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ABSTRACT: Traditional computer-aided synthesis planning
(CASP) methods rely on iterative single-step predictions, leading
to exponential search space growth that limits efficiency and
scalability. We introduce a series of transformer-based models that
leverage a mixture of experts approach to directly generate
multistep synthetic routes as a single string, conditionally
predicting each transformation based on all preceding ones. Our
DMS Explorer XL model, which requires only target compounds as
input, outperforms state-of-the-art methods on the PaRoutes
dataset with 1.9x and 3.1x improvements in Top-1 accuracy on
the n1 and n5 test sets, respectively. Providing additional information, such as the desired number of steps and starting materials,
enables both a reduction in model size and an increase in accuracy, highlighting the benefits of incorporating more constraints into
the prediction process. The top-performing DMS-Flex (Duo) model scores 25−50% higher on Top-1 and Top-10 accuracies for
both n1 and n5 sets. Additionally, our models successfully predict routes for the FDA-approved drugs not included in the training
data, demonstrating strong generalization capabilities. While the limited diversity of the training set may affect performance on less
common reaction types, our multistep-first approach presents a promising direction toward fully automated retrosynthetic planning.

1. INTRODUCTION
Finding the most efficient route to a desired chemical
compound is a daily challenge for synthetic organic chemists
in both fundamental research and drug discovery. Route
efficiency is determined by various factors, some of which can
be objectively assessed, such as overall yield (not all chemical
reactions have 100% conversion rate) and enantiomeric excess
(in case of chiral compounds), where higher values are always
preferred. Other factors, such as atom efficiency (minimization
of byproducts) and availability (cost) of starting materials, are
more case-dependent. A used chemical reactant is considered
waste unless it can be repurposed as a reactant in a different
process. Similarly, the choice of starting materials depends on
factors such as budget, logistics, and the availability of specific
equipment. It is worth noting that many commercially available
compounds can be synthesized from other commercially
available compounds, adding another layer of complexity to
the decision-making process.

Algorithmic frameworks for identifying synthetic routes were
envisioned by Vleduts1 and further formalized by Elias James
Corey (subject of the 1990 Nobel Prize in Chemistry) into
what is now known as retrosynthetic analysis. This framework
begins with identifying atoms that would serve as reaction
centers. Disconnecting bonds between these centers results in
the formation of hypothetical fragments (called synthons)
from which a precursor molecule can be created. This mapping
from synthons to actual molecules is one-to-many because
there is usually more than one functional group that could

participate in any given type of reaction. Importantly,
meticulous application of Corey’s framework (i.e., systemati-
cally breaking small subsets of bonds) will eventually lead to
commercially available starting materials. The algorithmic
nature of this process allowed Corey to envision automating
these rules to create Computer-Aided Synthesis Planning
(CASP) as early as 1969.2

Recent advancements in data science and machine learning
(ML) methods have led to a surge of interest in developing
CASP methods.3,4 The vast majority of existing methods5−36

are designed to automate single-step retrosynthetic (SSR)
analysis, i.e. predicting a list of compounds from which a target
product could be made in one step. A full multistep route can
be determined by iteratively applying SSR methods to the
identified precursors until a termination condition is satisfied
(e.g., identifying reactants in the database of commercially
available compounds). Notably, because each SSR method call
creates a list of candidates, iterative application of these
methods generates an exponentially growing search space.
Graph traversal algorithms such as Monte Carlo Tree Search
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(MCTS), Depth-First Proof Number (DFPN) search, and A-
star (Retro*) have been applied to efficiently traverse this
exponential search space.37−39 More sophisticated search
designs include utilization of hyper-graph,40 graph-based
neural networks,41 reinforcement learning,42 or incorporation
of previous reactions as context for single-step predictions.43

Evaluation of performance of these SSR methods on full
route prediction has been limited by the scarcity of open-
source datasets containing valid multistep routes. The creation
of PaRoutes,44 an open-source dataset containing 450k
multistep routes (163k excluding duplicates and permutations,
along with two test sets of 10k routes each) extracted from the
United States Patent and Trademark Office (USPTO), marked
a major development. Notably, even state-of-the-art SSR
models7,45 combined with advanced search algorithms
(MCTS, DFPN, Retro*) correctly identify multistep routes
(Top-1 accuracy) for only 17% and 10% of the target
compounds in n1 and n5 test sets, respectively. Such
performance could be rationalized by recognizing that
retrosynthesis is inherently a multistep problem: the optimal
choice of reaction to make a compound depends on
subsequent steps in the synthesis. For example, a common
pattern in multistep routes includes: (1) protection of certain
functional groups, (2) the desired transformation of
unprotected groups, and (3) deprotection of the protected
groups. An SSR method applied to the reactant of reaction (2)
may output numerous candidate precursors; however, knowing
that protective groups are removed in subsequent steps
dramatically changes the probability distribution over those
precursors.

In this work, we propose a novel approach for direct
prediction of multistep routes, bypassing the need for single-
step models and sophisticated exponential graph traversal
algorithms. We begin with a brief overview of the methodology
and evaluation metrics. We proceed by demonstrating and
discussing performance of DMS models on diverse n1 and n5
evaluation sets (10,000 routes each). We demonstrate further
generalizability by successfully predicting experimental syn-
thetic routes for FDA-approved drugs. We conclude by
discussing the limitations of our approach. A more elaborate
description of model architectures and rationale for certain
design choices is given at the end of the paper.

2. METHODOLOGY OVERVIEW
2.1. Definitions. Target compound (blue in Figure 1) is

the final (desired) product of the multistep synthesis tree.
Starting material, SM (red in Figure 1) is a compound for
which no further precursors need to be identified, i.e., a leaf of
the synthesis tree. The number of steps is the largest number
of reactions from SM to the target compound (tree height).
2.2. Route Representation. Routes are represented as

recursive dictionaries (Figure 1a) containing the SMILES
representation of the molecule and a list of other dictionaries,
containing either starting materials or trees leading to
precursors of the current node. Removing space and newline
characters creates a string representation. Our models predict
that string by taking SMILES of the target compound,
(optionally) starting material, and (optionally) number of
steps as input.

Figure 1. Workflow of DirectMultiStep. (a) The SMILES representation of the target compound (blue), starting material (red, optional), and the
number of steps (optionally) are tokenized, concatenated, and fed into our transformer model. The model predicts a string representation of the
multistep synthesis tree. Spaces are added for clarity, and indentations indicate the levels in the synthesis route (tree). (b) Molecular structures
corresponding to the target compound (blue), starting material (red, optional), and the predicted synthesis tree with structures of all molecules.
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2.3. Route Generation and Post-Processing. The
structure of target compound, starting material (optionally),
and number of steps (optionally) is passed to the transformer
encoder. A beam search with a width of 50 is employed to
generate 50 candidate routes by sampling next tokens from the
decoder. Within beam search, during the prediction of each
token the cumulative log likelihoods are normalized by the
sequence length at the time the new token is sampled. This
adjustment ensures that shorter routes with simpler com-
pounds are not disproportionately favored while maintaining a
balance between route length and overall sequence probability.
After beam search finds end-of-sequence tokens for all 50
candidates, predicted routes are checked for validity of all
SMILES strings (which are canonicalized), the presence of
starting materials in the stock set, and absence of repetitions
(which can be present as permutations of other routes).
Remaining routes are compared against the true (experimen-
tal) route. The reproduction of experimental routes is
presented as Top-K accuracy, i.e. presence of correct route
ranked K or lower.

3. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION
3.1. Overview. In this work, we present DMS Explorer XL,

a mixture-of-experts based model (50 M parameters), that
predicts full multistep retrosynthetic route given the structure
of the target compound. Our model shows comparable search
performance on ChemBL-500046 and significantly improves
Top-1 accuracy on n1 and n5 evaluation datasets from
PaRoutes.44 We find that if one is willing to provide extra
information to the encoder, such as desired route length and
(or) starting material, the model size can be reduced and
simultaneously both Top-1 and Top-10 accuracy can be
increased significantly. We present a family of such models
(model cards are in Section 5.2) and discuss their use cases.
3.2. Search Performance. First, we report the solved rate

on ChemBL-500046 (Table 1). Our baseline DMS Explorer XL
(50 M) shows comparable performance to that of a tree search
on predictions from a single-step model (AiZynthFinder46). A
slightly smaller DMS Wide (40M) model that was trained with
desired route length as an extra parameter to the encoder

shows significantly better performance. Despite 7x more calls
to the model (with different route length parameters), the
average run time per target is only 3x higher. Notably, a 4x
smaller DMS Flash (10M) model trained with both route
length and structure of the starting material, can be evaluated
on new targets even without the structure of the starting
material with a minor (3−5%) decrease in the solved rate, but
at the same cost as the DMS Explorer XL model.

Next, we report the solved rate on n1 and n5 evaluation sets
(each contains 10,000 routes) in Table 2. Following the

procedure of PaRoutes44 the starting material stock set is taken
to be the set of all leaves in n1 or n5. DMS Explorer XL
performs noticeably worse than MCTS or Retro*, but scores
better than DFPN on n5. The number and the distribution of
solved targets before enforcing the stock set is shown in Tables
S1, S2, Figures S1, and S2. Other DMS models that accept
desired route length (Wide) and also the structure of the
starting material (Flash) solve more targets, but still under-
perform Retro*.

Unfortunately, the training set of PaRoutes contains routes
that include 47 of the targets from the commonly used
USPTO-190 evaluation subset, which makes direct comparison
with existing models unfair. For completeness, we report
solved rate on all 190 and 143 (excluding the 47) targets in
Table S3.
3.3. Top-K Accuracy (Route Quality). An attentive reader

might notice the absence of a measure of a feasibility of
proposed transformations during the discussion of solved rate
above. One might argue that the number of solved targets only
matters if the proposed transformations to the set of
commercially available materials can be performed exper-
imentally. In the absence of a cheap ab initio tool to predict
experimental feasibility of the proposed transformation,
following Genheden et al.44 and Liu et al.,43 we utilize Top-
K accuracy on reproducibility of experimentally verified routes
as the proxy for route quality.

We report Top-K accuracy on n1 and n5 sets, each
containing 10,000 routes. Notably, both sets were constructed
to maximize internal diversity (see the PaRoutes paper44 for
the procedure), and as seen in Figure 2, differ significantly
from the training set in route length distribution. The DMS

Table 1. Search Performance for DirectMultiStep Models
on ChemBL-500046

methoda stock setb solved rate run time (s)c

DMS Explorer XL Buyables 68.66% 26.9
AiZynthFinder46 In-House + Enamine 75.24% NA
DMS Explorer XL eMolecules Screening 75.58% 26.9
DMS Flashd,e Buyables 86.66% 23.1
DMS Flashd,e eMolecules Screening 88.54% 23.1
DMS Wided Buyables 91.20% 75.4
DMS Wided eMolecules Screening 91.94% 75.4

aAll DMS models are run with a beam size of 50 on a single NVIDIA
A100 GPU with half-precision floating point inference (FP16).
beMolecules Screening is from Chen et al.39 and contains 23.1 M
screening compounds from eMolecules as of 2019 (2019-11-01).
Buyables is from Roh et al.47 and includes 0.329 M buyable building
blocks from eMolecules, Sigma-Aldrich, Mcule, ChemBridge
Hit2Lead, and WuXi LabNetwork. In-House + Enamine is from
Genheden et al.46 and is not publicly available. cAverages over all
targets. NA indicates that the run time is not available in the original
publication. dUses step counts from 2 to 8 (total of 7 DMS model
runs). eSMs not provided for DMS-Flash.

Table 2. Search Performance for DirectMultiStep Models
on n1 and n5 Evaluation Sets

methoda
evaluation

set
solved
targets

first
solutionb

search time
(s)b

DMS-Explorer-XL n1 8008 NA 14.7
DMS-Wide n1 8089 NA 6.0
DFPN44 n1 8475 43.0 347.3
DMS-Flash n1 8814 NA 2.0
MCTS44 n1 9714 8.6 303.3
Retro*44 n1 9726 7.0 300.7
DFPN44 n5 7382 53.2 297.9
DMS-Explorer-XL n5 7904 NA 16.3
DMS-Wide n5 7950 NA 7.4
DMS-Flash n5 8646 NA 2.5
MCTS44 n5 9676 11.7 365.7
Retro*44 n5 9703 10.5 349.2

aAll DMS models are run with a beam size of 50 on a single NVIDIA
A100 GPU with half-precision floating point inference (FP16).
bAverages over all targets.
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Explorer XL model (only target required) shows significant
improvement on Top-1 accuracy for both n1 (1.8x, Table 3)
and n5 (3.1x, Table 4) sets, while matching (n1) or improving
(n5) performance on Top-10 accuracy.

We attribute this improvement to the multistep-first nature
of our approach. To understand the distinction from existing
approaches, it helps to notice that iterative application of
single-step calls results in a breadth-first search-like exploration
of a node: all reactants leading to a compound are generated at
the same time. Our approach, however, is a depth-first search-

like: the whole left subtree of target compound in Figure 1 is
predicted before the immediate right child. This provides an
extra context for the prediction of the second precursor to the
target compound (or any other right child), which reduces the
search space and finds more relevant compounds faster.

The superior performance of DMS models does not incur
additional computational cost. A search with a beam size of 50
takes 1−40 s (depending on the complexity of the target and
model size) on a single NVIDIA A100 GPU, which is

Figure 2. Distribution of the relative frequencies of route lengths (in terms of number of steps) in the training dataset before augmentation with
permutations (163,689 routes, black), n1 test set (10,000 routes, blue), and n5 test set (10,000 routes, purple). Distribution is split into routes
shorter (left subplot) and longer than 6 steps (right subplot).

Table 3. Top-K Accuracy on Route Test Set-n1 (10,000 Routes)

aThese data are collected from the 2.0 version of PaRoutes in their GitHub repository.44

Table 4. Top-K Accuracy on Route Test Set-n5 (10,000 Routes)

aThese data are collected from the 2.0 version of PaRoutes in their GitHub repository.44
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comparable to the time required to find the first successful
route using previous methods (7−50 s).44

3.3.1. Input Information and Model Size Trade-Off. A
unifying pattern of results in Tables 3 and 4 is that if one is
willing to provide more information to the model, model size
can be reduced and performance can be improved at the same
time. For example, providing the desired route length reduces
model size by 20% and improves accuracy by 2−4% (DMS
Deep). The distribution of generated route lengths compared
to the length of the experimental route is shown in Figures S3

and S4. Alternatively, providing the structure of the starting
material (SM) allows to reduce the parameter count in half,
and the resulting DMS Explorer (19 M) model scores 4−7%
better on all Top-K accuracies. Providing desired route length
can further half parameter count (DMS Flash is only 10 M)
and add another 4−5% in Top-1 and Top-10 accuracy.
Notably, models that take extra information during training
might still be used without that extra information, and would
perform better than models of the same size trained without
extra information. For example, a DMS Flash is trained with

Figure 3. Distribution of Top-1 and Top-10 accuracy of predictions with DMS-Flex (Duo) on test sets n1 and n5. There is only one route with
length 10 in n1, and DMS-Flex (Duo) does not predict it correctly. That route is reproduced by splitting it in half, as shown in Figure 4.

Figure 4. Separation of a 10-step route from set-n1 into two 5-step routes. (a) Correct prediction from DMS-Flex (Duo) for the first half of the 10-
step route with starting material information (red). (b) Correct prediction from DMS-Flex (Duo) for the second half of the 10-step route with
starting material information.
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Figure 5. Literature routes for Vonoprazan and Mitapivat correctly reproduced by DMS-Flex (Duo). Target compounds are in blue, starting
materials that are given as inputs are colored in red. Ranks denote the rank of this route when the specified starting material is provided. (a) First
literature route for Vonoprazan. The model predicts correctly no matter which starting material is given. (b) Second literature route for
Vonoprazan. The model predicts the route correctly only when an immediate precursor to Vonoprazan is given as the target compound. (c) First
literature route for Mitapivat. (d) Second literature route for Mitapivat.
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SM but might be evaluated without the structure of the SM,
and the resulting performance (Tables 3 and 4) is 4−7% better
than that of equivalent 6-layer transformer trained without SM
(entry 6 × 3−6 × 3 in Tables S4 and S5). These results
suggest a new training strategy if one is constrained by
computational resources: extra input, derived directly from
training data might serve as a learning aid, even if not used in
route generation.
3.3.2. Mixture of Experts Architecture Reduces Cost of

Generation. Route generation time depends not only on the
total number of parameters, but also on how those parameters
are distributed. DMS Deep (38 M) utilizes a vanilla 36-layer
decoder, meaning that every token prediction has to
sequentially pass through 36 attention and multilayer
perceptron blocks. We find that redistributing the model
parameters from the number of layers into the width of each
layer by employing mixture-of-experts48−50 based architecture
(see Section 5.2 for details) allows a 3-fold reduction in the
number of layers (and thus a 3-fold speedup): DMS Wide (38
M) needs only 12-layer decoder and performs 1−2% better
than DMS Deep. Another important advantage of MoE-based
models is that tokens passed through different active experts
can be processed in parallel, which speeds up route generation
even further.

Preliminary experiments showed that decoders with fewer
than 6 layers perform significantly worse, making it impossible
to train a size-comparable MoE alternative to DMS Flash.
However, a 6-layer MoE trained with structures of SM (DMS
Flex, 19 M) similarly outperforms DMS Flash by 1−2% at no
increase in average runtime given that extra parameters are
processed in parallel expert blocks. Just like DMS Flash, DMS
Flex can be evaluated without SM and still have better Top-1
accuracy on both n1/n5 and better Top-10 on n5 than existing
methods. Interestingly, MoE-based models provide another
dimension for flexibility: routes can be generated with a
number of active experts different than that used during
training. While DMS Flex (trained with 2 active experts)
evaluated with 2 active experts (Duo mode) shows higher Top-
K accuracy than if evaluated with 1 active expert (Mono
mode), both result in comparable number of routes at different
stages of post-processing (Tables S1 and S2). As a result, one
could consider predictions from Mono mode as a source of
diversity.

Our experimentation with the increase in the number of
experts, the number of encoder/decoder layers, or the feed-
forward multiplier evaluated on small subsets of n1 or n5, show
no significant improvement in performance (Tables S4−S8),
which most likely means that the 20 M (with SM) or 40 M
(without SM) are optimal given the current size of the training
set.
3.3.3. Route Quality as a Function of Route Length.

Figure 3 shows the distribution of Top-1 and Top-10 accuracy
over different route lengths on both n1 and n5. Given that 85%
of routes in the training partition have 4 or fewer steps Figure
2), one would expect the accuracy to decrease dramatically
with increasing route length. However, the performance on
routes with 5−8 steps is comparable to that of shorter routes,
and the performance on 9-step routes is even comparable to
that of 2-step routes. Top-1 and Top-10 accuracies of other
DMS models for different route lengths are given in Tables
S9−S12.
3.3.4. Separation of Long Routes into Shorter Routes. As

seen in Figure 3, DMS-Flex (Duo) does not find the single 10-

step route in the n1 set. However, this route can be correctly
reproduced with rank 1 if split into two 5-step routes and the
intermediate compound is provided as the starting material for
the first 5 reactions (Figure 4a) and a target compound for the
last 5 reactions (Figure 4b). While ideally the necessity to
provide an intermediate compound should be avoided, this
resembles the bidirectional search technique commonly
employed in manual retrosynthetic analysis.51 In contrast,
models trained without SM, such as DMS-Deep and DMS-
Wide, can replicate the second 5-step sequence in Figure 4b
but not the first (Figure 4a).
3.3.5. Use Cases for Different DMS Model Variants. The

requirement to provide the starting material structure as an
input to the model might, in theory, seem as a limitation,
limiting the relevance of DMS Flash/Flex models. However, in
practice, a chemist often can know the structure of a desired
starting material because Corey’s retrosynthetic framework
allows finding at least one route to starting materials by
performing one functional group transformation at a time.
Such deterministically found routes will often be too long to be
efficient in terms of yield (overall yield is the product of yields
of individual steps). The art of organic synthesis lies in finding
ways to perform several transformations simultaneously using a
minimal number of protecting groups. As such, we believe our
SM-based models provide value as an assistant to this task:
finding better ways to get to the target compound from a
starting material. The requirement to specify the number of
steps as an input becomes a useful option in this context.
Moreover, if the target compound is chiral (i.e., it has a mirror
image which cannot be superimposed), even during manual
retrosynthetic planning, chemists check if chiral centers can be
obtained from chiral starting materials (such as naturally
occurring amino acids) because developing reactions that
create chiral centers in the desired conformation remains an
active research area (and subject of 2001 and 2021 Nobel
Prizes in Chemistry). An example of such a route is shown in
Figure 7. Alternatively, one can use more computationally
expensive DMS Wide/Deep models to discover potential
starting materials, and then use those structures as inputs to
DMS Flash/Flex to generate suggestions for each starting
material of interest.

To lift the necessity to specify desired route length, a user
also has a choice between running Flex/Wide models several
times with different desired route lengths or simply running
Explorer XL once. Of course, ideally one would prefer a single
model that predicts the whole route with just from the
structure of the target compound, without number of steps or
starting material provided as an extra input. We believe better
performance could be attainable in the future once bigger
datasets become available. Finding ways to improve perform-
ance even with current dataset constitutes an important area of
further research.
3.4. Retrosynthetic Planning of Pharmaceutical

Compounds. For another generalizability assessment of our
model, we test it on three FDA-approved drugs: Vonoprazan,
Mitapivat, and Daridorexant, which were used for evaluation
by Xiong et al.52 These drugs and their intermediates are
absent from the training set. Vonoprazan, a potassium
competitive acid blocker for Helicobacter pylori infections,
was initially proposed with a 2-step route (Figure 5a).53

However, one of its starting materials is unstable, and the final
reaction leads to significant byproducts. Subsequently, an
improved 4-step route (Figure 5b) was introduced.54
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Mitapivat, a pyruvate kinase activator for treating hemolytic
anemia, has been associated with both a 5-step route (Figure
5c) and a 3-step route (Figure 5d).55,56 Daridorexant, an
orexin receptor antagonist for adult insomnia, is linked to a 4-
step route (Figure 7).57

Both vanilla transformers (DMS-Flash) and MoE models
(DMS-Flex Duo) correctly reproduce Vonoprazan’s first
literature route (Figure 5a) regardless of the starting material
provided, with high ranks. However, DMS-Flash struggles to
find the first transformation (counting from the target
compound) in the second route. This inability could be
attributed to the fact that the reduction of amide carbonyl (the
step leading to Vonoprazan in second route) is less frequently
represented in the PaRoutes dataset than the much more
common reductive amination (the step leading to Vonoprazan
in first route). As a result, most routes predicted by DMS-Flash
start with a reductive amination as in Figure 5a. However, if we
provide the precursor to Vonoprazan in the second route as
the target compound, the model correctly reproduces the
remaining route (Figure 5b). This underscores that the
performance of our models relies upon sufficient representa-
tion of transformations in the training set. This limitation,
however, should naturally disappear once larger multistep
datasets become available.

Inability of DMS-Flash to suggest reduction of amide
carbonyl in Figure 5b was the motivation for the creation of
mixture-of-experts (MoE) models. We conjectured that
different experts might specialize in different classes of
transformations, and even if one expert dominates the
generations, one could still manually force the output from a
different expert. Fortunately, no such manual interventions
were needed as DMS-Flex (Duo) predicted the route almost
identical to the second transformation as the Top-1 candidate
(Figure 6). The only difference from the correct route is the
order of transformations: in the correct route the tosyl group is
introduced after amidation with methylamine, not before.

DMS-Flex (Duo) correctly reproduces both routes for
Mitapivat (Figure 5c,d). In contrast, the route for Daridorexant
(Figure 7) is only partially predicted: our model does not split
the right child of the root node into the two compounds in the
dotted boxes. All other intermediates and starting materials are
predicted correctly. The reason for this behavior is not well
understood, but it can be rationalized by looking at the
distribution of the number of leaves at root nodes: 73% of root
nodes (target compounds) have at least 1 leaf (see Figure S5).
This dependence on the distributions of the training set
comprises an important limitation of our models; however, it
should also be resolved once bigger datasets become available.
Admittedly, this issue would not occur with current methods
based on single-step prediction because the tree search
framework would not halt at compounds outside the stock
compound set before reaching the maximum iterations.
Ensuring that multistep-first models reproduce that aspect of
SSR methods constitutes a direction for future research.

This example, however, does not imply that the model
struggles to predict routes with convergent branches. If one
defines a convergent route as the one that has at least one node
(compound) with at least two children that are not leaves, and
repeats the analysis, no significant differences in the number of
routes found (Figures S1 and S2) or Top-K accuracies (Figures
S7 and S8) is observed despite significant variation in the
number of routes that are convergent among training routes,
n1, and n5 (Figure S6).

4. CONCLUSIONS
In this work, we introduce the first-of-its-kind inherently
multistep approach for multistep retrosynthesis prediction. By
predicting the entire route as a single string, our approach
bypasses the need for iterative single-step predictions and
exponential search space traversal. We present a family of
transformer-based DirectMultiStep (DMS) models which can
predict correct routes just from the structure of the target
compound, but can also accommodate specific conditions such
as the desired number of steps and starting materials, enabling
efficient route planning.

Our flagman DMS-Flex (Duo) model, incorporating
mixture-of-experts approach, outperforms state-of-the-art
methods on the PaRoutes dataset, achieving a 2.5x improve-
ment in Top-1 accuracy on an n1 test set and a 3.9x
improvement on the n5 test set. We demonstrate the quality of
predicted routes by testing our models on several FDA-
approved drugs. Those predictions also highlight limitations
caused by the suboptimal diversity of the current training set,
particularly for less common reaction types. Those limitations
are partially mitigated by employing mixture-of-experts
techniques, making them a promising candidate for further
research in retrosynthesis prediction and applications of
generative models to chemistry in general.

We believe our work demonstrates the superiority of
multistep-first approach to full route prediction and inspires
further research into methods that reduce the exponential

Figure 6. A variation of second Vonoprazan route predicted by DMS-
Flex (Duo). The correct route is shown in Figure 5b and differs by the
order of the last steps: tosyl group is introduced after amidation, not
before.

Journal of Chemical Information and Modeling pubs.acs.org/jcim Article

https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.jcim.4c01982
J. Chem. Inf. Model. 2025, 65, 3903−3914

3910

https://pubs.acs.org/doi/suppl/10.1021/acs.jcim.4c01982/suppl_file/ci4c01982_si_002.pdf
https://pubs.acs.org/doi/suppl/10.1021/acs.jcim.4c01982/suppl_file/ci4c01982_si_002.pdf
https://pubs.acs.org/doi/suppl/10.1021/acs.jcim.4c01982/suppl_file/ci4c01982_si_002.pdf
https://pubs.acs.org/doi/suppl/10.1021/acs.jcim.4c01982/suppl_file/ci4c01982_si_002.pdf
https://pubs.acs.org/doi/suppl/10.1021/acs.jcim.4c01982/suppl_file/ci4c01982_si_002.pdf
https://pubs.acs.org/doi/10.1021/acs.jcim.4c01982?fig=fig6&ref=pdf
https://pubs.acs.org/doi/10.1021/acs.jcim.4c01982?fig=fig6&ref=pdf
https://pubs.acs.org/doi/10.1021/acs.jcim.4c01982?fig=fig6&ref=pdf
https://pubs.acs.org/doi/10.1021/acs.jcim.4c01982?fig=fig6&ref=pdf
pubs.acs.org/jcim?ref=pdf
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.jcim.4c01982?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as


complexity of iterative application of single-step based
methods. We are grateful to the authors of PaRoutes for the
development and release of the first multistep prediction
benchmark, and we hope more benchmarks based on
experimentally verified routes become available. Future
research may focus on improvement of performance on longer
routes (e.g., eliminating the necessity to split longer routes)
and (or) incorporation of additional constraints (such as cost)
on the route prediction. Overall, this work demonstrates the
potential of transformer-based models for efficient and scalable
computer-aided synthesis planning. We release the code used
for training and route prediction as a public GitHub Repo
under MIT License. Our models are also available with a Web
GUI at models.batistalab.com.

5. MORE COMPUTATIONAL DETAILS
5.1. Data Curation and Preparation. A second version

of the PaRoutes44 dataset containing 450k routes is stripped of
all metadata and stored as recursive dictionaries representing
multistep routes. The two evaluation sets, n1 and n5, are
processed similarly. A training partition is created by removing
all repetitions (some routes were represented multiple times
with different metadata) and permutations (swapping left and
right subtrees) of routes in n1 and n5 from the full dataset,
resulting in 163k routes. The training dataset is augmented by
adding 2 permutations for each route. To train the DMS model
which takes starting material as an input, we find all starting
materials (leaves) for each tree and store a combination of the
target compound with each starting material as a separate
entry. As a result, DMS with SM is trained on 1,340,243

Figure 7. Daridorexant literature multistep routes and predictions from DMS-Flex (Duo). The compounds that are missing from the prediction are
in dotted boxes.

Journal of Chemical Information and Modeling pubs.acs.org/jcim Article

https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.jcim.4c01982
J. Chem. Inf. Model. 2025, 65, 3903−3914

3911

http://models.batistalab.com
https://pubs.acs.org/doi/10.1021/acs.jcim.4c01982?fig=fig7&ref=pdf
https://pubs.acs.org/doi/10.1021/acs.jcim.4c01982?fig=fig7&ref=pdf
https://pubs.acs.org/doi/10.1021/acs.jcim.4c01982?fig=fig7&ref=pdf
https://pubs.acs.org/doi/10.1021/acs.jcim.4c01982?fig=fig7&ref=pdf
pubs.acs.org/jcim?ref=pdf
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.jcim.4c01982?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as


inputs, and the DMS without SM on 432,684 inputs. All
SMILES strings are tokenized by treating each character as a
token, and the string representation of the multistep route is
tokenized similarly, treating delimiters of the tree
(‘smiles’, ‘children’, ,, [, ], {, and }) as separate
tokens. The final vocabulary size is 52 (including start, end,
and padding tokens), the largest multistep route has 1074
tokens, while the largest target compound and starting material
have 145 and 135 tokens, respectively.
5.2. Model Architecture. We present a family of

DirectMultiStep (DMS) models with varying parameter counts
and architectural details. DMS-Flash and DMS-Deep employ
the classical transformer encoder-decoder architecture,58

whereas DMS-Flex and DMS-Wide incorporate sparsely
gated mixture-of-experts layers.48−50 To create MoE model,
one replaces the 2-layer MLP that follows every attention block
with an ensemble of 2-layer MLPs (called experts). A
preceding router determines (for each input) the n-most
relevant (active) experts, and passes the input through each of
them. Output of each active expert is added with weights
determined by the router. Notably, the number of experts
active during inference does not have to be equal to the
number of experts active during training, although the latter
tends to be optimal. Major parameters choices are given in
model card (Table 5). All models use GeLU activations.59

Intermediate experiments with evaluations on subsets of n1
and n5 with 50 and 500 routes reveal no benefit in increasing
the number of hidden dimensions to 512 (Tables S4−S6),
which could be rationalized by noticing that 256 is already
almost 5x the vocabulary size. Although a feed-forward
multiplier of four is more common in NLP models, we find
no significant improvement in performance as compared to the
feed-forward multiplier of three (Tables S7 and S8). In
addition, the number of encoder layers does not have to be the
same as the number of decoder layers, and models with 6
encoder and 12 decoder layers (trained with SM) performed
almost as good as the models with 12 encoder and decoder
layers. For MoE models, we find no significant improvement
upon increase of number of experts to four, and models trained
with two active experts outperform those trained with one.
5.3. Training. During training, a 10% dropout rate is used

in embedding, attention, and feed-forward layers. The AdamW
optimizer60,61 is used with a learning rate scheduler that warms
up from 0 to 3.5 × 10−4 for DMS-Flex and DMS-Wide, 3 ×
10−4 for DMS-Flash, and 1 × 10−4 for DMS-Deep during the
first 10% of training steps and undergoes cosine decay to 10%
of the maximal learning rate over 20 epochs. The optimal
initial learning rate for each model was chosen by starting from
5 × 10-4 and monitoring for gradient explosion (in which case

the learning rate was decreased by 5 × 10-5). Gradients are
clipped to 1.0. In addition, each token in the input to the
encoders has a 5% chance of being masked. During
hyperparameter optimization, the model was validated on a
5% split from the training routes (which exclude n1 and n5
routes).
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