I. SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION

A. Features: Correlation Matrix
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FIG. 1: Pearson correlation matrix for the features used in this work. Small (lighter)

values correspond to feature pairs with little correlation between them.

A Pearson correlation matrix! was calculated for all the features and is shown in Fig[i]

A Pearson coefficient p, is a linear correlation measure between two features f; and fy and

may be calculated as:

covlf 1) 0
00 f, ’

where cov denotes the covariance, oy, is the standard deviation of fi, and oy, is the standard

pf17f2 =

deviation of f. The value of the coefficient lies in [—1, 1], with 1 indicating perfect positive
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linear correlation and —1 indicating perfect negative linear correlation. The goal is to get
the best results possible by using the minimum number of features. Ideally, the feature pairs
should be uncorrelated, which will ensure that we are not needlessly increasing the dimen-
sionality of the feature space without substantially improving the results. Highly correlated
features can be redundant and are undesirable, since they will increase the dimensionality
of the feature space without proportionally increasing the information available to optimize

the objective function.

B. Model Benchmarking
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FIG. 2: In a single trial, after ten initial(N=10) and forty subsequent measurements, the
GP model is fit to the n = 50 training points (in blue), and applied both to in-sample and
out-of-sample data. Here, the red dashed line corresponds to the largest DF'T value seen so
far, and the black dashed line is the largest estimated value. Composition with the largest

K value from DFT is highlighted (red square) to show the model error.

Figure [2| shows the results for one example of maximization of bulk modulus for all the

feature sets and the BMA approach. The example started with 10 measured values, and



after forty measurements, there are now 50 materials with known bulk modulus (K). These
are then used to train the regressor; and the predicted K and actual K (from DFT) are
plotted for all of the materials (in green), including those in blue whose true K values are
known (in blue). It can be seen that the model error is high for F3, F5 and Fg and low for Fy,
Fy, Fy, BMA; and BMA,. This is akin to the results included in the manuscript. In figure
B3, we visualize the bulk modulus estimated from GP model in all cases for the composition
with the largest K value from DFT. Error bars indicate the variance of the GP model. It
is seen that GP models based off both BMA; and BMAy get very close to the ground truth
similar to Fy. Thus, inspite of poor performing models based off F3, F5 and Fg, the GP
models based off the BMA approach perform as well as the best standalone model Fy
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FIG. 3: Bar plots showing estimated bulk modulus for the composition with the largest
bulk modulus from DFT for all cases in a single trial, after ten initial(N=10) and forty
subsequent measurements, the GP model is fit to the n = 50 training points, and applied
both to in-sample and out-of-sample data. Error bars indicate the variance of the GP

model. Red dashed line corresponds to target maximum bulk modulus from DFT.



C. Additional Results
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FIG. 4: Results for single objective optimization - maximization of bulk modulus. Average
maximum bulk modulus discovered using all described feature sets for a) N=2, b) N=5, c)

N=15, d) N=20.
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FIG. 5: Results for single objective optimization - maximization of bulk modulus. Swarm

plots indicating the distribution of the number of calculations required for convergence

using all described feature sets for a) N=2, b) N=5, ¢) N=15, d) N=20.

1 K. Pearson, “Notes on regression and inheritance in the case of two parents proceedings of the

royal society of london, 58, 240-242,” (1895).
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FIG. 6: Results for single objective optimization - maximization of bulk modulus. Average
maximum bulk modulus discovered using the best feature set F5, worst feature set Fg,

BMA; and BMA; for a) N=2, b) N=5, ¢) N=15, d) N=20.
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FIG. 7: Results for single objective optimization - maximization of bulk modulus. Swarm
plots indicating the distribution of the number of calculations required for convergence
using best feature set Fy, worst feature set Fz, BMA; and BMA,. a) N=2, b) N=5, ¢)

N=15, d) N=20.
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FIG. 8: Results for single objective optimization - maximization of bulk modulus. Average
model probabilities for maximizing bulk modulus using BMA; for a) N=2, b) N=5, ¢)
N=15, d) N=20.
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FIG. 9: Results for single objective optimization - maximization of bulk modulus. Average
model probabilities for maximizing bulk modulus using BMA, for a) N=2, b) N=5, ¢)
N=15, d) N=20.
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FIG. 10: Results for single objective optimization - minimization of shear modulus.
Average minimum shear modulus discovered using all described feature sets for a) N=2, b)

N=5, ¢) N=15, d) N=20.
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FIG. 11: Results for single objective optimization - minimization of shear modulus. Swarm

plots indicating the distribution of the number of calculations required for convergence

using all described feature sets for a) N=2, b) N=5, ¢) N=15, d) N=20.
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FIG. 12: Results for single objective optimization - minimization of shear modulus.

Average minimum shear modulus discovered using the best feature set Fy, worst feature set

Fs, BMA; and BMA, for a) N=2, b) N=5, ¢) N=15, d) N=20.
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FIG. 13: Results for single objective optimization - minimization of shear modulus. Swarm
plots indicating the distribution of the number of calculations required for convergence
using best feature set Fy, worst feature set Fg, BMA; and BMA,. a) N=2, b) N=5, ¢)

N=15, d) N=20.
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FIG. 14: Results for single objective optimization - minimization of shear modulus.
Average model probabilities for minimizing shear modulus using BMA; for a) N=2, b)

N=5, ¢) N=15, d) N=20. a) N=2, b) N=5, ¢) N=15, d) N=20.
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FIG. 15: Results for single objective optimization - minimization of shear modulus.
Average model probabilities for minimizing shear modulus using BMA, for a) N=2, b)

N=5, ¢) N=15, d) N=20. a) N=2, b) N=5, ¢) N=15, d) N=20.
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FIG. 16: Results for multi-objective optimization. Average number of true Pareto optimal
points found over all initial data set instances using best feature set Fy, worst feature set

Fy, BMA, and BMA, for a) N=2, b) N=5, ¢) N=15, d) N=20.

16



1 1 1 1 I I I I I I I
—_— oo [
08 - - F2 [e] o F5 =]
‘qc_)' g vy [ o=—0 Iy
K<} S 0.6
o o
3 3
< < 0.4
© ©
o o
= = 0.2}
| | | | | I I 00 | | | | | |
2 12 22 32 42 52 62 72 5 15 25 35 45 55 65 75
Number of Calculations Number of Calculations
(a) N=2 (b) N=5
I I I I I I I | | | |
— Fl oQ F4
0.8 0.8 - - o—o Fy |-
c c
2 )
L 0.6 L 0.6
© ©
8 8
F) 0.4 F: 0.4
O ©
o o '-l'..-
= 0.2 ® > 0.2 olofolol®
0.0 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 0.0 ] ] ] ] ] ] ]
15 25 35 45 55 65 75 85 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90
Number of Calculations Number of Calculations
(c) N=15 (d) N=20

FIG. 17: Results for multi-objective optimization. Average model probabilities using

BMA, for a) N=2, b) N=5, ¢) N=15, d) N=20.
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FIG. 18: Results for multi objective optimization. Average model probabilities using

BMA, for a) N=2, b) N=5, ¢) N=15, d) N=20.
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