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Machine learning methods have revolutionized the discovery process of new molecules and materials. How-
ever, the intensive training process of neural networks for molecules with ever-increasing complexity has re-
sulted in exponential growth in computation cost, leading to long simulation time and high energy consumption.
Photonic chip technology offers an alternative platform for implementing neural networks with faster data pro-
cessing and lower energy usage compared to digital computers. Photonics technology is naturally capable of
implementing complex-valued neural networks at no additional hardware cost. Here, we demonstrate the ca-
pability of photonic neural networks for predicting the quantum mechanical properties of molecules. To the
best of our knowledge, this work is the first to harness photonic technology for machine learning applications in
computational chemistry and molecular sciences, such as drug discovery and materials design. We further show
that multiple properties can be learned simultaneously in a photonic chip via a multi-task regression learning
algorithm, which is also the first of its kind as well, as most previous works focus on implementing a network
in the classification task.

I. INTRODUCTION

Data-driven approaches, in particular machine learning
methods, have in the past decade become an indispensable
tool for material design and molecular discovery [1, 2]. The
availability of large datasets, both experimental and compu-
tational, and the advancements in algorithms and computer
capability significantly accelerate the screening and identi-
fication of molecules and materials with desired properties
in vast chemical space. Among the machine learning meth-
ods, deep learning methods involving large and sophisticated
neural networks have emerged as the leading candidates for
molecular property prediction. However, despite their promis-
ing performance, training of such deep neural networks inad-
vertently leads to substantial computational costs associated
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with expensive hardware and high power consumption. This
is fundamentally due to the fact that modern computers are
built on the von Neumann architecture, and training neural
networks is a very memory-intensive task, which is then sub-
jected to the von Neumann bottleneck [3]. For example, the
highly successful recent work, Alphafold [4], for protein fold-
ing typically requires training times in the order of weeks us-
ing hundreds of costly graphic processing units (GPUs) [5].
Furthermore, while the size and computational costs of the
largest machine learning models continue to double every few
months [6], the efficiency of digital computational chips has
not managed to improve at a similar pace [7]. Thus, training of
ever more sophisticated machine learning models is expected
to lead to the exponential growth of energy consumption [8],
which comes with a huge environmental cost [9].

Optical computing, with its ability to perform arbitrary
linear functions between inputs and outputs [10], offers an
alternative paradigm to conventional digital computing for
computation-intensive tasks, such as implementing deep neu-
ral networks [11]. Optical computing implementations of ma-
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chine learning methods have been realized in neuromorphic
photonics [12, 13], all-optical neural networks [14, 15] and
photonic reservoir computing [16, 17]. In fact, optical imple-
mentation of neural networks has recently been demonstrated
to surpass cutting-edge GPUs in terms of speed and energy
consumption, and is potentially able to achieve orders of mag-
nitude improvements over conventional neural networks for
standard problem sizes [18]. Optical computing offers sev-
eral advantages over conventional digital computers, such as
low power usage [19–21], ultrafast optoelectronics with high
noise robustness [22], inherent parallelism [23], and large in-
formation storage [24]. Schemes have shown that all these
advantages are scalable to large problems [25]. Furthermore,
optical neural networks implementing complex-valued neural
networks have been developed recently [26].

Despite the promises of the optical neural network, its po-
tential in molecular sciences such as chemistry and biology
has not been explored. Additionally, most current works
on optical neural networks focus on the single-task learning
(STL) method. Yet, humans typically acquire knowledge and
arrive at generalization through multi-task learning (MTL). In
the study of molecules, we often encounter the need to predict
the values of many properties (e.g. free energy and enthalpy)
as the most desirable molecules or materials typically opti-
mize multiple properties simultaneously. This sort of multi-
task learning differs fundamentally from single-task classifi-
cation and requires modified algorithms. Instead of produc-
ing a category code to categorize a set of input data into a
specific class, we seek to produce and optimize a continuous
real-valued output [27]. It is also desired to learn multiple at-
tributes (tasks) at the same time, in the hope that we can lever-
age the knowledge contained in one task to generalize and
improve the performance of other tasks [28, 29]. With this
motivation in mind, we hope to implement multi-task regres-
sion neural network within the optical scheme. Furthermore,
molecular properties are inherently quantum mechanical and
the calculations involve complex-valued arithmetics, it would
therefore be appealing to attempt molecular property predic-
tion with complex-valued neural networks, a function that can
be accomplished on the same optical chip with no additional
hardware cost.

In this work, we apply an optical neural network chip to the
task of implementing a complex-valued neural network to pre-
dict multiple quantum mechanical properties of molecules. A
diagram of how this process is different from traditional quan-
tum chemistry methods is shown in Figure 1. Specifically, the
contribution of our work is threefold. Firstly, it constitutes
the first application of optical machine learning methods to

molecular sciences. Secondly, previous works of optical neu-
ral networks only consider single-task classification learning,
here we extend the optical neural network implementation to
a different class of machine learning tasks, namely multi-task
regression learning, and obtain satisfactory accuracy. Lastly,
we demonstrate that complex-value neural networks, as com-
pared to conventional real-value neural networks, offer supe-
rior performance for the prediction of molecular properties.

II. MOLECULAR DATABASE AND MACHINE LEARNING
MODEL

In this work, we use a database comprising computed
molecular properties, the QM9 database [34], to train a pho-
tonic neural network. The database contains approximately
134k molecules that consist of up to 9 non-hydrogen heavy
atoms (carbon, oxygen, nitrogen, and fluorine). Some no-
table entries in this database are small amino acids, such as
GLY and ALA, and pharmaceutically relevant organic mate-
rials, such as pyruvic acid, piperazine, and hydroxyurea. The
molecular geometries and chemical properties in the database
are calculated by density functional theory methods.

For this dataset, we encoded the chemical structure of the
molecule in a Coulomb matrix (see Supplemental Note 1 for
details). Since the largest molecules in the database contain
up to 29 atoms (including hydrogen), the Coulomb matrix for
each molecule is of size 29×29, and zero padding is applied
to the molecules with fewer than 29 atoms. As we will elab-
orate on later, our current optical chip support 16 real feature
inputs, which are then encoded in 8 complex inputs on the
chip. To reduce the dimensionality of the Coulomb matrix to
16, the eigenspectrum representation of the Coulomb matrix
is adopted as the feature set. For each Coulomb matrix, we di-
agonalized it to obtain its 29 eigenvalues and took the largest
16 eigenvalues as our feature set for each molecule. Our sim-
ulations show that even with a restricted subset of the eigen-
values, the dataset is still sufficiently rich to support accurate
learning of the chosen chemical properties (see Figure S1 in
the Supplemental Note). We focus on the predictions of three
molecular properties: enthalpy, internal energy, and free en-
ergy. More details about our model, such as label scaling and
model validation, can be found in Supplemental Notes 2 and
3.

III. DETAILS OF OPTICAL CHIP

Diagrams of the optical chip are shown in Figure 2a. Sim-
ilar to a typical neural network implemented on a classical
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FIG. 1: Task briefs and illustrations of the machine learning method for predicting molecular properties. a, The task of predicting molecular properties from
molecular datasets. Molecular eigenspectrums obtained by pre-processing the dataset QM9 were used as the feature maps for prediction. Feature maps for
100 molecules are visualized as examples. The expected outcome of the prediction is a continuous distribution of molecular properties. The prediction can be
realized by the traditional analytical method or Machine Learning method. b, The ML methods to predicting molecular properties. The upper portion represents
the typical quantum chemistry method. It relies on solving the Schrödinger equation approximately for large molecules. This method usually is time consuming.
The lower portion represents the proposed machine learning method on a photonic chip. By choosing suitable inputs from a representation of the molecule, a
neural network predicts molecular properties by finding complex relationships between the chosen inputs. This is typically faster than the traditional methods.A
typical convolutional neural network model on a digital computer has achieved high prediction accuracy [30]. Here, we focus only on a fully-connected network
structure whose training and prediction process are outsourced to photonic chips, as a proof-of-principle of the potential of photonic chips in accuracy and
efficiency. The convolutional operation can be achieved on-chip by optical frequency combs [31, 32] and microring resonators [33].

computer, it comprises an input layer, multiple hidden layers,
and an output layer. In an optical neural chip (ONC), light
signals are encoded and manipulated by controlling their am-
plitude and phase. The Maxwell equations that describe such
systems of interacting waveguides naturally give rise to com-
plex arithmetic. Usually an arbitrarily complex transforma-
tion matrix W can be decomposed into W =V †DU via Singu-
lar value decomposition, where U and V are unitary and D is
a diagonal matrix. For this work, we consider the simplified
transformations that can be expressed as W = DU . This is not
universal but has a large searching space compared to just a
single unitary matrix, and from empirical studies, meets our
requirements for the prediction of molecular properties. The
processing of input molecular data is shown in Figure 2a(i)-
(v), in which the Coulomb matrix of a molecule is calculated,
and then the eigenspectrum of the Coulomb matrix is calcu-
lated. Its 16 largest eigenvalues are used and encoded as opti-
cal inputs to the chip. The output of the chip is used to predict
the molecular properties.

The ONC implements the complex-valued transformation
by acting as a multiport interferometer. Multiport interferom-
eters implement linear transformation between several opti-
cal channels by arranging many Mach-Zehnder interferome-
ters (MZIs) in a specific pattern (a rectangular or triangular
mesh) [35–37], and it can be shown that any arbitrary unitary
operator can be decomposed and implemented in such a way.
By setting the transmissivity of both BS fixed at 50 : 50, each
MZI implements the complex unitary transformation between
the 2 neighboring mode waveguides indexed by p and q and
which can be parameterized by two independent phases θ and
φ :

Tp,q(θ ,φ) =



1 0 . . . . . . . . . . . .

0 1 . . . . . . . . . . . .

. . . . . . eiφ sinθ eiφ cosθ . . . . . .

. . . . . . cosθ −sinθ . . . . . .

. . . . . . . . . . . . 1 0

. . . . . . . . . . . . 0 1


, (1)

The PS can be thermally modulated to tune their phase shifts,
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FIG. 2: Design and fabrication of the optical chip. a, Architecture of an 8-mode optical neural network chip and the prediction of molecular properties. (i)
The representation of a molecule. (ii) Unsorted Coulomb matrix of the molecule. (iii) Eigenvalue spectra representation computed from the Coulomb matrix.
(iv) The 2-by-2 optical gate - the fundamental component of the optical neural network chip, and the transmission curve for tuning the internal phase shifter θ .
(v) The output of the optical neural network for prediction of molecular properties, including enthalpy, free energy, and internal energy in this demonstration.
The optical neural network is divided into a few layers. The first layer is the input layer, which comprises a laser followed by a number of MZIs that distribute
the reference light among the waveguides and encode the input into the network by manipulating the phase and magnitude of the light in each waveguide. The
next layer comprising the bulk of the ONC is the layer that implements the trainable transformation matrix. The last layer is the output layer which in our
cases comprises photon detectors, which enable us to implement the non-linear absolute activation function by detecting the intensity of light in each output
waveguide. b, The packaging of the optical chip. c, A false-color micrograph of the optical chips MZI network with integrated heaters. All 3 layers required for
the ONC to function are fabricated on one chip. This chip comprises 8 waveguides and 56 PS for the trainable transformation matrix, allowing us to train up to
8 complex inputs or 16 real inputs. The chip is wire-bonded to a circuit board that provides independent control of each PS by an electronic current driver.

allowing us to reconfigure the chip parameters without requir-
ing complicated modifications. In our case, all the PSs are
thermally tuned with integrated titanium nitride (TiN) heaters
bonded to a PCB.

A coherent laser is used to generate the input signals by
injecting them into one of the waveguides. The single laser
input is split into 8 equal paths on the chip, each of which can
be modulated in both amplitude and phase to encode the in-
put data. After the encoding of the input data, the meshes
of the MZIs are next used to implement the optical neural

network, or in other words, the trainable transformation ma-
trix. An N-mode network transforms the input state into an
output state by implementing an arbitrary unitary transfor-
mation U with complex weights. U is implemented with
multiple rotation matrices {Tp,q} and a diagonal matrix D,
U = ∏

N
p=2 ∏

p−1
q=1 Tp,qD. D is a diagonal matrix with complex

elements with a modulus equal to one on the diagonal, im-
plementing a bias on the outputs, and can be implemented in
an interferometer with individual phase shifts on the waveg-
uides at the output end. The optical neural chip is thus capable
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FIG. 3: Experimental regression results of the free energy. A total of 100 training instances and 30 testing instances are used for the chip experiment. An
initial population of 50 individuals is randomly generated. a, The diagram of the single task learning. Each optical gate is a simplified representation of the
MZI structure. b, The visualization of the on-chip training process. The x-axis represents training iterations, i.e., the generations in the Genetic Algorithm. The
y-axis represents the 50 individuals in each generation. On the y-axis, rows 1-3 are the elites directly inherited from the previous generation, rows 4-41 are the
children created by crossover, and rows 42-50 are children created by the mutation operator. Different colors represent different cost function values, while blue
represents smaller cost values and yellow the opposite. From this figure, we can see the evolution of the performance of chip configurations. c, d, The evolution
of the mean and the best cost function value in each generation, with increasing generations. e, The regression curve of the trained model on training and testing
samples. The 100 training instances (blue data points) are evaluated on the chip after training, to validate whether the training is successful, and the 30 test
instances (orange data points) measure the generalizability of the trained model. The regression quality is measured by the coefficient of determination R2 score
(the best regression has a R2 score of 1). The training R2 of our trained model on the chip is 0.9411, and the testing score is 0.9325.

of implementing a complex-valued neural network, which is
similar to a conventional real-valued neural network that is
implemented on classical computers, with the only difference
being that it relies on complex arithmetic. For a system with
N waveguides and an arrangement of MZIs described in [35–
37], this has the effect of implementing a hidden layer of N
complex-valued neurons. The output of such a neuron can be
expressed as:

y = f

(
N

∑
i=1

ωixi +b

)
, (2)

where the weights ωi and bias b are complex numbers and are
determined by the specific choices of θs and φs of the MZIs
in the ONC.

The light signals at the end of the neural network contain

both magnitude and phase information. The detection method
(i.e., intensity detection or coherent detection) is related to the
activation function that is applicable to the optical output. In
this work, we implement a type of absolute activation func-
tion M(z) = ||z||. The intensity detection method was cho-
sen because it is experimentally easy to implement, without
the need to consume additional MZIs. Coherent detection
is possible, but requires two additional columns of MZIs to
make light signals from any two adjacent waveguides inter-
fere with each other, and would lead to the complex Rec-
tified Linear Unit [38] activation function ModReLU(z) =
ReLU(||z||+ b)eiθz . The detection-based activation function,
although not an all-optical implementation, can be extended
to multiple layers. For each optical layer, the linear com-
putation is performed optically and the non-linear activation
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function is realized opto-electronically. For instance, Ash-
tiani et al. [39] demonstrated a photonic deep neural network
for sub-nanosecond image classification. Their implementa-
tion is first, use a uniformly distributed supply light to pro-
vide the same per-neuron optical output range so as to allow
scalability to multiple layers without suffering from cascading
loss; second, non-linear activation function is realized opto-
electronically.

In post-processing, a readout layer is applied to linearly
combine the light intensities at certain weights to predict
molecular properties. Weights in this linear layer are imple-
mented digitally, but are trained concurrently with the train-
able parameters of the optical chip layer (see Supplemental
Note 10). The training of this linear layer, in addition to ex-
tending the network depth and introducing more trainable pa-
rameters to improve its capabilities, also fulfills the functions
of pre-calibrating the efficiency of photodetectors at differ-
ent output ports, and scaling the light intensity to the level
of molecular property labels. By increasing the output dimen-
sion of this linear map, ONC can perform multi-task learning
or the practice of training the network on multiple labels si-
multaneously.

In our chip, we use an ONC comprising 8 modes and 56
PSs, to simultaneously learn 3 labels (enthalpy, free energy,
and internal energy). The input encoding employs additional
15 PSs. This supports up to 16 real inputs by taking the
largest 16 eigenvalues as our feature set for our data. Our
model essentially implements a single complex-valued 8× 8
weight matrix representing 8 complex-valued neurons (given
in Equation 2), followed by an absolute activation function
when reading out. The Supplementary Information contains
results on using a neural network on a digital computer to
learn these 3 labels when only given access to the largest 16
eigenvalues, and they indicate that the 16 largest eigenvalues
are sufficiently rich in information about the underlying sys-
tem to support accurate learning of these chemical properties.
The Supplementary Information also contains comparisons of
a similar complex-valued and real-valued neural network on
the dataset and suggests that a complex-valued network is su-
perior at learning to a similar real-valued network.

IV. EXPERIMENTAL RESULT

First, we discuss the neural networks trained independently
for enthalpy, free energy, and internal energy. The number
of such macroscopic properties can be increased for a large
enough chip. The neural network training process with the
genetic algorithm (GA) is illustrated in Fig. 3, using free en-

Enthalpy Free Energy Internal Energy

Train MAE 23.22 25.49 23.23

Train R2 0.9472 0.9411 0.9299

Test MAE 127.9 50.13 56.0

Test R2 0.9225 0.9325 0.9303

TABLE 1: Results from the experimental chip. Labels were learned inde-
pendently. As can be seen, even for small testing and training data sets, the
ONC is able to obtain high coefficients of determination.

ergy as an example. The entire training process is visualized
in Fig. 3a and shows that the optical neural network is ca-
pable of generating good successive generations by crossover
(see Supplemental Note 6 for more details). The evolution of
the best and mean cost function values with the GA iteration
are shown in Fig. 3b and c, respectively. It is clear that both
values reach plateaus after 20 iterations, indicating the high
efficiency of the GA algorithm in optimizing optical neural
networks. From the parity plot in Fig. 3d, good correlations
are seen between the reference and predicted values of free
energy for both training and test datasets.

The quantitative performances (MAE: mean absolute error,
and R2: coefficients of determination) of the neural networks
for the three thermodynamic properties are summarized in
Table 1. Our results demonstrate that the ONC possesses a
strong ability to implement a complex-valued neural network
model. Already they are able to get impressive coefficients of
determination values, and indicate that the model has strong
generalization as the coefficients of determinations between
the test and train sets are comparable. The prediction on en-
thalpy has a relatively large MAE, due to the small and thus
uneven triaining/testing sets (100/30 samples) randomly se-
lected from the large original dataset volume in this proof-of-
princple expeirment. This imperfection in MAE can be imr-
poved by having a larger data set.

Table 2 and Figure 4 show the results when we learned the
labels concurrently (multitask learning). In the table, we com-
pare the MAEs to a similarly complex neural network on a
digital classical computer, with the same dataset size. Com-
parable performances are achieved in both training and test-
ing metrics. We also note that our results for the multitask
learning are similar to the case where we learned the labels
separately. Furthermore, we emphasize that no additional re-
sources were required to perform multitask learning, as the
chip inherently implements parallel learning of labels. Al-
though the ONN used in this work and the training and testing
data sets are not large-scale, it is a complete proof of principle
for the application of photonic chip-based machine learning
methods to molecular research, including the training process.
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FIG. 4: Experimental results were obtained from the chip when regressing on all 3 properties at once (multitask learning). a, A multi-task model, equivalent to
three single-task models, is implemented on the chip at one time. Three molecular properties, enthalpy-the amount of energy stored in a bond between atoms in
a molecule, free energy-the energy available in a system to do useful work, and internal energy-the total of the kinetic energy due to the motion of molecules and
the potential energy associated with the vibrational motion and electric energy of atoms within molecules, are investigated. b, c, d, The regression curves for
the properties enthalpy, free energy, and internal energy. e, The visualization of the training process. f, The five-number summary of parameter sets produced in
each training iteration. The five-number summary is the minimum, first quartile (Q1), median, third quartile (Q3), and maximum. A convergence trend of the
cost function values, as well as the convergence of the variations of all individuals in each iteration, are observed with the training iterations increasing.

The system is the potential to spur on further developments in
using ONNs for machine learning tasks.

V. DISCUSSIONS AND CONCLUSIONS

The use of machine learning models, in particular deep neu-
ral networks, has been demonstrated to be effective in learning

the hidden relationships between complex, high-dimensional
data sets [27, 40]. These techniques provide us with a more
efficient and economical way to predict molecular properties
and hold enormous promise to accelerate material design and
drug discovery. [41]. Despite their excellent performance,
the complicated structures necessary for such networks, es-
pecially for performing more complex learning tasks will re-
quire increasingly more computing power and higher energy
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Enthalpy Free Energy Internal Energy

ONC Train MAE 27.52 25.33 23.33

ONC Train R2 0.9449 0.9307 0.9294

ONC Test MAE 130.70 45.67 59.06

ONC Test R2 0.9237 0.9051 0.8974

DCC Train MAE 17.34 11.90 13.38

DCC Train R2 0.9624 0.9838 0.9812

DCC Test MAE 116.23 20.33 23.46

DCC Test R2 0.9399 0.9345 0.9214

TABLE 2: Results from the optical neural chip (ONC), compared to results
from a digital classical computer (DCC). The same data set was used for
comparison between the ONC and the digital classical computer. Labels were
learned concurrently (multitask learning). The performance is comparable to
the digital classical computer on the training set, as well as in generalizing the
results for the test set. Both the DCC and ONC were trained with a genetic
algorithm.

consumption.
Furthermore, the vast majority of such models rely on a

real-valued neural network. Recent studies suggest that us-
ing complex-valued neural networks could significantly im-
prove the performance of similar models [42] by offering
richer representational capacity [43], faster convergence [44],
strong generalization [45] and noise-robust memory mecha-
nisms [46]. It has also been shown that complex-valued neural
networks have potential in domains where the data is naturally
represented with complex numbers, or the problem is complex
by design [47]. Thus, using such complex networks could
also potentially be better in dealing with quantum-mechanical
problems, as quantum mechanics is inherently a complex-
valued theory. However, it is typically not efficient to im-
plement a complex-valued network on a classical digital com-
puter as complex numbers have to be represented by two real
numbers on the digital computer [48, 49], which increases the
computationally expensive components of the neural network
algorithms [50, 51].

To overcome this, optical computing has been proposed as
an alternate computing platform. The applications of opti-
cal computing to run neural networks provide various advan-
tages over classical digital computers, ranging from low elec-
trical power usage, being more energy efficient and robust to
noise, and its inherent parallelism allowing us to break down
the computation into small steps that are performed in paral-
lel. Most interestingly, it is capable of truly complex-valued
arithmetic, allowing us to implement complex-valued neural
networks with no additional cost. Such complex-valued net-
works have been shown to also hold advantages over similar
real-valued networks. However, most studies on applying op-
tical computing to neural networks have focused on single-

task classification learning. This is a different class of ma-
chine learning tasks as compared to what is usually required
for applications in chemistry, which is multi-task regression
learning, and it was not known previously if such promising
prior results in single-task classification would carry over.

Our work is the first known application of optical neural
networks to chemistry. This is the first known application of
an optical neural network on chip to optimizing a continuous-
valued regression task. It is also the first work to show that
such a setup is capable of learning multiple properties at once
(multi-task learning) at no additional cost. This also suggests
that they would fare well in similar learning paradigms in
machine learning, such as transfer learning and multi-output
regression. It also demonstrates that complex-valued optical
neural networks can achieve performance similar to classical
real-valued neural networks implemented on digital comput-
ers, for the specific task of learning the chemical properties of
molecules. Although currently small, such devices have great
prospects for scaling up. It is also reasonable to assume that
similar models will be effective in regression tasks for other
types of data sets. Such an ONC will be vastly more power
efficient than any equivalent neural network run on a DCC, al-
lowing for ever larger neural networks to be trained without a
prohibitive energy cost. We give a rough estimate of the power
efficiency of our ONC in Supplemental Note 7 and show that
already at this scale, it is on orders of magnitude more power
efficient than the most power-efficient supercomputers.

By utilizing such optical chips in a manner where we of-
fload the majority of the computational tasks of a neural net-
work off a classical digital computer to them, we also show the
potential of creating future hybrid computing systems, blend-
ing the advantages of optical and neuromorphic computing
with those of classical digital computers. It is also possible
to extend our ONC into a fully-fledged multi-layer neural net-
work with multiple hidden layers by cascading the optical cir-
cuits. Such cascaded photonic neural networks have also been
demonstrated to be effective in performing various compli-
cated machine learning tasks [52].
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SUPPLEMENTAL NOTE

1. Coulomb matrix

Much work has been done on figuring out how to efficiently
and effectively encode the physical properties of a molecule
in a form that can be fed as an input to a machine learn-
ing model. One method is to encode it in a form called the
Coulomb matrix, and such methods have been routinely ap-
plied to the QM7 [53, 54] and QM9 [34, 55] data sets. While
the Coulomb matrix is a low-level molecular descriptor, it is
extremely simple to calculate and generate, does not require
any domain knowledge, and is already able to obtain promis-
ing results [56–58].

The elements of the Coulomb matrix are defined by Equa-
tions 3 and 4:

cii =
1
2

Z2.4
i , (3)

ci j,i6= j =
ZiZ j

|Ri−R j|
, (4)

where Zi is the atomic number of atom i, and Ri is its posi-
tion in atomic units. Note that the Coulomb matrix is sym-
metric and invariant to translation and rotation. The label-
ing of the atom indexes is also not unique, thus for any given
molecule, many different Coulomb matrices could be used to
represent it, all related to each other by permuting rows and
columns. This is commonly seen as an issue that prevents the
Coulomb matrix representation from being used out-of-the-
box, as many different Coulomb matrices can be associated
with the same molecule. 3 workarounds are usually used for
this [59]:

1. Eigenspectrum representation of the Coulomb matrix.
For a d× d Coulomb matrix, the eigenspectrum repre-
sentation can be obtained by solving for the eigenvalues
of the Coulomb matrix under the constraint {λk} > 0,
where {λk} is the set of eigenvalues. The spectrum
(λ1,λ2, . . . ,λd), can then be used as the representation.
This also conveniently reduces the dimension of the fea-
ture set, although it could potentially remove unrecov-
erable information about the structure of the molecule.

2. Sort the Coulomb matrix. We can choose the permu-
tation of atoms whose associated Coulomb matrix C
satisfies ||Ci ≥ Ci+1||, where Ci denotes the ith row of
the Coulomb matrix. By doing so, we ensure that each
molecule has a unique Coulomb matrix associated with
it.

3. Extend the data set with randomly sorted Coulomb ma-
trices. This involves generating a set of valid Coulomb
matrices for each molecule by randomly permuting
rows and columns (equivalent to randomly indexing
the molecules) and extending the data set with them.
Thus, in the extended data set, each molecule (and thus
each set of property labels) has multiple, equally valid,
Coulomb matrices associated with it.

All 3 methods have been shown to work quite effectively for
regression in neural networks on the QM7 database, which is
a smaller subset of the QM9 database which we will be using
in this work.

Furthermore, as mentioned in our main text, our current ex-
perimental setup is limited to 16 real feature inputs, encoded
into 8 complex inputs. Simulations indicate that the data set
still retains enough information about the molecule to permit
accurate learning. A comparison of how the accuracy of the
machine learning model changes with the number of eigen-
value inputs is shown in Figure S1.

Finally, it is worth mentioning that while the data set pro-
vides other properties like the Highest Occupied Molecular
Orbital (HOMO) and the heat capacity, from our numerical
simulations running similar-sized real-valued and complex-
valued neural networks on the data set, we found that if we
are limited to the eigenvalue spectrum of the Coulomb ma-
trix for each molecule, the data set was not rich enough to
learn those other properties accurately. However, we would
like to stress that our optical implementation is general. Any
descriptor of the molecule can be used, not just the Coulomb
matrix. In our experiment, we utilize the Coulomb matrix as
an example, but other, higher dimensional descriptors of the
molecule like the molecular matrix and the 3D-MoRSE de-
scriptors could be used too.

2. Scaling of data

It is known that many machine learning and data-driven an-
alytical methods perform better when the numerical features
and labels are scaled to a standard range [60, 61]. In this work,
we are dealing with eigenvalue features that numerically range
from a few hundred to single-digit numbers, and property la-
bels that are of the order 105. While the input features do not
pose too much of a problem due to the way we construct our
optical chip, the output labels do need to be scaled to a smaller
range. We also want to avoid our labels having negative val-
ues, due to the method we are detecting outputs on our optical
chip. Thus, we used a simple Min-Max normalization scaling
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FIG. S1: Comparison of a different number of eigenvalues used. Simulations were conducted with a simple model built using PyTorch and assessed using Root
Mean Square Error (RMSE). As can be seen, even if restricted to 16 eigenvalues, we are already able to capture most of the details of the system, and using
more eigenvalues does not drastically improve the results of the model. This gives us confidence that although our experimental chip limits us to 16 real inputs,
we are not giving up too much in accuracy. a, Enthalpy. b, Internal energy.c, Free energy.

technique on each label separately, so that all the labels are
scaled into the range [0,1]. This was done with this map:

yscaled =
y− ymin

ymax− ymin
, (5)

where for each label, ymin(ymax) is the minimum (maximum)
value for that label in the entire data set.

3. Model validation

For our model, we divided up the data set randomly into
a training group consisting of 4

5 ths of the data, and a test
group consisting of the remaining 1

5 th of the data. While a
more systematic manner of distributing the data could be used
(for example, stratified 5-fold cross-validation with identical
cross-validation folds, used in [54]), from our simulations
over many random divisions of data, this did not play a major
part in affecting the accuracy of our model. We used a simple
mean square error objective function for our model and relied
on easily available commercial optimization software to train
the parameters in our model [62].

4. The optical gate

The flow of light is controlled by the 2×2 optical gate, the
fundamental element of the programmable optical neural net-
works. The transformation of the optical gate is unitary. Its
implementation as shown in Figure 2(iv) is through a Mach-
Zehnder interferometer (MZI) and needs two adjustable θ and
φ to independently control the power splitting and the relative
phase delay. An MZI contains two couplers (which is realized
by a multi-mode interference device in our chip) connected

by two waveguides, while the optical path can be modulated
to introduce phase difference. When the two fixed couplers
have a perfect 50:50 split ratio, all coupling ratios from 0%
(bar) to 100% (cross) are possible. The phase difference is
induced by configurable modulators, which are the so-called
phase shifters, through the thermo-optic effect. The MZI can
be represented as a sequence of BS-PS(θ )-BS. Another phase
shifter PS(φ ) is placed at one input port of the MZI to form
the optical gate, which is represented by PS(φ )-BS-PS(θ )-BS.
The transformation matrix of BS is

ÛBS =
1√
2

[
1 i
i 1

]
, (6)

while the transformation matrix of a phase shifter, for exam-
ple, the phase shifter θ on one arm of MZI, can be described
as

ÛPS(θ) =

[
eiθ 0
0 1

]
. (7)

By sequentially multiplying these separated transformation
matrices, the transformation matrix of the optical gate is given
by

Û = ÛBSÛPS(θ)ÛBSÛPS(φ)

=
1
2

[
1 i
i 1

][
eiθ 0
0 1

][
1 i
i 1

][
eiφ 0
0 1

]

= iei θ
2

[
eiφ sin

(
θ

2

)
eiφ cos

(
θ

2

)
cos
(

θ

2

)
−sin

(
θ

2

) ] .
(8)

The term iei θ
2 plays the role of global phase.



14

Enthalpy (R) Enthalpy (C) Free Energy (R) Free Energy (C) Internal Energy (R) Internal Energy (C)

MAE (kcal/mol) 1197 968 1208 1022 1321 971

RMSE (kcal/mol) 3067 2531 3065 2511 3088 2525

Gradient 0.9841 0.9916 0.9848 0.9931 0.9858 0.9919

R2 0.9850 0.9898 0.9850 0.9900 0.9848 0.9899

TABLE S1: Results from comparing a real (R) and complex (C) network on the QM9 data. Both networks were constructed with a single hidden layer consisting
of 8 neurons, and a ReLU activation function was used in between each layer for both networks. MAE: Mean Absolute Error, RMSE: Root Mean Square Error,
Gradient: Gradient of best-fit regression line (= 1 for perfect learning), R2: Coefficient of determination.

5. Experimental setup

The chip is fabricated at Advanced Micro Foundry, Singa-
pore. The chip is wire-bonded to a printed circuit board, pro-
viding independent control of each phase shifter by an elec-
tronic current driver with 1-kHz frequency and 12-bit resolu-
tion (Qontrol Devices, Inc.). Laser pulses are generated by
an Ultrafast Optical Clock device (PriTel Inc.) with a repe-
tition rate of 500 MHz, a central wavelength of 1550.12 nm,
and a bandwidth of 2 nm. The input single pump light is cou-
pled into the chip by a one-dimensional subwavelength grat-
ing coupler and detected off-chip by 8-mode grating coupler
arrays. A polarization controller is utilized to maximize the
coupling efficiency of the fiber to chip. A Peltier controlled
by Thorlabs TED200C is used to stabilize the temperature of
the chip and reduce the heat fluctuations caused by the ambi-
ent temperature and the heat crosstalk within the chip.

6. Genetic algorithm

For training our neural network, we utilized a genetic algo-
rithm to optimize the parameters for the ONC, to cut down on
the time needed to conduct the experiment.

A genetic algorithm is a global optimization algorithm that
can be summarized as so:

1. The genetic algorithm first starts out by creating a ran-
dom initial population.

2. The algorithm then iteratively creates a sequence of new
populations, known as generations. It does so with the
following steps:

(a) Calculates the scores of the current population
with the cost function. These scores are known
as fitness scores.

(b) Chooses a certain number of the current popula-
tion with the best fitness scores. These are known
as the elite and are passed on to the next genera-
tion.

(c) Produces children from the current generation
(parents), with crossovers (combining the entries
of a pair of parents) and mutations (randomly
making changes to parents). These children are
then also passed on to the next generation.

3. The current generation is replaced with the next gener-
ation.

4. This is repeated until the stopping criteria are met. In
our case, the stopping criteria is a set number of itera-
tions/generations.

For our genetic algorithm, we conducted it over 50 training
iterations (otherwise known as generations), with each gener-
ation having a population of 50. Between each generation, we
selected the top 3 to survive into the next generation (the elite),
then generated 47 additional samples, 39 by crossover, and 8
by mutation. Also due to time constraints, instead of utiliz-
ing the whole data set, we only utilized 100 randomly chosen
data points in the data set to serve as our training data, and an-
other 30 randomly chosen data points to serve as our test data.
This implies that our results will be less accurate than what
we expect. However, we believe that even with this small data
set, our results demonstrate that our ONC possesses a strong
ability to implement a complex-valued neural network model.
Useful references can be found in [63–67].

7. Resource comparison with digital computers

In this section we give a rough comparison of how much
processing power and power consumption an ONC will use, as
compared to training an equivalent network on a digital com-
puter.

For a N ×N matrix, it takes on the order of O(N2) oper-
ations to compute a matrix-matrix product on a digital com-
puter. If we assume that the non-linear activations can be im-
plemented efficiently (typically of order O(N), the number of
equivalent floating-point operations per second (FLOPS) on a
digital computer an ONC is capable of performing is given by
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Network depth No. of parameters

(N = 8, M = 3)

Performance
Layer descriptions

MAE R2

Optical layer

+ readout layer
2 115 17.34 0.96

A complex nonlinear layer + a real linear layer
~hN×1 = ||~W N×N · c~xN×1 +~bN×1||
~yM×1 = ~RM×N ·~yN×1 +~b′

M×1

Readout layer 1 27 83.20 0.31
A real linear layer

~yM×1 = ~RM×N ·~yN×1 +~b′
M×1

TABLE S2: Comparison of the network architecture with or without the optical layer.

FIG. S2: The comparison of coherent detection and intensity detection.

R:

R = m∗N2 ∗D FLOPS, (9)

where m is the number of layers, and D is the detection rate of
the measurement device. The very best photodetectors can po-
tentially achieve detection rates of ≈ 1011 Hz for single pho-
tons [68]. For comparison, the very best supercomputers right
now have speeds of around ≈ 1018 FLOPS. It can be seen
that it will not take an extremely large optical neural network
N ≈ 1000 to achieve parity with such supercomputers.

If we consider power consumption, the comparison be-
comes even more favorable for ONCs. If we assume the prop-
agation loss at the photonic circuit level to be negligible (usu-
ally on the order of a few percent), the power required to run
the ONC is given as P:

P = N ∗ p∗A Watt, (10)

where A is the cross-section of the waveguide, and p is the sat-
uration power (Watt/cm2). For our ONC, A≈ 10−4, p≈ 1, and
D≈ 109. This gives a power efficiency of P/R = m∗N ∗1013

FLOPS/Watt. This is already a few orders of magnitude of
power efficiency above the most efficient supercomputers,
which are around 50∗109 FLOPS/Watt [69]. We want to em-
phasize that the values of D, p, and A can all be further im-
proved on, which would only further increase the efficiency.

8. Comparative studies

Comparison of complex-valued and real-valued neural
networks. Table S1 shows the results from simulating similar
real and complex networks. As can be seen, in general the
complex network performs better, which also implies that to
obtain comparable performance, a complex-valued required a
smaller chip size and fewer free components (fewer PSs) as
compared to a real-valued model on a chip.

With/without the optical chip layer. Table S2 shows the
results from simulating the network structure with or with-
out the optical chip layer, from the perspectives of network
depth, trainable parameters and performance on free energy
(as an example). From the results, the optical chip layer is of
great significance to perform the task of predicting molecular
properties. In particular, for a single readout layer, it simply
performs real-valued linear regression, which is not qualified
for tasks like predicting molecular properties.

Comparison of coherent and intensity detection. Per-
forming coherent detection or intensity detection directly af-
fects the type of nonlinear activation function that can be ap-
plied. Figure S2 shows the results of simulating the same op-
tical neural network with coherent detection or intensity de-
tection. From the results, performing coherent detection has
some performance advantages over intensity detection. How-
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FIG. S3: The fabrication process of the integrated silicon photonic chip.

ever, intensity detection is experimentally easier to achieve,
using fewer MZIs. For a triangle structure, one additional col-
umn is needed by coherent detection; for a rectangular struc-
ture, two additional columns are needed. Besides, coherent
detection requires measurements of sinθ and cosθ to fully de-
termine the phase angle θ , thus the number of measurements
is doubled.

9. Fabrication process

The waveguide structures are built on the common SOI
platform, with Si and SiO2 as the core and cladding materials,
respectively. The large refractive index contrast between Si
(nSi = 3.48) and SiO2 (nSiO2 = 1.44) ensures the strong con-
finement of light within the Si core. The waveguide is with
cross-sectional dimensions of 500×220 nm2 to enable single
TE mode transmission. Titanium nitride (TiN) is selected as
the heater material due to its very high melting point, good
electrical conductivity, and CMOS compatibility. The TiN
heaters has a length of 150 µm, width of 3 µm, and thick-
ness of 120 nm.

The fabrication process starts from an 8-inch SOI wafer
with 220 nm thick Si device layer and 2 µm thick buried
oxide (BOX) layer. The step 1 is to add a laser mark on
the wafer for future process tracking. Then the wafer is pre-
cleaned with quick dump rinse (QDR) and sulfuric peroxide

mix (SPM). After preparing the wafer, the step 2 is to pat-
tern the grating coupler structure by deep ultraviolet (DUV)
photolithography and reactive ion etching (RIE). The Si de-
vice layer is shallowly etched by 110 nm. The step 3 is hard
mask deposition and patterning. 70 nm thick SiO2 is deposited
using plasma enhanced chemical vapor deposition (PECVD)
and used as a hard mask for the following Si waveguide etch-
ing. The waveguide structure is patterned using another DUV
photolithography and RIE steps. In the step 4, the SiO2 hard
mask together with the residual photoresist are used for the Si
etching to transfer the waveguide pattern from the SiO2 hard
mask to the Si device layer. The Si device layer is partially
etched by 130 nm. The remaining 90 nm Si is left for the
rib structure in step 5. The Step 5 is the rib structure pat-
terning. Another lithography step masked the rib region with
photoresist. The photoresist together with the hard mask pro-
tected the waveguide and rib structure in the final RIE etching
step. After this step, all the patterning for the silicon device
layer is finished, for different devices such as MZI and grat-
ing couplers. In the step 6, SiO2 is deposited, followed by
chemical mechanical polishing (CMP) to obtain a planarized
2 µm thick upper cladding layer. 120 nm thick TiN layer is de-
posited by physical vapor deposition (PVD). The TiN heater
is then patterned. In the step 7, SiO2 is deposited to cover the
TiN heater. Another CMP step is performed to realize a 500
nm thick top cladding layer. Then via hole is etched. Finally,
a 2 µm thick Al layer is deposited and the metal contact is pat-
terned. In the last step 8, the wafer is prepared for dicing. The
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trenches are patterned for sidewall protection and the whole
chip surface is covered with Al2O3.

10. The network architecture and hybrid training

The neural network learns by adjusting its weights and bias
iteratively to yield the desired output. The molecular features
(network input) and molecular property labels (desired net-
work output) are both encoded on the light intensities. The
training of the network finds a mapping/input-output relation-
ship between the network input and output, while the light
intensities provide a bridge. In our implementation, the con-
version factor from the molecular features (eigenvalues) to the
light intensity is a constant, which is denoted as c. Suppose
the input dimension is N, the output dimension is M, the net-
work input is ~xN×1, and the optical chip layer is ~W N×N , then
the input light intensity of the optical chip layer is encoded as

c~xN×1.

After applying the optical weight matrix and absolute activa-
tion function (by intensity detection) to the input, the output
light intensity is

f (~W N×N · c~xN×1 +~bN×1),

where f (z) = ||z||, and~bN×1 is the bias vector. After the linear
output layer ~RM×N , the neural network output is

~hM×1 = ~RM×N · f (~W N×N · c~xN×1 +~bN×1). (11)

The bias of the readout layer is ignored here for simplification.
The conversion factors ~DM×M transforms light intensity~hN×1

to molecular properties~yN×1 with different physical units, and
can be written as a diagonal matrix (since a network output
corresponds to a molecular property) as

~DM×M =


d1 · · · 0
...

. . .
...

0 · · · dM

 .

The output intensity after the encoding is

~yM×1 = ~DM×M ·~hM×1

= ~DM×M ·~RM×N · f (~W N×N · c~xN×1 +~bN×1)

= (~DM×M ·~RM×N) · f (~W N×N · c~xN×1 +~bN×1).

(12)

In a real implementation, the conversion factors ~DM×M are
combined to the training of the linear output layer as ~R′

M×N
=

(~DM×M ·~RM×N).
Overall, the network architecture has two layers, the op-

tical chip layer and the readout layer on a digital computer.
The free parameters of the on-chip complex-valued weight
matrix W , and the free parameters of readout layer R′, al-
though implemented on different devices, are trained concur-
rently. These two layers form a complete forward propaga-
tion by feeding the real chip output to the readout layer. Then
the final network output is used to compute the cost function,
which will be used to decide the directions and step sizes to
optimize these free parameters, through an evolutionary opti-
mization algorithm. The training process is depicted in Fig-
ure S4.

FIG. S4: The training flow of the hybrid neural network of an optical chip
layer and a digital readout layer. Training parameters in both layer are trained
concurrently.
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