
|N jEN(z
= 2 (17)
j€N(1

hy = <I>g(h/ h;,h§ Y (18)
hl = oF (b, ||B4||, i) (19)

To this end, the information updating is completed within an entire many-body interaction block. The process does not
involve absolute positions, and equivariant features are processed exclusively by equivariant operators, including linear
combinations and scaling of vectors. The block achieves O(3) equivariance (see detailed analysis in Appendix [A]). We
leverage the final node representations h’, hL after L many-body interaction blocks and postprocess them using the
readout layer for target predictions. The extension of the architecture to encompass N-body equivariant interactions is
discussed in Appendix [D}

5 Experiments

We apply ENINet to three benchmark datasets, QM9 [46], MD17 [41] and dipole polarizabilities in QM7b [47]. For
each task, we train two separate models, ENINet-T and ENINet-B, for ablation studies to demonstrate the expressivity
enhancement achieved by additionally introducing many-body representations. ENINet-T, which includes triplet
features, utilizes the full architecture as described above, while ENINet-B conducts graph convolutions only on G, i.e.,
skipping all many-body interaction EGCL(L[G])s. We enlarge the dimensionality of features in ENINet-B to ensure
that the number of parameters in both models is roughly equivalent. For each experiment, we report the average results
of three runs using different random seeds. The setting of hyperparameters is available in Appendix [E]

51 QM9

The QM9 dataset is a collection of over 130k small organic molecules with DFT-calculated quantum chemical properties.
The molecules contain up to 9 heavy atoms, with elements covering H, C, N, O, and F. The dataset is extensively used
to train and benchmark machine learning models for predicting molecular properties. We selected a relatively more
challenging data partition with fewer training samples, i.e., 100k molecules for training, 18k for validation and 13k for
testing, according to Cormorant [37/]]. The mean absolute error (MAE) between property labels and model outputs is



Table 1: The model comparison between ENINets and other models on the MAE metrics of 12 quantum chemical
properties on the QM9 dataset.  denotes the model using a different train/val/test data partition. All results are taken
from their original publications. The best results among all methods are underlined, and the best results from methods
that use the same data partition as ours are indicated in bold.

Property a Ae  EHoMO  ELUMO U Cy G H R? U Uy ZPVE
Unit bohr’ meV meV meV D ca/molK meV meV bohr meV meV meV
NMP! 0.092 69 43 38 0.030 0.040 19 17 0.180 20 20 1.50
SchNet" 0.235 63 41 34 0.033 0.033 14 14 0.073 19 14 1.70
DimeNet!  0.047 35 28 20 0.029 0.025 9 8 0.331 8 8 1.29
L1Net 0.088 68 46 35 0.043 0.031 14 14 0.354 14 13 1.56
Cormorant  0.085 61 34 38 0.038 0.026 20 21 0.961 21 22 2.03
LieConv 0.084 49 30 25 0.032 0.038 22 24 0.800 19 19 2.28
SEGNN 0.060 42 24 21 0.023 0.031 15 16 0.660 13 15 1.62
TEN 0.223 58 40 38 0.064 0.101 - - - - - -
SE(3)-Tr. 0.142 53 35 33 0.051 0.054 - - - - - -
EGNN 0.071 48 29 25 0.029 0.031 12 12 0.106 12 11 1.55

ENINet-B  0.062  49.1 284 23.6  0.021 0.028 9.7 88 0304 9.1 8.8 1.32
ENINet-T  0.059 45.6 26.4 21.1 0.017 0.026 9.0 8.6 0467 85 8.3 1.21

Table 2: The model comparison between ENINets and other models on the MAE metrics of energies (kcal/mol) and
forces (kcal/mol/A) on the MD17 dataset. Results are taken from original reports in corresponding papers. The best
energy results among all methods are underlined, and the best force predictions are highlighted in bold.

Molecule Aspirin Ethanol Malonaldehyde Naphthalene Salicylic acid  Toluene Uracil
SchNet energy 0.37 0.08 0.13 0.16 0.20 0.12 0.14
forces 1.35 0.39 0.66 0.58 0.85 0.57 0.56
PhvsNet energy 0.230 0.059 0.094 0.142 0.126 0.100 0.108
Y forces 0.605 0.160 0.219 0.310 0.337 0.191 0.218
DimeNet ~ €"€78Y 0.204 0.064 0.104 0.122 0.134 0.102 0.115
forces 0.499 0.230 0.383 0.215 0.374 0.216 0.301
FCHL19  ¢"ersy 0.182 0.054 0.081 0.117 0.114 0.098 0.104
forces 0.478 0.136 0.245 0.151 0.221 0.203 0.105
energy 0.19 0.07 0.10 0.12 0.12 0.10 0.11
sGDML forces 0.68 0.33 0.41 0.11 0.28 0.14 0.24
NequlP energy - - - - - - -
(=1 forces 0.348 0.208 0.337 0.096 0.238 0.101 0.172
PaiNN energy 0.159 0.063 0.091 0.117 0.114 0.098 0.104
forces 0.371 0.230 0.319 0.151 0.221 0.203 0.105
NewtonNet ¢7€78Y 0.168 0.078 0.096 0.118 0.115 0.094 0.107
forces 0.348 0.264 0.323 0.084 0.197 0.088 0.149
ENINet.B <78V 0.204 0.059 0.089 0.088 0.107 0.077 0.105
forces 0.418 0.188 0.278 0.115 0.244 0.116 0.166
ENINet-T "€78Y 0.160 0.055 0.098 0.086 0.106 0.077 0.089
forces 0.296 0.126 0.223 0.071 0.180 0.081 0.135

minimized during training. Baseline methods include NMP [[1]],SchNet [[6], DimeNet [8],Cormorant [37], L1Net [9],
LieConv [48]], TEN [15], SE(3)-Tr. [[17], SEGNN [49], EGNN [38]]. NMP, SchNet and DimeNet are invariant models
and the rest models contain equivariant features.

Table T] presents the comparison of our results with previous works on the QM9 test set. ENINet-T achieved leading
performance on eight properties (a,u,C,,,G, H, U, Uy, ZPVE) in comparison with six other models that used the same
data split strategy. Apart from LieConv, the remaining five models are rotationally equivariant, utilizing either irreps
or geometric vectors. These comparisons highlight the effectiveness of our many-body equivariant representations in



Table 3: The model comparison between ENINets and AlphaML on the per-atom RMSE metrics of dipole polarizabilities
(units: a.u.). The total polarizability tensor is decomposed into two irreducible components: A = 0 and A = 2. The
values highlighted in bold and underlined represent the best performance for CCSD and DFT predictions, respectively.
CCSD/DFT denotes the errors between the two computational methods for reference.

RMSE Total A=0 AX=2
CCSD/DFT(B3LYP) 0573 0348 0456
ccsp 0244 0120 0212

AlphaML h e B3ryp) 0302 0143 0.266
ccsp 0247 0.170 0.179

ENINetB  pbrp3ryp) 0295 0217 0200
ENINewT  CCSD 0219 0158 0.152

DFT(B3LYP) 0242 0.165 0.177

enhancing performance. ENINet-T outperformed ENINet-B on all properties except R?, with an average performance
improvement of 7.9% across these eleven improved properties.

5.2 MD17

The MD17 dataset comprises molecular dynamics simulations of small organic molecules, providing their DFT-
calculated atomic trajectories. We use MD17 as a benchmark to validate the force predictions of ENINets, which are
instrumental for molecular dynamics applications. With a training set of 1,000 samples, we reserve the remaining
data for evaluating the accuracy of energies and forces. The model yields the scalar energy E, and its differentiation
with respect to atomic positions 7; is computed as the forces F, = —0E /07;. The model is jointly trained using the
energy loss and force loss with weights of 1 and 100, respectively. Furthermore, we select approaches designed for
force field predictions as baseline models for comparison on MD17, including SchNet [[6], PhysNet [42], DimeNet [8]],
FCHL19 [50], sGDML [51], NequlIP [14], PaiNN [10], NewtonNet [52].

Table 2 compares the errors in energies and forces predicted by various models. It demonstrates superior accuracies
compared to ENINet-B in 12 out of the 14 predictions, except for the energies of Malonaldehyde and Toluene. When
compared to ENINet-B, ENINet-T exhibits an improvement of approximately 27.9% in force predictions. The advantage
of equivariant features is evident as both ENINet-B and ENINet-T show significantly lower errors than invariant models
such as SchNet, PhysNet, and DimeNet.

5.3 QMT7b polarizabilities

Due to the incorporation of equivariant representations, ENINets can predict tensorial properties by utilizing dyadic
products & to produce higher-rank tensors while maintaining rotational equivariance. Following the approach [10], we
employ ENINets to predict the polarizability tensor o for an n-atom system by leveraging a combination of scalar and
vectorial node representations processed by gated equivariant blocks [S3]].

a=3" (Ls(h) + B 07+ 7 0 i) (20)

=1

where I3 creates an identity, and 77 is the position of each atom that introduces the global geometric information into
the model.

We compare our method with AlphaML [54], a symmetry-adapted Gaussian process regression based scheme, by
training on polarizabilites of molecules from QM?7b [55,156l]. This dataset comprises 7,211 molecules containing up
to seven heavy atoms including C, N, O, S and Cl. The molecular properties in the dataset were computed using
linear response coupled cluster singles and doubles theory (LR-CCSD) and hybrid density functional theory (DFT),
see computational details in [47]. AlphaML assesses its extrapolation capability on molecules by employing all
available QM7b data to train and testing on 52 larger molecules, encompassing diverse compounds such as amino acids,
nucleobases, and drug molecules. Following this data budget, we trained ENINets using a split of 6,000 molecules
for training and 1,211 molecules for validation, with subsequent testing conducted on the same 52 large molecules.
The accuracy of per-atom tensors was evaluated using root mean square errors (RMSE) between true values o and



predictions & for /N molecules, each consisting of n; atoms.

N

_ |1 lov; — éuil|\
RMSE = Nz<m 1)
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The total polarizability tensor is decomposed into two irreducible components for error measurement: the scalar (A = 0)

a® — a11+(f/2§+ass and the tensor (A = 2) a@ = /2 |:a127a237 3, 2oL —0g; O‘“*O‘”} following [154].

2v/3 ’ 2

Table [3|compares the performance on molecular polarizabilities. Notably, all three methods exhibit lower errors than
DFT in predicting CCSD values. ENINet-T demonstrates superior performance compared to ENINet-B across all
metrics, but both of them underperform AlphaML in predicting A = 0. Specifically, ENINet-T achieves the lowest
error in total RMSE for both CCSD and DFT results, showing improvements of 11.3% and 18.0% over ENINet-B,
respectively. Furthermore, when predicting aicesp, it enhances accuracy by 61.8% compared to DFT errors.

6 Conclusion

In this work, we introduce many-body equivariant interactions into our model to prevent the loss of directional
information during message passing. Our approach enhances model expressivity by utilizing computationally efficient
equivariant representations in Cartesian space instead of spherical harmonics, achieving state-of-the-art results on
benchmark datasets. The incorporation of equivariant features enables predictions of tensorial properties with rotational
equivariance. Ablation studies demonstrate improved accuracy on quantum mechanism calculated properties, including
energies, forces, and polarizabilities, by introducing many-body interaction layers. Additionally, the many-body
equivariant method shows superior data efficiency on tasks with small training samples compared to kernel-based
models known for their strong performance on small datasets, specifically FCHL19 and sGDML on MD17 forces, and
AlphaML on QM7b dipole polarizabilities.

Future work. We are extending the architecture to crystal structures with periodic boundary conditions. Due to the
ordered arrangement of atoms in crystal lattices, the cancellation of directional vectors in the equivariant message passing
scheme is more likely to occur, making specific atomic arrangements indistinguishable. Incorporating many-body
equivariant representations also has the potential to improve model performance on crystalline materials.
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A Analysis on Model Equivariance

Denote the translation vector m € R™ and rotation/reflection in any orthogonal matrix Q € R™*™ w.r.t. the input
vectors. Any nonlinear functions approximated by multilayer perceptron (MLP) can be applied to scalar representations,
but not to vector representations. Equivariant operators used in this work include linear combinations E’q):l Wy T g

scaling of vectors (a special case of linear combinations), and scalar products <371' , Ty > due to

p p
qu(Q?q) = szq?q (A.1)

q=1 qg=1
(Q71,QT2) =2/ QTQTr =T T (A2)

We begin by demonstrating that the graph convolutions in EGCL(L[G])s are translation invariant and rotation/reflection
e : - N b : : :
equivariant with respect to { 77, }. The relative distance ||7;;|| is invariant to translation, rotation, and reflection.

1Q7: +m — (@7 +m)| = Q73] = \/FTQTQ7y = /75T 74 = 74l (A3)
The relative position 7;; is translation invariant, but rotation and reflection equivariant to the absolute positions.
QTi+m—(Q7,;+m)=Q7, —Q7,;, =Q(7; —T7;) = Q7 (A.4)
This is the same to the unit direction vector7’;; /|| 74|
Qii +m — (Qij +m) Qj’ij ~Q iij (AS5)
1Q7 i +m —(Q7; +m)|| |74l 1735l
Recall that 79 vij = Tki/ 17 kslls 5)% = T4 /|74, thi; = |7 x; || and bY; = [|735]|. All initial inputs are invariant to

absolute positions because only relative positional information is used. If we can prove that each step in EGCL(L[G])
is rotation/reﬂection equivariant, then O(3) equivariance can be guaranteed. tl ; is invariant in Eq. Ibecause all the

1

inputs bl Lpb ot ] ; ! and || 7;|| are invariant as already proved. o= 9 in Eq. @18 implemented by scaling the vectors

b i;l _)gm Jl Tk /|| 7 k;|| with the scaling parameters that are tramed using tk Hence, both ki; and its summed

features b ; ; in Eq. [l 1fexhibit equivariant behavior. In Eq. <I>b,[ Vis implemented using linear combinations, which
is achieved by trainable linear parametric functions. Moreover, scaling is utilized based on the information learned
from b} ; ;» applied to both b ’ ; and b1 .7, in order to achieve the equivariance of the output 7;“ Up to this point, we
complete illustrating the rotatlon/reﬂectlon equivariance and translation invariance of ¢, l jand b; l’ . Any translation on
{7} will not affect the outputs of EGCL(L[G)).

Next, we analyze EGCL(G). In this work, we set hY = W, € R4*! where W, is the element embedding vector and
h0 0, without any encoded information about the absolute positions. Similar to EGCL(L[G]), <I>g in Eq. Eand

<I>g in Eq.|18|are implemented by linear combinations and scaling of vectors. Consequently, both outputs k!, h! are

invariant to rotation with hé maintaining rotation and reflection equivariance since it is only processed by equivariant
operations and does not include any absolute positions.

B Modification to E(3) Architecture

Our architecture is not limited to molecular graph applications. Some tasks require the model to be translation equivariant

V5
w.r.t. input vectors, e.g., modeling N-body dynamical system in [38]. In this case, we initialize h9 = 7; to incorporate
the starting position information. Assuming the scalar inputs to EGCL(E[Q]) do not contain any positional information

and vectorial inputs only use relative positions, the outputs b ; remain translation invariant and rotation/reflection

equivariant w.r.t. {7;} as discussed in Appendix @ Therefore, we need to ensure that EGCL(G) possesses translation
equivariance.

Recall that CI)% in Eq. is implemented by the summation of scaled vectors.

BL(HLL, B, ) = wn B wn B+ wy (B.6)
17351l 173551l
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This will result in neither translation invariance nor equivariance.

V@R +m QB Q) = @Y+ >+W%+w3@n mu ®D
fQ(wlhl 1+w2b +’LU3|| H)+w1m (BS)
Tij
= Qa%(h ! bﬁ;,H“JHlem (B.9)
T
#QPS (! b%,Hr”H)er (B.10)
T
Gt
# Q0% (! bi;,H JH) (B.11)
Tij
So we replace 7[;71 with 7;;*1 — 7[271 to change Eq.to
U _ &9 (pl-1 _ 71 i
bij = (I)Z'(hj —hi by, 7 Z;”) (B.12)
In this case, the translation of 7% leads to the invariance of T;ﬁ e
- - ?Z - - .>
@%(th 1+m—(Qh§ L+ m)), Qb”, H?in):wl(Qhé 1+m—(Qh§ 1y )+w2Qb”+w3QH ””
(B.13)
=w (QhY™ —Qnl- 1)+wal’ +w3Q” ” (B.14)
Tij
N iy
= Q(ur (RS = R +wa bY 4 ws 7 J”) (B.15)
Tij
= QOeL(RI W bgg,”””) (B.16)
ij
We modify Eq.[T7)and Eq.[I8]and combine them to achieve translation equivariance,
e Z (B.17)
i J /7
‘N JGN(
The E(3) equivariance of Eq.[B.17|can be proved
QRl+m=qQ i+ N0 S u (B.18)
jeN(’L
= (@' + Z Qb | +m (B.19)
\ |N jeN(l
- (Qﬁé_l +m (B.20)

5

where the translation invariance of 7)2 ; has already been proved in Eq. |B. 12| and Eq. |B.16l Therefore, ﬁi will have the

-
same transformation as hi_l. According to the above analysis, we can simply achieve the E(3) equivariance using our
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model by remaining EGCL(L[G]) unchanged and modifying EGCL(G) as follows:

b = o (Rt B 17551

bl _(bg(bl hl l_hl 1 bl/

v ST

=
Tij

)

7l

=
W 2

Mo 3 BT

jGN(z

hé: h( iv||hi||7h'li 1)

C Notations

Table C.1: Summary of notations

Notation Description

g Graph

L[G] Line graph
1% Node set
E Edge set
T Triplet set
; Node with index of ¢
€ij Edge between v; and v;
kij Angle formed by e;; and e;p,
d Feature dimension

NvY Number of atoms

N¢ Number of bonds

Nt Number of triplets

7 Position of v;

Tij Relative position between 7°; and 7

ﬁf Invariant feature of v;

h; Equivariant feature of v;

92; j Invariant feature of e;;

bij Equivariant feature of e;;

Liij Invariant triplet feature formed by e;; and e;,
?kij Equivariant triplet feature formed by e;; and e;;,
N(i)  Neighboring set of v;

Il Frobenius norm

10} Parametric invariant function

P Parametric equivariant function
® Dyadic product

o Polarizability tensor

D Extension to many-body interactions

(B.21)

(B.22)

(B.23)

(B.24)

(B.25)

If many-body information beyond the triplet level, e.g., the quadruplet, needs to be accounted for in the model, this can
be achieved by simply constructing a higher-level line graph. (see Fig.[D.I). For instance, consider a quadruplet in the
Ethane molecule, where the nodes and edges in the graph G represent atoms and bonds, respectively. We can build a
line graph £[G] based on G where the nodes represent bonds and the edges represent bond-bond pairs consisting of 3
atoms. Extending this to a higher line graph £(L£[G]), the nodes represent bond-bond pairs and the edges represent

quadruplets involving 4 atoms.

Another EGCL(L(L[G])) with the same neural network architecture as introduced in the main text can be constructed
for message passing at the four-body level. Then the nodes in L(L[G]), i.e., triplets are input into EGCL(L[G]) to
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() —G)

Figure D.1: Diagram of many-body representations. Higher-body level representations can be achieved by higher-level
line graphs. This hierarchical approach allows for the representation of increasingly complex many-body interactions.

integrate four-body information to lower-body levels. This approach can be extended to any N-body interactions if
computational cost is not a limiting factor.

E Hyperparamters

Table E.2: Summary of ENINet-T hyperparameters. Except for the feature dimension enlarged to 128, ENINet-B uses
the same hyperparameters as ENINet-T. Both ENINets have around 1.22 million parameters.

Dataset QM9 MD17 QM7b
Batch size 64 1 64
Learning rate 0.0005 0.0002 0.0005
Adam optimizer b1 =0.98,=0999 (1 =0.908,=0.999 S =0.9, 5 =0.999
# Epochs 200 200 100
Decay rate 0.6 0.8 0.5
Decay patience 10 10 10
Early stopping 50 30 50
Feature dimension 64 64 64
RBF dimension 20 20 20

# many-body interaction blocks 3 3 3
Cutoff radius (;\) 4.0 5.0 4.0

# Gated equivariant blocks - - 2
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