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Figure 1 The classification of reaction encoding methods (color online).
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Figure 2 An example of molecule and reaction encoding (color online).
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FHEISE M o 73047 RAE. X —2R MR T H.
o3 T B GRS FAE 70 7 BT fi(nodes), #4
W B AE N 7 B I (edges) & 57 TG 1] Bl (undirected
graph). TRE—22 1, "] LR E-FIPET . B 15 4y
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prints 7] AT 20 F- (VA R PE . 2GRS, T is s
FERT T, AT LB R UAT SR TR S0 AR i 2, DRItk
RIF M TG ECFP. R % 76 B m .
Bl & R 2 R AN BT 58 3, 1 o T AR AR
IRCRAAEAN W T, B 9035 v DA ] B e 2 )
GRS ), FERIEHEEE AT IIZE, M
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1900 /54Ny 7% A 104N 3DF % S 142D B,
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145K 3 T 57K

R, LA Ok ) TR 4
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meNet. 1%777% BEE 15 7 12 H R BT 28 1) 2 24,
Tff PR I 285 BAD 00 2 1D 55 0 1 g R IR A 2 T, [
T 5N B 4E AL IEALH]. T DimeNetif
— (9 8t GemNet PV B 745 BAL I 101 72
it — B 5l N T AV TR RE R, RIE THL
PR FRAEX e . PR AEAEATM,
TG B fgUsk, M 7E )5 38 1 n] PAIX 3 F 157
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Figure 3 Heck reaction and its condition.
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Table 1 The comparison of black-box optimization algorithms
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n-SIMPLEX [ T 14 ;

B0, HEF (order): ARAE £ (o) (B0 T 2EAT A
FEy f(x) <) < .o <f(x,.); AR AL

$ =, HEil(centroid): PIFFHE S f (x,,,), T

s : 13
A A I = — :
Rin A S EOx, = 4 Z;x
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R AT
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B DA A 77 ) T B0 IS U Nelder-Mead
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fe(%14).

Cortés-Borda%5 ¢ tH 11 24t Nelder-Mead i 3 2 i
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Figure 4 Matsuda-Heck reaction and its condition.
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Figure S Knoevenagel condensation reaction and its condition.
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3.2.2 SLHERLRETL

X R A BT, W3R HERR AT Armijo 3t HE
BREE, o T IR SRR A R R, 3Lk
PEEM £ U R 7 1745 24 A 5 B S
T3 TV I AABURIRA RE T — UGEAX. I AT BAR LR HTA
FEERN R R NI . AW /K- 58 W R & 1,
SRR BEVE A - DO i B A 452 B I 13X o A A 9
2 20 R 2R AR 5. 17 Armijo S50V I B0 2 AL TE T
LT Armijo SR AL IR R, X S BRI L
AR Armijo SIEAGIE B AT LU I B () SRk B2
AT oty o B VA B AL AERR EEA5 B mT AT AN
UL, BRRE T B ] AR it S AR A SO L

3.3 BT UM AL e 5

R 2 S B A A S R R R AL B,
PR B 435 SR B kT 0 st o7 R o L TG TR, A
HEARBEIRIS 2 R, 3T DU e AE i s B
FAACSIR AT DUHAT R L. BART R, Ui
WA )E T B aEesis, T sRmmEE SRR 1R
KOs el B, SIREE TR AR BE A, R i AR
(5] Y 00 H AT 2 s Ak R B TR 2 A ) AR A
B FE B P &5 R R E R AL, H TPl —A
WERFIA, SRR R B AE T 8 T — R
A B IR PR 5 MV N R B R, DL
LA Sk R v LUK S A B R P A5,

S, W AMCHEAR T R S R B
5 SIS

Hb,
J=ET#

B0, PR R B E N —A KA

g E WIS A, A DL S 2 SR



REFR: b 2023 53 % 1M

VUL, KRR RIS &, EEE P
S iL B 5 1B A

I LR DU St SRR AR AL 22 S SE 2R AR AL A Hh 4
JZ R, PR e UL R, R4 DU e fe
BLIFRAEAE S AR A DA A R (1 52 4.

3.3.1 DU e Ae s

5, VUL SR i B4
fo BEERE, WA —HEBESHx, 5251

HHE f (x);
X BRI, HSBBUETEE M AT
LI E;

D: HHESE, m T E AR Bn 4, Xt
HAHFIRN(x, ), xt—HHSHL, yRRZA S HT
NGRS

u: SRAERAL, FDOERE T — B IR R £

M: ARFRAEA,

TN DU R A ) B IR R

Sk DI %

l: for t =1,2,...do
2. B TEM EACRAE R EL, R, x, = argmaxxu(x\Dl:H).
30 SEE SRR BIREAAT H AR fA: y=flx)+e,

4 §RMRED, | -
5: end for

{Dr o} LM,

SFARELBIR, — R F m L R (GP) Y A
RIM BRBE AT . GPARZY Hy 22 {8 R KO 5 22 PR 2
. SR BOE T — A g e AT, T %
B IE TR PR Z B SR R, R
5%&»)\#]751%“5’] RIRMAE T Z R Bt 5

RERE By Z2 I AT RG] ARSI, JXAE DT A A 5
%A ’@%&@'ﬁ;&%&$‘*$ﬁﬁéﬁ’]ﬂ;ﬁfﬂﬁ?&.

— Al e AR R, WX E
FIEEA R EEN ARG DA R —
Ao T AR T AR E F) P pR BORI B 75 22 R B SE
S XA SCHOEAR £ (), T S R Ko () Py 7
PR Bk (e, X 9 A

m(x) = E[f (x)] (M

k(x,x") = E[(f (x) =m(x))(f (x") = m(x"))] @)
RS (o) I e it 2, RS A

S (x) ~ GP(m(x), k(x,x") 3)

5 ZR ] TR Z A B &, AT LU ]
R HORASAN. 5 DA R 375 5 B0 R Lk o (x, x )
=C. &M EléﬁlkL(x x) =x"x'VL K W
koy(x,x") = 079, 5. TEBBLLF m i RS AL ),
ﬁﬁﬁLﬁ@Eﬂ% D7 23 303K 56 23 Af BT A] SR A5
U BA I AR R AL S (x).

TEAFBALR £ (o) Ja, 7T DAAR S K AR bR B (x) 13
FR —ASRAE ST IR R R E AR D 8=
Hrad R, AT S S35 A L 21 B 0A f e A B W A2
3158 0 N gINE PSSk Gk

UCB (upper confidence bound):

uycp(: ) = m(x) = B k(x,x);

POI (probability of improvement): ¥ 5t 7€ X f" AN E
0, if £(x) > /"
1 if £ </
SRAE R U R R B Ex BRI HIEE, /)

LB e /M DLR SO BR B (x) = { i

P
upy(x)= E[r(x)l, D] = j N(f 3 m(x), k(x,x))df ;

EI (expected improvement): B 40E X" NEFIS
{1 5 /MEL A S RAH] B B (x) = max(0, 17 — f (x)), WEREE
HREUE LN

A
up(x)= E[r(x)k, D}= j (f —fON(f;m(x), k(x,x))df .

FESEBR R DU S A SRR, W05 ZE A% R O
KAEREUIH 2Rk e, thsh, RELBIRIR T 5 Wi
TSR 2 A8, tree-structured parzen estimator (TPE)
R — P22 ) D0 Al AR A S,

3.3.2 UM OCACAE SR H ER B

N T RS 2 A B AR $L, Schweidt-
mann$ Mg H 7 TS-EMO (Thompson sampling effi-
cient multi-objective)5ik, HIEH FEu8 DA LLIAE H VL
A3 2 IR IR AR ESCRAR G f AL B ST SR FE ATV AT
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Wi o 8 BRI SR AE AL A & AR R A B 2 P

MR Z A B bR R — A SR, 75 A e
R BLAIN-F 364k [ B, TS-EMOKRE S H 3)
BN R G A RAALER T B 28 77 2R 44
MEDLX = A~ B AR AL, @ B T8 S J5 R R
EENEUHRAE LA AR AL T S-EMO S92 1) 1o i i PR A 7Y
SR 5 TS-EMOSL L AH F 6 1 KA I b iy 17t i o
HURFE. SR)5, fETS-EMOH A £ B brigtfL 5 ik K
SE BEHUREA (M ZHTRTI. &5, TS-EMOMiZ A 24t
ROV U — 45288, B 7R o s bRl RIBRT AT
AR, FEHHAT WA SERR S, B i AR AR Y 5
ERMER ZSREEBE R &M, EREES, R
FERIBEALIE B SR ARRE T DU B et i B 75 AR 2
FHA A

BT, Shields25 P FR T U7 52 S A AL HE 2 A0
TR A TR, 1% T B A2 5] LU A o i ol i3t
PIARAL SR AE B AT H o SR ae = sk, N TR
ERCR,  ABATTRE DUk SO0 1k S F - 6 42E Js oy R e 42 8
1B (F46).

W s SRR, DU B A TE P A0k 38R (S 5%
BTN — S5 (45 R S 0146 7T B (1) 22 =) 7 T A AR
TR, I0UE T 76 H 8 S8 5 s e o or DL
P Ak 7 AT DA 3k S AT RO A BRI e MR A 2R, Sk
IBHEIRBN LS. XTSI, mir R o7
LR BN Matérn52, SREERECAEL  TEIELE [V
180000 1] RE AL & A1, DU B A Ab B8 7= 28 A
60%32 T+ £199%, 7E M S IR B 1312500 FH 7] GE
Be B, DU R R = M 36% 52 T 169%, [FH]
B REF T AL R 2 e ST 2 K OR4E . T S50 & 1.

B DL e A 28 AL 2 S S A PR A ) ) v A
H, B TR DU i 4 T A KSR
3k, WINEXTorch. Gryffin"* A 2 Phoenics"".

3.4 HAIE
BT B =FERA I T, BTN IR A

0
P o
:ﬁ Ry~ “OH ULR
~ 3
DEAD Ri™ R,

Bl 6 JGIE SN N KA

Figure 6 Mitsunobu reaction and its condition.
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PRt BRI, AT SRAEE AT A IdE AL SRR Bl 16
FEEFEMAMR P FAF IR ZR. —ckul, BHEREES
WG —MEE S H A, R ERYE B Ar ek B E L iE
IN— B IAMAE, AR5 AT A8 X3 S5 72 A B v i
BT VAR, XA BIEAC E B ik A
ST B R T G i b N NS e AT LB
NSGA-IIZ—Mi& & 2 Bish & st 5k, %
SRR SE A IR AL SR R R SIN T HESC e HE . 4
B LA DA BORS g™,

S EHE: R I BRI RESoKs Foh i
IR IEAT 0 2%, FE SRR A R R 1M 2 R SE AT,
AT RE % Bk AR 7 A4, A BORL 2
N T —IEAR

PECEE: & TR — SRR AR 2 B A,
AR B AR BT U AR, dEm s
R AN R 5 R A T P % B LR R R R

FETCRNEG: B SRR BEAE R R AR
PR MRS T, RITES AT R, RIER
BRIFRE AR LR B AERREE R, 327 TR
ZREMERI R

SunZEB 2R o NS G A-TIE 6 4435 37 FH 3 i i
SR, A 2 ZE VR R 7 i S N 2 T
ANERE . NOEDMANORERRE=EANSH, K
M FF9% 1T SO = R I H 1 14%.

Ak, SNOBFIT(J: T3 SCHLA i Fo o e 7 ) B0
R — Ff 2 S A B E AR 2R A p s iU
SNOBFITRE Ab HE 17 e 2 (AT, 4% 32 BN AE OB
S i A s Yo,

BT, RS S STTE R R RS R L T
Rt ae 1, TEA—MEnER LR, BriH s K
f1Zhous R B B AL 2 ST HOR BTN & A AL T, ¥
AR R RG-S IR [ BAHSS &, 7E30 min N fff
SE T BT RS AP L) 5 AR OB Ak A, AT B e
TR T ERRERMARER. Ak, RSTEEXT A
FEAAEE AN R B LEAL I ) R BERT, S 3 — 5 1
ALRE J1, KRBT oAb % S HARTEA 2 v B L4k H
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4 NITBIRREABA MRS

N TT R B SE 2% A AR 2% ) B R RS R AT fh 27
SRR ST AL, T TR A T B0 2 ZE R 4
AR A R 55 AT WL

4.1 AFFEIES
4.1.1 Buchwald-Hartwig$({54
Buchwald-Hartwig {4 2 i AhnemanZ 1 1-2018
TE0 AR, Ahneman®5 X PAfEAL () Buchwald-Hartwig C-N
A AR S N EAT 1 i S e (E7), $REL 139554
SN 2R A, Horb s T SM T B s ). 4FRED
AR SRR 23 P I ) & B A R O R H
b, SRR T A TR KA. B, BT
IR smiles F4F B RAE, @I % FE IV bR ER R MBS
Z 5 NP SR T R R TR L AR
B 77 TH )RR IR EATI P S SLAFAE.

4.1.2 Denmark3IE4E

B 4R R i Denmark 25V A (9 T M B RR 4L
F10) Tt 5 P IV fg ) 0 e e S B4 B, B9 S e
P SR S JER P A4 3 e e I 4 ) A F 11 107 54
SRR, Denmark %R 3% F-3D-1% s ASOFIA 1
(average steric occupancy, V3373 [H] 55 2K IR 7
TS (EARFE, RN T BUACHE () i F 34 i 1 B KA
(electrostatic potential energy maximum, ESPMAX)fE
N HL T4 IR RFAE.

4.1.3 Suzuki-Miyaura%{#i 4

2595 4 42 Suzuki-Miyaurase XA 52N 1 a7 38
BT MR (1&8), tPereraZs SYISAE T 12F LR, 8Ff
Bl A R LA B 1S i R R R S AR 7 4 B 1
YR, LW 5760 .

4.14 ChEMU# %

ChEMU'"#{## 4 &£ Cheminformatics Elsevier
Melbourne University LabM 1703 % F| SC4F AR EUH:
N LHRVE T 150056 A WU SR 4. Arid i SCAR A
TR Y. AR YRR R TR
S ZEARERIE bR SO RS AN S A, 3R
i S IN S W S VSN S o= 7 )

H
NH, Xm/j 16h, 60°C /@Nm
+ —
Me “27NR Me gty

Bl 7 Buchwald-Hartwig C-NA& AR [ W Fl R W 251

Figure 7 Buchwald-Hartwig reaction and its condition.

X Me
Y Me 1min, 100°C O
+ W — 3 7 O N-THP
N S =N
THP N

Bl 8  Suzuki-MiyaurasZ AR 5 N1 R B 2% A

Figure 8 Suzuki-Miyaura reaction and its condition.

4.1.5 USPTO# 4L

USPTO%#% 4 5 [ Lowe 1 4 Rl 4% 41 T1E.
USPTOHHE S8 It SCAR Y48 7732, W4E 171976~2016
SE IR SR B R Bk O B, s T
300 /5 ML OB, EASER R, BT iZEdEERE
LRISCA, FIRES IR 4 TP AN ] s o2 1 S 56 1 %
FERAE VLA B AN F 10 8, S B0 SE e e s ),
Fb, AR BARE i TR Z RN, AE AT A B
EARANTERE, RS SRS A i)

4.1.6 Open Reaction Database%{(#E

Kearnes%#**/7-20214F & 7ii T Open Reaction Data-
base 7T 5 N B4 . Open Reaction Database (4} /22
BRI ARSI N 6, AR, S
AAEFIHET-Web 1) H 7 S 1 #B 7] 7E Github b2 FF3REL.
H Az ds FE 8 i 7200 5 N OB, LR OB
W AR LA E A R PR A Github R
USRS, AT LU #OA e AR, tnT LUK I
HHa S5 A SRk AL S R .

42 AR
4.2.1 JRHE#HMASKCOS

ASKCOS"" 2 j1 2 R B 5 45 L 5 25 =T
#3”(Machine Learning for Pharmaceutical Discover and
Synthesis Consortium, MLPDS)JF & FI 55 GE 250 &
BT, TG B m ) ol 7 0, 455 R 4 38 TR DA KIS
MR, Bk, BH. BERdw. k. B,
WA, WERG. 29I REELE. ASKCOSHE M FE i 7 28
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" 25 Tt TAR AR, T AR 5 2 ] JE
ASKCOSHIZHREFE H S BORAET AL B AF.

ASKCOSHAF Bl grHudfe ok B 5 [ & A J7 AR e-
axys¥UHE B, RENE N H AR ST 7047 A BRBR 26, JF 4t
H oA BRI, SN2k AR B AT DU T4
20 0 2% A Y HE R 12 % B Bl A R L TR AL
AL IR

FE R G327 2 AN [ SR e, e I 2 A A1 77 A5
BB IR B b, A SR AT W A 7 3o A A
RORBAE CARERISEAE. AT RER R A2 DA AR Y
VA BAR, IERARIREE . WFE] L ASINRE A5 S
TN, BRAT B B0 B R SR, TE AN S 8 ]
RIER L S IR VERLZE,  IRONLAR A HERE B A N
FH 2 52 B SR8 18 F RS R BR )

4.2.2 JFEHE T HEDBO

EDBO"" (experimental design via bayesian opti-
mization) & A T DU 17 s B AR A6 ) R 3 python 7% T
B, BA fa s SR B4 F S . EDBORT LA P
T IR AEAN R s B ), S S SR A A
Ay, JRabAT U3 S S 26 AROLAL. 1R B4R EDBO
AT RAT 32 3N FHAE AN [R5 S OBE ) 2 A ILAK.

%R

4.2.3 FFEBH: T HPhoenics

Phoenics'™ i — N TFR I RS AE IR i, 2
4 DU i Ak 55 DU Jrd% %5 B A% 71 (Bayesian  kernel
density estimation)#H%5 4, Phoenic ] S i1 il 5 F vl
PLER H — R A0 264, IF Ak X 4% i Phoenics
BTt 1 s B2 25 AR AT S B FE, PR S 56 2 S T
BINFRY, 520 e B E [ S 24 F 5. Phoenics AT
PALGHEAY B AR T 2 R i, IF HCR Pl it
s, RVFFBEEZ A B Fx.

5 B%

AR T B & A SR R B AR
RIS T, B TS S N I AMeRAS R AE 7, A
FEERFE R NRAE . AR IR R BLRAE . REEfR SR
RERAE 5 5 T LA 5 S R BIRAE. R4, BT
Nelder-Meadyk & Hofilt . SEFRER 7L, TN
HHTRAC I T V55— RV B S BRI R B, JF4
T EERATFEARERA RS, B AR S &
FE T AL S 52 BTN A ) LI SRS i iE M 5 IT
ok, RRABORIET A (A
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Abstract: With the development of automated experimental platform technology, self-optimization technology and
reaction condition optimization have become a promising trend in chemical synthesis. Self-optimization techniques
optimize reaction objective functions, such as yield, by adjusting various reaction condition parameters. Among self-
optimization algorithms, black-box optimization algorithms are widely used in the optimization of reaction conditions in
synthetic chemistry. This article outlines the application of black-box optimization algorithms in reaction condition
optimization, and systematically introduces the encoding of chemical reaction, various black-box optimization
algorithms and the existing public data and software.
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