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ABSTRACT

Ribonucleic acid (RNA) functions through conformational changes that are not
fully captured by static structures. However, large-scale standardized RNA dy-
namics data remain limited, and existing approaches typically treat trajectory gen-
eration and dynamics understanding as separate objectives. Here, we introduce
RNADynBench, a standardized RNA molecular dynamics (MD) benchmark with
2585 quality-controlled 100-ns all-atom trajectories and leakage-controlled splits.
Building on RNADynBench, we develop RNADynNet, a unified model for RNA
dynamics learning that uses a shared backbone for both trajectory generation and
dynamics fingerprint extraction from a single conformer. It combines coordinate
denoising, single-frame-to-trajectory alignment, and physical grounding to con-
nect all-atom trajectory generation with dynamics representation learning. Phys-
ical grounding improves both generated dynamics and the physical information
recoverable from these fingerprints. Across both test sets, including the high-
flexibility challenge set, the generated trajectories achieve RMSF correlations of
0.875 and 0.766, while single-conformer predictions show comparable agreement
with MD-derived dynamics. RNADynBench and RNADynNet together establish
a benchmark and unified modeling framework for generating and understanding
RNA dynamics.

1 INTRODUCTION

Al-driven structure prediction has transformed molecular biology, enabling accurate prediction of
biomolecular structures directly from sequence (Jumper et al., [2021). Yet biological function de-
pends not only on static structures but also on the conformational dynamics that connect multiple
molecular states. Ribonucleic acid (RNA) exemplifies this challenge due to its essential roles in
regulating gene expression, recognizing molecular partners, and catalyzing biochemical reactions
(Ganser et al., 2019; Joshi et al., [2025)), and accurate modeling remains challenging.

On one hand, progress in RNA modeling is constrained by the limited availability and diversity of
experimental structural data. Experimentally resolved RNA structures are both less abundant and
less diverse than protein structures, and only a small fraction of RNA families have been structurally
characterized (Szikszai et al., 2024} Kagaya et al.,[2025)). Moreover, transformer-based architectures
such as AlphaFold (Jumper et al.| [2021)) rely on multiple-sequence alignments (MSAs), for which
identifying and aligning sufficiently diverse RNA homologs pose challenges distinct from those in
protein modeling (Magnus et al., 2025} |[Kagaya et al.| [2025). While recent advances in RNA and
RNA-containing complex prediction demonstrate the potential of learning-based approaches, they
still leave substantial challenges regarding conformational coverage and dynamics-aware modeling
(Kagaya et al.,|2025; |Abramson et al., 2024])). Together, these advances and limitations underscore a
need for more RNA-specific data and evaluation (Szikszai et al., 2024)).

A further challenge is dynamics. Functionally relevant RNA states can be transient, and interactions
with ions, ligands, and proteins can reshape their structural conformations (Dethoff et al.| 2012}
Yadav et al.l [2022). In our size-matched comparison with the ATLAS and Dynamic PDB protein
MD collections (Vander Meersche et al., 2024} Liu et al.,|2024), RNA trajectories show greater lag-
dependent displacement and generally larger local fluctuations and pairwise RMSD over the sampled
timescales (see [Fig. Tke—e and [Fig. 5). A study of bound and unbound RNA—protein complexes
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Figure 1: RNADynBench visualized. a, Mean R, versus RNA residue count. Points show in-
dividual RNAs, lines connect length-binned medians, and the inset shows counts; p is Spearman
correlation between RNA length and mean I;. b, Median phosphate—water radial distribution func-
tions (RDFs); shading shows the interquartile range, and vertical lines mark the first peak and min-
ima. ¢, Weighted median lag-RMSD for size-matched RNA—protein comparisons; shading shows
the weighted interquartile range (IQR). d,e, Weighted distributions of mean local RMSF (d) and
median pairwise RMSD (e). Split violins show protein left and matched RNA right, with median,
IQR, and 5th-95th percentiles. RNA uses C4’ atoms and protein uses Cax atoms.

likewise found that RNA often undergoes greater conformational rearrangement than proteins (Barik
et al.,[2012). These observations suggest that inductive biases for modeling RNA can benefit from
conditioning on molecular motion rather than on static structure alone.

All-atom molecular dynamics (MD) simulates atomic motion using forces computed from physics-
based molecular potentials. The resulting trajectories resolve conformational changes over time and
allow quantification of fluctuations and correlated motions over sampled timescales (§poner et al.,
2018)). Learning-based studies have begun to exploit such trajectories, suggesting that MD simula-
tions can provide supervision for learning molecular dynamics. Studies in proteins already show that
incorporating dynamic and ensemble information can improve downstream prediction, motivating
analogous approaches for RNA (Guo et al.| [2025} |[Kalifa et al., 2026)). Yet recent developments have
primarily focused on proteins, leaving the molecular motion and folding of nucleic acids largely
unexplored. This is because standardized RNA MD datasets remain scarce (see[Tab. I, and their
construction requires both computational resources and expertise in molecular simulation. Generat-
ing trajectories consumes substantial GPU resources, while preparing RNA systems, selecting force
fields and solvent conditions, and establishing equilibration protocols requires domain expertise and
careful physical modeling (Sponer et al., [2018).

To address this gap, we introduce RNADynBench, a standardized RNA MD benchmark, and RNA-
DynNet, a unified model that demonstrates the capabilities enabled by such data. RNADynBench
provides the training foundation for RNADynNet, supplying coordinate targets for generation,
trajectory-derived targets for representation alignment, and MD-derived statistics. Motivated by
evidence that representation guidance can improve generation (Yu et al.,|2025; |[Huang et al., [2026)
and RNA’s pronounced conformational dynamics, we introduce physical grounding (PG) to train in-
termediate representations to predict MD-derived covariance and inter-residue motion coupling. Our
experiments show that physical grounding improves both generated dynamics and learned dynamics
representations. Our contributions are fourfold:

* RNADynBench. A standardized RNA MD benchmark with 2,585 quality-controlled 100-ns all-
atom trajectories, leakage-controlled splits, and protocols for generation and dynamics prediction.

* RNADynNet. A unified framework coupling RNA trajectory generation and single-conformer
dynamics learning through alignment and shared physical supervision.

» All-atom RNA trajectory generation benchmark. We establish an RNA MD generation bench-
mark and show that RNADynNet captures geometry, fluctuations, and conformational distribu-
tions across structural and high-flexibility tests.

* Transferable dynamics representations. Single-conformer fingerprints recover MD-derived
fluctuations and motion couplings and transfer to RNA-ligand binding prediction.

2 RNADYNBENCH: AN RNA MOLECULAR DYNAMICS BENCHMARK

We introduce RNADynBench, a standardized benchmark for RNA trajectory generation and single-
conformer dynamics prediction. It comprises 2,585 all-atom trajectories across 1,469 RNAs, totaling



Table 1: Comparison of RNA MD resources.

Resource Scale Simulation time Task

BIGNASim (2016) (Hospital et al.|2016) 14 traj 15.6 ps total Database and analysis
CASP15 MD (Nithin et al.|[2025) 9 RNAs /61 traj 300 ns each (18.3 ps total)  Structure refinement
DeepRMSF (Feng et al.|[2026c) 371 RNAs 200 ns each (74.2 pus total) RMSF prediction
RNADynBench 1,469 RNAs /2,585 traj 100 ns each (258.5 ys total) MD generation / prediction

258.5 ps of simulation. The trajectories are accompanied by molecular mappings, simulation meta-
data, and quality-control records, and are partitioned into leakage-controlled splits. RNADynBench
defines common, architecture-agnostic evaluation protocols for both tasks. [Tab. T| positions its scale
and intended tasks alongside existing RNA MD resources; discussed further in[Sec. 3]

Data Curation. RNADynBench is constructed from experimentally resolved RNA structures re-
trieved from RNA-Solo, a repository of cleaned PDB-derived RNA structures (Adamczyk et al.,
2022). For each entry, we retrieve the original PDB/mmCIF records by PDB ID to recover its
molecular context before curation. We retain the RNA-Solo target chain or chains. Additional RNA
chains are retained only if their chain assignments are reliable, they contact the target within 5 A
(heavy atoms) after non-RNA components are removed, and they meet the partner-size limit. When
partners are retained, the combined RNA length is limited to 512 nucleotides. Other RNA chains,
proteins, DNA, and organic ligands are removed, with component-selection decisions recorded in
the metadata. We intentionally exclude structures with unresolved backbone gaps, unsupported
chemistry, or untraceable topology changes. Missing atoms and modified nucleotides are thus only
handled when residue identity and topology remain unambiguous. Canonical atom and residue map-
pings link source structures, simulation topologies, and released coordinates while preserving chain
identifiers, residue indices, nucleotide identities, and atom names.

Molecular dynamics simulation. Each curated static structure is simulated using all-atom molec-
ular dynamics (MD) to generate a trajectory. MD evolves atomic coordinates by computing in-
teratomic forces from a molecular force field and integrating Newton’s equations of motion; the
molecular topology remains fixed, so the simulation captures conformational motion rather than
chemical reactions. We simulate each RNA in explicit OPC water using GROMACS and the Amber
RNA OL3 force field, with charge neutralization and 150 mM NaCl. Potential-energy minimization
removes unfavorable initial contacts, followed by staged equilibration under controlled temperature
and pressure. A final 5-ns NPT equilibration at 300 K and 1 bar is excluded from the released tra-
jectories. Each system then undergoes a 100-ns production simulation at 300 K and 1 bar using
the Nosé-Hoover thermostat (Hoover, [1985) and Parrinello-Rahman barostat (Parrinello & Rahman,
1981)), with coordinates saved every 100 ps (1,001 frames). Water and ions used in simulations are
omitted from the released trajectories. Further simulation details are given in

Quality control and benchmark splits. We validate each simulation output by checking that the
full trajectory completed successfully and by screening for coordinate jumps, backbone discontinu-
ities, periodic-boundary artifacts, and chain separation in multi-chain systems. Simulations showing
sustained chain separation are excluded, and the separated RNA components are treated as indepen-
dent systems and re-simulated. A central challenge for RNA dynamics learning is avoiding eval-
uation leakage from closely related RNA structures and trajectories. Therefore, we group related
systems by RNA identity, source structure, replicate lineage, known trajectory aliases, and sequence
and structural similarity, and assign each group entirely to one partition. The test_struct split
evaluates structural generalization, while test_flex evaluates generalization to highly flexible
systems. The release contains 2,248 training trajectories, 102 validation trajectories, 117 trajecto-
ries in test_struct, and 100 in test_flex, plus 18 homology-guard trajectories reserved for
auditing. Detailed quality-control and split-construction procedures are provided in[Sec. A.2] These
splits are shared by two benchmark tasks: generating 100-ns trajectories from an initial conformer
and predicting MD-derived residue covariance, RMSF, and normalized motion coupling (NMC)
from a single conformer.

Dataset characteristics. shows broad structural coverage across RNA sizes and chain com-
positions, with mean R, increasing strongly with RNA length (p = 0.89). Radial distribution
functions (RDFs) between the non-bridging phosphate oxygens O1P/O2P and water oxygen (Ow)
had the same median first-peak position of 2.675 A and median first-minimum positions of 3.225
and 3.275 A, respectively ). Both RDFs showed a broad secondary maximum near 4.4 A.
Median first-shell coordination numbers were 2.95 and 2.85 water molecules per non-bridging phos-
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Figure 2: Overview of RNADynNet. RNADynNet jointly learns trajectory generation and single-
conformer dynamics representations from MD trajectories. During training, the trajectory view
(blue) provides temporal context for denoising and alignment, while the single-conformer view
(pink) learns a dynamics representation from one conformer. Physical grounding supervises both
views with MD-derived dynamical statistics. At inference, a single conformer supports two modes:
the denoising path generates a trajectory, whereas the encoder readout directly yields a dynamics
fingerprint. ST denotes spatiotemporal.

phate oxygen for O1P and O2P, respectively. The first peak and minimum, together with the broad
secondary maximum, are consistent with RDF patterns reported in prior nucleic-acid simulations
(Kundu et al.,[2020; [Perepelytsya et al., 2021)), supporting the physical fidelity of RNADynBench.

Beyond structural diversity, RNA in RNADynBench exhibits greater conformational motion than
proteins. To control for the size dependence of RMSD and RMSF, we reweighted RNA and pro-
tein systems to a shared heavy-atom-size distribution before comparison. Across both references,
RNA showed consistently higher lag-RMSD and broader local RMSF and pairwise RMSD distri-
butions over 1-20 ns (Fig. Te—e). These observations highlight the need for both standardized RNA
dynamics data and dynamics-aware inductive biases for RNA modeling.

3 RNADYNNET: UNIFYING RNA MD UNDERSTANDING AND GENERATION

Building on RNADynBench, we introduce RNADynNet, a unified model for RNA trajectory gen-
eration and single-conformer dynamics representation learning. A shared spatiotemporal diffusion
backbone supports both trajectory generation from an initial conformer and dynamics fingerprint
extraction from a single conformer. Training couples the two paths through trajectory-informed
alignment and MD-derived physical supervision. summarizes our framework.

Let X = (Xq,...,%xr_1) € REX4%3 be a trajectory window of L frames, A atoms, and N RNA
residues. The frames are separated by A¢ and cover a temporal horizon H = (L — 1)At. RNA-
DynNet supports trajectory generation from an initial conformer xo and deterministic encoding of a
single conformer x:

)A(1:L71 Npé(XLLq | Xo, H, At)v ng = 5@(3‘)' (1

Here 6 denotes the online parameters and 6 their exponential moving average (EMA). The distribu-
tion pp is induced by the EMA denoiser and sampler, while £; denotes the shared backbone truncated
at the intermediate block /¢, and applied to a single conformer. Training uses ¢ for the single-frame

pass, whereas fingerprint extraction uses §. The EMA fingerprint HE” € RV > is read from /g,
each row hglz € R? is the dynamics fingerprint of residue i, with d the feature dimension.

Training objective. RNADynNet is trained by multi-objective optimization with the losses:

LrNnapynNet = Lgen + Aalign Lalign + As Ly + AcLc. 2

where Lgen, Lalign, L3, and Lo denote the losses for trajectory generation, single-frame-to-
trajectory alignment, residue covariance, and inter-residue motion coupling, respectively. The coef-



ficients Aalign, As, and A weight the corresponding losses; the last two weighted terms constitute
physical grounding (PG). Next, we provide details on the individual loss terms.

3.1 TRAJECTORY AND SINGLE-FRAME TRAINING

Trajectory learning with heterogeneous noise. We apply heterogeneous coordinate noise as con-
tinuous partial masking to encourage contextual learning across RNA residues and frames (Chen
et al.| 2024)). Heavily perturbed coordinates carry less information about the underlying conformer,
whereas less perturbed positions retain more reliable structural cues. This information asymmetry
encourages the denoiser to use cleaner spatial and temporal context to reconstruct noisier regions,
thereby exploiting dependencies across residues and frames.

Noise scales are assigned at frame-residue positions and shared by the atoms of each residue, form-
ing the tensor o, such that X = Ry,aj (X + 0 © €) where € ~ N (0,I). Each window is aligned
and centered before corruption, and one global rotation Ry;a; € SO(3) acts on coordinates and
noise across all frames. Training windows vary in start, duration, and sampling interval; observed
frames use a near-clean noise scale for conditioning. The denoiser reconstructs the clean trajectory
in the same rotated coordinate frame with the coordinate-denoising loss:

~ 2
['denoise =K HDQ(Xa g, H7 At) - RtranHw . (3)

The weighted coordinate MSE || - ||2, covers valid atoms in all sampled frames, including observed
frames, and incorporates the EDM and generative-group weights. The generation objective aug-
ments this loss with auxiliary supervision for local structure, atomic and pairwise-distance fluctu-
ations, and short-lag temporal correlations. Its terms and weights are specified in [Sec. B.3] These
auxiliary losses act on generated coordinates, whereas PG supervises intermediate representations.

Single-frame-to-trajectory alignment. The goal is to infer trajectory-level information from a
single experimentally available conformer, rather than merely encode its static geometry. MD tra-
jectories provide temporal context during training, but this context is unavailable when only one
conformer is observed. We therefore train the single-conformer encoder to predict residue features
from the trajectory pass, transferring information about RNA motion into its latent states.

For each forward window, we sample an anchor frame J ~ Uniform{0,---,L — 1} to pair the
trajectory and single-frame views at the same conformer x ;. Both training states below correspond
to this anchor; we omit J from their notation. From the online trajectory pass, we read the residue
state hgf?*‘ at intermediate block f¢, for frame .J. Motivated by layer-dependent representation trans-
ferability (Skean et al., [2025), we use fg, = 17 in the reported model and evaluate an alternative
Block 24 readout and supervision depth in This state incorporates information from the
full trajectory window through temporal attention. After normalization and stop-gradient, it gives

the alignment target zEraJ. A separate pass through the shared online encoder receives the clean
conformer Rg¢x 7, producing HE® = &y(Ryrx ), whose ith row is hgf. The rotations Ry,a;j and
R are sampled independently and uniformly from SO(3). Although the backbone is not explicitly
SE(3)-equivariant, centering and rotation augmentation encourage equivariant trajectory generation

and orientation-invariant dynamics fingerprints.

We map the single-frame states to the trajectory targets using a predictor g, conditioned on H and
At:

Latign = 1 — E; cos (qw(hgf, H,At), z;w‘) . @)

Here cos denotes cosine similarity, and the expectation averages over sampled anchors and valid
residues. Alignment gradients update the single-frame encoder and predictor, while the trajectory
target is detached. The target reuses the existing online trajectory pass, requiring no separate target
network or additional trajectory pass. Fingerprint extraction with £ requires neither H nor At.

Backbone implementation. The backbone uses an AF3-style spatial denoiser (Abramson et al.,
2024)) implemented and initialized with Protenix (Team et al. [2025), with the upstream feature
extractor (Input Embedder and Pairformer) frozen. Static features from the frozen Input Embedder
and Pairformer are provided to the backbone but omitted from network arguments for notational
simplicity. Each spatiotemporal block applies spatial attention followed by temporal self-attention
with a Langevin-inspired temporal decay bias (Feng et al.,2026a).



Table 2: Trajectory generation on RNADynBench. Bold marks the best.

test_struct test_flex
Method Bond O3P  Chiral Clash RMSF PCA GPU Bond 03P Chiral Clash RMSF PCA GPU
MAE]  max| flip]. /k{ rt Wyl time MAE| max] flipd 1k rt Wyl time
Reference  0.03308  0.1938 0 0 0.9819 0.7295 8.1h 0.03307  0.1966 0 0 0.9633 3.1137 13.9h
ConfRover  0.19315 120.4747 0.03103 581.4520 0.0666 9.3105 340.4s 0.16506 133.0420 0 419.7848 0.2288 11.1922 501.5s

MDGen 0.08024 15.1488 0.03103 959398 0.3737 2.4200 7.2s 0.10786 18.9945 < 10~° 88.9058 0.2994 8.9282 11.0s
BioKinema 0.02612  4.4682 0.03836  2.0746 0.8770 1.9276 40.2s 0.02950 8.3586 0.02012  5.8241 0.7536 5.9406 47.8s

w/o PG 0.02418  2.4455 0.03097  1.1884 0.8594 1.9085 /0.02555  9.1171 0.00160  2.8416 0.7440 6.1744 /
RNADynNet 0.02424  1.8858 0.03085  0.8225 0.8746 1.8739 24.5s 0.02567  4.2400 0.00093  3.0404 0.7658 5.9169 32.9s

3.2 PHYSICAL GROUNDING

Alignment transfers trajectory-contextualized information, but does not explicitly tie the learned
representations to physical observables. Motivated by evidence that representation guidance can
improve generation (Yu et al.,2025) and RNA’s pronounced conformational dynamics, we use PG to
explicitly shape intermediate representations with MD-derived residue covariance and inter-residue
motion coupling. PG losses update the shared backbone through both trajectory-anchor and single-
conformer representations.

MD-derived physical targets. We use residue covariance and inter-residue motion coupling as
complementary descriptors of RNA dynamics (Bafna et al., [2026). Targets are computed from a
fixed 101-frame, 100 ns reference trajectory, independently of the sampled training-window dura-
tion. Each residue is represented by its C1’ position, and all reference frames are rigidly aligned to
the initial conformer. Writing dr; = r; — (r;), we define

Ei = <6ri6r;r>, RMSFI =\ tr(Ei), Cij = <(51‘:(51‘j>, pij = ij/ C”C” (5)

Here (-) denotes the average over reference conformations, 3; captures residue-level fluctuation
magnitude and direction, while C;; and p;; describe pairwise motion coupling and its normalized
form (NMC), respectively. The labels satisfy C;; = tr(3;). These MD statistics serve as supervi-
sion, not encoder inputs.

Physical grounding losses. For residue covariance, a shared MLP head fx; predicts the six in-
dependent entries of a symmetric 3 X 3 log-covariance matrix. For residue ¢, we construct an

orthonormal frame RZ(-J) from the clean anchor conformer x; and express the X; in this frame:
== (R(J))TE,;REJ). For each view v € {FP,traj}, let hy, denote the online single-

i,loc %
conformer or corresponding trajectory-anchor state. Both views use the same head and clean-anchor

target:
1 v 2
CZ - Tvl Z Z Hfz(he’l) B log (21(’{30) HF,mean ’ (6)

ve{FP, traj} i€V

Here V contains the valid residues and || - is the mean squared matrix-entry error. Ma-

I

F,mean
trix logarithms act on covariance values expressed numerically in A?. At inference, the ma-
trix exponential yields a positive-definite covariance, recovered in global coordinates as 3; =

R, exp( f= (hglz)) R, . Local-frame construction and numerical details are given in

For inter-residue motion coupling, the head fo predicts a symmetric positive-definite motion-

coupling matrix C from intermediate residue states. Following |Viliuga et al.| (2026)), we supervise
its matrix pattern, magnitude, and normalized off-diagonal coupling with

<67 C>F (&7 o ﬂ ~ 2
Lec=1-—F—"""T+ 35 |Cij — Cijl + —=———= > (Pij — pij)°- 7
IClrIClr V2 2]: YT IV =) ; v
Here « and 3 weight the magnitude and normalized off-diagonal coupling terms, respectively. The
construction of fo and numerical details are given in

At inference, trajectory generation uses the EMA denoiser with a hierarchical forecasting-and-
interpolation sampler, with alignment and PG heads omitted. Single-conformer inference uses the
encoder alone for fingerprint extraction, with PG heads used only for direct descriptor prediction.
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4 EXPERIMENTS

We evaluate RNADynNet on three tasks: trajectory generation, single-conformer dynamics pre-
diction, and RNA-ligand binding transfer. Generation and dynamics prediction use the standard
test_struct and test_flex splits from RNADynBench. Experimental protocols and supple-

mentary results are provided in and

4.1 RNA TRAJECTORY GENERATION UNDER DYNAMICS-AWARE EVALUATION

Existing molecular dynamics generation methods have primarily been developed for proteins rather
than RNA. We therefore adapt ConfRover (Shen et al., [2025), MDGen (Jing et al., 2024b)), and
BioKinema (Feng et al.l [2026a) to RNA and retrain them on RNADynBench under the same 12h
training limit. The adaptations are described in Each method receives only the initial
conformer and generates 101-frame trajectories spanning 100 ns. For each test initial conformer,
we generate four trajectories, except ConfRover (K = 1) due to its slow sampling. The Reference
row reports MD-derived metric values and MD simulation time. depicts local geometric
quality, agreement with MD dynamics, and sampling efficiency. We report bond and O3/—P errors,
sugar-chirality flips, steric clashes, and MD-reference PCA-W5 distance. We also report Pearson
correlation across residues between generated-sample-mean and MD C1’ RMSF profiles. Bond,
O3’-P, and chirality metrics use the initial conformer as reference. Distances are in A, flips in
percent, clashes per 1,000 heavy atoms, and runtimes are measured per trajectory on H200 GPUs.

Metric details are given in[Sec. C.4]

RNADynNet improves all four reported geometric metrics over BioKinema on both test sets, while
achieving comparable or better RMSF correlation, lower PCA-W5, and faster sampling. In particu-
lar, the maximum O3’—P deviation and clash rate are reduced by roughly half on both test sets. MD-
Gen samples faster but shows substantially larger backbone deviations, more clashes, and weaker
dynamic fidelity. ConfRover performs worse on most metrics and is much slower to sample; its
lower training throughput under the common 12h budget may also have limited convergence.

Physical grounding also improves generation.
Relative to w/o PG, the full model impI’OVCS 3IVN_A r=0.95 MAE = 0.25 7B9V_B r=0.93, MAE =0.76
RMSF correlation, O3’—P continuity, and PCA- — Ours — Ours
W5 on both panels, with similar bond MAE. ® — M 0] — Mo

Clash rates decrease on test_struct and
change modestly on test_flex. Overall,
MD-derived physical supervision improves lo- 0 0
cal backbone geometry and conformational dy- Nudleotide index - Nutleotide index .
namics.

RMSF (A)

N
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FROM SINGLE CONFORMERS
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&

»

A central goal of RNADynBench is to enable
learning of molecular dynamics properties from o
experimentally available static conformers. We % 69 p % 178
therefore evaluate whether RNADynNet can re- Nucleotide j Nucleotide j
cover MD-derived dynamics without trajectory
generation at inference.

@
©

Models receive a single RNA conformer and
predict MD-derived residue covariance, RMSF,
and NMC. Native heads measure direct predic-
tion accuracy, whereas independently trained
probes on frozen encoders measure the dynam- o )
ics information contained in learned represen- Ligure 3: Dynamics inference from single con-
tations. compares RNADynNet and its for.me.rs. Predlpted pefr—nucleot}de RMSF and
ablations with RNA-EM (Chen et all P027), Pairwise nucleotide motion couplings from RNA-
Geometry-GNN, RNA-FM+2D GCN, Back- DynNet are cqmpared vyith MD (eferences for two
Flip (Viliuga et al,[2026)), and DynaProt (Bafna RNAs. Motlon-cogphng matrices show RNA-
et all,[2026). RMWD and symmetric KL quan- DynNet below the diagonal and MD above; struc-
tify overall covariance mismatch, while ellip- tures are colored by RMSF.




Table 3: Single-conformer prediction of MD-derived RNA dynamics. The MD reference compares
two non-overlapping 50-ns MD blocks; model predictions are evaluated against full 100-ns MD
statistics. T denotes probes on frozen representations. Bold denotes the best result.

test_struct test_flex
RMSF Covariance NMC RMSF Covariance NMC
Method r 1T MAE] RMWD| Sym. KL| IoUtT r 1T MAE] r 1 MAE|/ RMWD] Sym. KL| IoUf r 1T MAE]
MD reference 0.8755 0.3770  0.7960 0.5525 0.5497 0.8532 0.14620.7584 1.6415  3.5505 1.3471 0.4185 0.7520 0.2145
RNA-FMT 0.2939 1.6188  2.1173 4.9868 0.1731 0.3690 0.26440.2085 3.8148  5.0390 4.2367 0.2318 0.3635 0.2952
Geometry-GNN 0.2801 1.1241 1.5796 2.8662 0.2561 0.4821 0.25910.3385 3.4276  4.6870 3.1959 0.3054 0.4442 0.2910
RNA-FM+2D GCN 0.1257 2.0117  2.6303 8.5914 0.1831 0.4797 0.25690.1536 3.5511  4.8377 4.9398 0.2625 0.5333 0.2609
BackFlip 0.8098 0.4608  0.9449 0.7599 0.4919 0.7948 0.17070.7311 1.7974  3.7118 4.4011 0.4058 0.7399 0.2084
DynaProt 0.7726 0.5266  0.9786 0.8288 0.4502 0.2454 0.27750.5518 2.5861  3.9757 1.9398 0.3692 0.1889 0.3132
w/o align. &PGT  0.7473 0.6056 1.0756 0.9827 0.3966 0.7924 0.17170.6232 2.1515  3.8137 1.3343 0.3811 0.7506 0.2088
wio PGT 0.7797 0.5160  0.9839 0.7542 0.4540 0.7834 0.17440.6920 1.8983  3.5810 1.1055 0.4069 0.7443 0.2101
RNADynNet‘\ 0.8626 0.4076  0.8741 0.5823 0.5276 0.7958 0.16940.7782 1.7560  3.3359 0.8775 0.4522 0.7577 0.2035
RNADynNet 0.8665 0.3983  0.8651 0.5743 0.5260 0.8115 0.16290.7827 1.5800  3.2700 0.8533 0.4528 0.7614 0.2027

soid IoU measures agreement in fluctuation anisotropy and orientation. RMSF and NMC capture
per-residue fluctuation magnitude and pairwise motion coupling, respectively, and are evaluated by

Pearson  and MAE. Details are given in[Sec. C.4]

RNADynNet’s native heads outperform BackFlip and DynaProt on all seven reported metrics in both
test panels. RMSF correlations reach 0.8665 and 0.7827, while NMC correlations reach 0.8115 and
0.7614 on test_struct and test_flex, respectively. illustrates predicted RMSF and
motion couplings for two RNAs. Frozen-probe ablations show that alignment improves all RMSF
and covariance metrics on both test sets, although NMC is slightly worse. Adding physical ground-
ing improves all seven metrics on both sets. These results suggest that alignment transfers trajectory-
derived information to the single-conformer representation, while physical grounding strengthens its
recovery of MD-derived dynamics.

Scaling RNA dynamics learning with MD su- a b

pervision. To examine how trajectory data con- 0.55

tribute to dynamics learning, we train RNADyn- 022 -

Net on five fractions of the training data spanning _, s 0-52 1

10-100% and evaluate checkpoints from 1k to 6k % (5 2 49

steps (Fig. 4). At later checkpoints, larger subsets 5 5

generally reduce NMC MAE and increase ellipsoid = 4 £ 0.46 -

IoU, suggesting that additional MD supervision im- w 1k = 2K
proves the recovery of RNA dynamics properties. 016 0431 _'_g'; _':g';
4.3 RNA-LIGAND BINDING 1025 50 75 100 1025 50 75 100

If learned dynamics fingerprints capture biolog- Training data (%) Training data (%)
ically relevant conformational information, they

should improve tasks where RNA recognition de- Figure 4: Predictive data scaling on
pends on structural adaptation. We therefore assess test_struct. NMC MAE (a) and
downstream transfer to RNA-ligand binding us- covariance-ellipsoid IoU (b) across 10-100%
ing frozen RNADynNet fingerprints in the GerNA- of the training data and 1k—6k training steps.
Bind framework (Xia et al., 2025).

shows that the binding model using frozen RNADynNet fingerprints improves AUROC in five
of eight settings. Notably, performance improves on both RNA-homology splits and both combined
homology-and-fingerprint splits, with the latter increasing from 0.7279 to 0.7673 on Biosensor and
from 0.6176 to 0.6619 on Robin. Overall, the gains are concentrated on settings involving RNA
distribution shift.

5 RELATED WORK

Biomolecular MD Data. Protein dynamics learning benefits from larger MD resources, includ-
ing BioEmu for protein equilibrium ensembles, mdCATH for protein trajectories, and MISATO for
protein—ligand MD data (Lewis et al.||2025; |Mirarchi et al., [2024; |Siebenmorgen et al.| [2024). AT-
LAS and Dynamic PDB provide protein MD resources with flexibility descriptors and additional
physical properties, respectively (Vander Meersche et al., 2024} [Liu et al., |2024). RNA trajectory



Table 4: RNA-ligand binding AUROC (best, second best).
AUROC-Biosensor AUROC-Robin
RNA Ligand Homol. & RNA Ligand Homol. &
- - Random .
homology fingerprint fingerpr. homology fingerprint fingerpr.

RSAPred (Krishnan et al.|[2024) 0.8764  0.7550 0.6707 0.6019  0.6327  0.5392 0.6320 0.4938
DeepDTIs (Wen et al.|2017) 0.9300  0.8399 0.6813 0.6118  0.6302  0.5503 0.6290 0.4987
DeepConv-DTI (Lee et al.|{2019) 0.9249  0.8427 0.6894 0.6213  0.6301  0.5625 0.6390 0.5104
GraphDTA (Nguyen et al.|2021) 0.8992  0.8284 0.7014 0.6370  0.6590  0.5528 0.6481 0.5510
GerNA-Bind (Xia et al.[[2025) 0.9755  0.9014 0.7723 0.7279  0.7094  0.6188 0.6814 0.6176

RNADynNet 0.9582  0.9066 0.7041 0.7673  0.7119  0.6899 0.6760 0.6619

Method Random

resources remain smaller and more specialized (Tab. T). BIGNASim is a database and analysis por-
tal for nucleic-acid MD trajectories, initially including 14 RNA simulations (Hospital et al., [2016).
CASP15 MD evaluates refinement of predicted RNA structures (Nithin et al.,2025)), while the simu-
lations assembled for DeepRMSF support flexibility prediction (Feng et al.,2026¢c). RNADynBench
instead contributes a larger all-atom RNA trajectory collection with RNA-group partitions and com-
mon protocols for generating and predicting MD-derived descriptors.

Ensemble and Trajectory Generation. Protein ensemble generators such as AlphaFlow (Jing et al.,
2024a) and BioEmu (Lewis et al., 2025)), and RNA generators such as DynaRNA (Li et al.,|2025) and
RNAbpFlow (Tarafder & Bhattacharya, 2026)), sample conformations without temporal order. For
time-resolved dynamics, ConfRover models protein dynamics autoregressively (Shen et al., [2025)),
whereas MDGen jointly models full trajectories in an SE(3)-invariant representation of residue poses
and torsions (Jing et al.,|2024b). BioMD and BioKinema instead operate directly on all-atom Carte-
sian trajectories using spatiotemporal models and hierarchical forecasting and interpolation, with
BioKinema additionally introducing a Langevin-inspired temporal decay bias (Feng et al.,[2026bja).
Nevertheless, none of these trajectory generators was originally developed for RNA MD generation.

Dynamics Prediction from Structure. RNA elastic networks and DeepRMSF estimate flexibility
from a single structure (Pinamonti et al., [2015; [Feng et al., 2026c). In proteins, DynaProt predicts
directional residue fluctuations and pairwise motion couplings (Bafna et al.|[2026), while Ensembits
distills information from MD ensembles into representations accessible from a single frame (Shi
& Oliver, [2026). RNADynNet extends RNA structure-based dynamics prediction beyond scalar
flexibility by learning MD-derived residue covariance and inter-residue motion coupling from a
single conformer, within the same backbone used for trajectory generation.

Guided Generative and Representation Learning. Recent work has explored incorporating aux-
iliary signals into generative and representation learning. REPA aligns generative features with
pretrained representations (Yu et al., 2025), HoG-Diff guides graph diffusion with higher-order
topology (Huang & Birdal, 2026), and PSG-JEPA grounds predictive latents with physical state
and multi-horizon transition targets (Yan et al., 2026). We instead use MD trajectories to jointly
supervise trajectory generation and single-conformer dynamics representations through trajectory-
informed alignment and MD-derived physical targets.

6 CONCLUSION

RNADynBench establishes the data foundation for jointly learning RNA trajectory generation and
single-conformer dynamics prediction. Building on its trajectories and MD-derived statistics, RNA-
DynNet integrates these capabilities within a shared backbone. Physical grounding improves gener-
ated dynamics and the physical information recoverable from single-conformer fingerprints, while
an initial RNA-ligand binding evaluation illustrates their downstream transfer. RNADynBench pro-
vides a foundation for moving RNA modeling beyond static structure toward models that learn
conformational dynamics as a bridge between molecular structure, recognition, and function.

Limitations and future work. Our simulations span 100 ns and may not capture slower confor-
mational dynamics. The study focuses primarily on isolated RNA and does not explicitly model
complete RNA—protein or RNA—small-molecule complexes. In the future, RNADynBench could
support dynamics-aware RNA design, perturbation-response prediction, and integration with ex-
perimental observables. It could also enable studies of how mutations, molecular partners, and
environmental conditions reshape RNA dynamics.
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A RNADYNBENCH CONSTRUCTION AND CHARACTERIZATION

A.1 STRUCTURE PREPARATION AND MD SIMULATION

summarizes the release-level molecular dynamics protocol. The default solvent box was
a rhombic dodecahedron with 12 A padding. Systems showing periodic-image contacts during
equilibration were rebuilt with 18 or 24 A padding. The released files contain the RNA-only post-
processed coordinates.

Table 5: RNADynBench molecular dynamics protocol.

Setting

Value

Simulation engine
RNA force field
Solvent and ions

Periodic box

Electrostatics
Integration

Energy minimization

NVT equilibration
NPT equilibration

Final NPT equilibration

Production
Coordinate output

GROMACS (Abraham et al.,[2015)

Amber RNA OL3 (Zgarbova et al.| 2011)

OPC water (Izadi et al.;[2014); Li-Merz 12-6 OPC Na*/Cl~
parameters (Sengupta et al.| 2021)); neutralizing ions plus 150 mM
NaCl

Rhombic dodecahedron; 12 A default padding, increased to 18 or
24 A for periodic-image contacts

Particle-mesh Ewald (Darden et al.,|1993)

4 fs time step with hydrogen mass repartitioning (Feenstra et al.,
1999)

Steepest-descent minimization to the configured force/energy
convergence criterion

200 ps at 300 K; Berendsen thermostat (Berendsen et al., |1984))

1 ns at 300 K and 1 bar; Nosé—Hoover thermostat (Hoover, |1985)
and Berendsen barostat

5 ns; Nosé—Hoover thermostat and Parrinello-Rahman

barostat (Parrinello & Rahman,|1981)

100 ns; Nosé—Hoover thermostat and Parrinello-Rahman barostat
100 ps stride; 1,001 frames from O to 100 ns
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Computational resources. The accepted trajectories were generated on NVIDIA H200, GH200,
and A100 GPUs, requiring approximately 23,000 H200-equivalent GPU hours including equili-
bration and production.

A.2 QUALITY CONTROL AND DATASET SPLITS

We checked residue and atom identities across source structures, prepared RNA systems, GRO-
MACS topologies, and the first released trajectory frames. Source residue numbers and insertion
codes were preserved alongside a sample-level residue index; component-selection and repair de-
cisions were recorded in the metadata. Structures with missing or ambiguous chain mappings, un-
resolved internal backbone gaps, unsupported modified residues, or failed topology reconstruction
were excluded.

Run-level checks covered energy minimization, equilibration stability, production completion, co-
ordinate spikes, covalent-backbone continuity, and periodic-boundary behavior. For multi-chain
systems, the full 100 ns window was additionally assessed for sustained loss of inter-chain contacts
and chain separation. Release checks verified the monotonic 0—100 ns time axis, 1,001 readable
frames, the presence and checksums of all public files, complete metadata, and the absence of exact
duplicate trajectory aliases. Additional geometric and chain-separation findings were recorded as
quality-control flags for retained trajectories.

Leakage-controlled splits. reports the fixed RNADynBench partitions and their roles. The
homology-guard trajectories are included in the public release but excluded from training, model
selection, and formal evaluation. The structural test set starts from 113 RNA entries mapped from
the gRNAde Das test set (Joshi et al.,[2025)) and expands by RNA identity and source membership to
117 trajectories. Corrected source identity is used for grouping while historical RNA-Solo identifiers
are retained for provenance. Direct sequence screening requires at least 80% identity, defined as the
number of matching residues divided by the shorter full RNA sequence length, and at least 80%
coverage on each sequence, measured using actually paired residues. Multi-chain sequences retain
the concatenated representation. Guards include direct sequence or structural matches and samples
sharing a sequence or structural cluster with the structural test set. Direct structural screening was
limited to test—candidate pairs from sequence- or structural-cluster neighborhoods and previously
observed direct matches, using a TM-score threshold of 0.45 normalized by the longer RNA.

For test_flex, each trajectory is scored by its median pairwise aligned C1’ RMSD over 101
frames sampled at 1-ns intervals. After excluding test_struct and guards, we group trajectories
sharing an exact sequence, corrected RNA identity, source structure, sequence cluster, or structural
cluster. Each group receives the median member score. Eligible groups (at most 25 trajectories) are
ranked by score within strata of rounded mean length (< 40, 41-100, or > 100 nucleotides), chain
multiplicity, predominant source class, and quality-control warnings. Seeded round-robin selection
adds whole groups only when they bring test _flex closer to 100 trajectories. A seeded selection
from the remaining groups yields 102 validation trajectories; all other groups form the training set.

Table 6: RNADynBench dataset splits.

Partition Trajectories  Primary role

Training 2,248 Model optimization and downstream probe training
Validation 102  Checkpoint and hyperparameter selection
test_struct 117  Structural and molecular generalization
test_flex 100 High-flexibility generalization

Homology guard 18 Excluded homology/cluster guards

Total 2,585

A.3 SIZE-MATCHED RNA—-PROTEIN COMPARISONS
For each protein reference, we retained the overlapping heavy-atom-count range and partitioned

log heavy-atom count into five bins. RNA and protein systems then received common bin weights.
ATLAS and dynamicPDB were matched separately because their size distributions differed.
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Figure 5: Size-stratified RNA—protein dynamics. Distributions of (a) mean marker-atom RMSF,
(b) mean RMSD to the first sampled frame, and (¢) heavy-atom IZ, coefficient of variation across five
size bins. RNA uses C4’' markers and protein uses Cc; vertical axes are logarithmic. Split violins
show proteins on the left and matched RNAs on the right; bars indicate the median, interquartile
range, and 5th-95th percentiles.

B RNADYNNET ARCHITECTURE AND OBJECTIVES

Bold symbols denote vectors, matrices, or tensors. Subscript f indexes frames, and i, j index
residues. summarizes the principal notation for RNADynNet. Quantities used only in the
downstream binding model are defined in its own section.

B.1 BACKBONE AND TEMPORAL CONDITIONING

RNADynNet initializes its diffusion backbone from Protenix (Team et al., 2025). Following Pro-
tenix’s AF3-style tokenization, standard RNA nucleotides form residue tokens, and the frozen Input
Embedder and Pairformer in provide single and pair features. An atom encoder maps EDM-
preconditioned noisy coordinates to residue tokens before spatiotemporal attention. Each spatiotem-
poral block applies spatial attention followed by temporal self-attention. The diffusion backbone is
optimized jointly with the representation heads. The latent objectives use an intermediate token
representation, whereas coordinate prediction continues through the denoising path.

Time conditioning and the single-frame predictor.

The alignment target of Eq. (TI0) depends on the horizon H and interval At of the window, so the
single-frame predictor is conditioned on both. The predictor embeds standardized logarithms of H
and At:

(®)

log H — log At —
€time = MLPtime <|: o8 MH> o8 ! uAt:|> )

SH SAt
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Table 7: Notation used throughout our manuscript.

Symbol Meaning

L,A,N,d Numbers of frames, atoms, residues, and feature dimensions.

X, xy All-atom trajectory window and its frame- f conformer.

0,0 Online parameters and their EMA; fingerprints use the latter.

Do, E,Eq, Usp Trajectory denoiser, online single-conformer encoder, EMA fingerprint
encoder, and readout block.

X,0,€ Noised trajectory, coordinate-noise scale tensor, and Gaussian perturba-
tion.

Riraj, Rst Independent global rotations of the trajectory and single-frame views.

J,V Sampled anchor-frame index and set of valid residues.

ng, hgi’ EMA single-conformer fingerprint matrix and its residue-: vector.

FP traj
hQ,i 9 heﬂ;

Online single-conformer and trajectory-anchor states for residue ¢ at

sampled anchor J.

qy, eraj Alignment predictor conditioned on H and At, and detached trajectory-
anchor target.

3, REJ) Residue covariance and orthonormal residue frame of clean anchor J.

C,p Inter-residue motion-coupling matrix and its normalized form (NMC).

f=, fe Covariance and motion-coupling heads for physical grounding.

Lgen, Latign, Lra Generation, single-frame-to-trajectory alignment, and physical-

grounding objectives.

and the shared residue-wise predictor applies FILM modulation,

[Yeime, Btime) = WriLM€time,

9
4o (B, H, At) = W3 GELU [(1 + Yiime) © (W1h + b1) + Beime] + ba. 2

The FiLM projection is zero-initialized, so the predictor initially applies no time-dependent modu-
lation. The statistics (pg, Sg, tat, Sat) are computed once from the training-window distribution
and held fixed during training.

B.2 TRAINING VIEWS AND FINGERPRINT EXTRACTION

Each sampled trajectory is rigidly aligned to its first frame and centered before view construction.
Let V denote the RNA residues with at least one resolved atom.

View construction. The trajectory view uses one global rotation Ry,,;j across all frames, applied
jointly to coordinates and Gaussian noise. Its reconstruction target is Ry;,;X. The single-frame
pass receives the corresponding clean anchor Rg¢x 7, without coordinate noise. The two rotations
are sampled independently and uniformly from SO(3).

Readouts and alignment target. Let Hf;f" denote the online backbone states at the fingerprint
readout block. For the sampled anchor J, the trajectory readout and alignment target are

hy;! = LN [Héﬁ’ (i,a, H, At) } :
Jié (10)

7 = s [norm (hgr‘;?”)} .

Here LN is affine-free LayerNorm, norm(z) = z/(||z||2 + ¢), and sg stops gradients. The nor-

malized, detached target is read at one anchor after temporal attention over the full window. The

single-frame readout uses affine-free LayerNorm at the same depth, before the predictor. [Eq. (4)]

averages the alignment loss over valid residues; its gradients update the single-frame path.

V4

Reported single-conformer fingerprints use the EMA encoder in evaluation mode on one centered
conformer, without random rotation or coordinate noise. Any probe-specific normalization is ap-
plied after this readout.
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B.3 TRAJECTORY GENERATION OBJECTIVE

The generation objective combines coordinate denoising, local structural agreement, fluctuation
matching, and short-lag autocorrelation losses:
Lgen = Ldenoise + AsLDLsmooth-1DDT + ARMSFLRMSF (11
+ ArelLrel RMSF + Alocal Llocal- RMSF + AACFLACE-
For the reported model, the effective multipliers are Asqpp = 4, Armsr = 0.4, Arel = Aocal =
Aacr = 3.2. The denoising loss in[Eq. (3)|already includes its generative-group multiplier.

The coordinate objective follows BioKinema’s global-frame reconstruction convention, without fit-
ting a new rigid alignment between the predicted and target coordinates. For each sampled frame,
squared Euclidean errors are weighted by atom validity, molecular type, and the residue-specific
EDM factor. Weighted errors are summed over atoms, divided by the number of resolved atoms
and by three spatial dimensions, and averaged over all sampled frames. Thus the coordinate MSE
includes near-clean conditioning frames; AF3-style smooth-IDDT (Abramson et al., 2024) instead
uses the explicit target-frame mask to supervise local structural agreement. The RMSF-based terms
follow BioKinema’s fluctuation supervision (Feng et al., [2026a). The RMSF term compares per-
atom positional fluctuations over the window. Relative and local RMSF compare fluctuations of
selected inter-token and within-token atom-pair distances, respectively. The ACF term compares
normalized, time-centered positional autocorrelations over short frame lags for selected atoms. The
RMSEF, relative-RMSEF, local-RMSF, and ACF terms apply only to windows with at least three
frames.

B.4 PHYSICAL GROUNDING TARGETS AND PREDICTION HEADS

Reference statistics and local coordinates. PG uses the same 101-frame, 100-ns reference trajec-
tory for covariance and motion-coupling labels, with population normalization over all 101 frames.
We align all frames to frame zero by a C1’-based rigid fit and remove the temporal mean separately
for each residue. The labels satisfy C;; = tr(X;), while C is invariant to a common global rotation.
For each clean anchor, the first local axis points from C1’ to C3’; the second is the C1’-to-C4’ vector
orthogonalized against the first, and the third is their cross product. The three normalized axes form

the columns of REJ). Full-trajectory statistics are expressed in this clean-anchor frame, even when
the supervised hidden state comes from the noisy trajectory pass. Labels are matched by residue
identity and only valid residues enter the reductions.

The main text uses numerical covariance values in A2, With sp = 1 A", the matrix logarithm acts

()

on the dimensionless local covariance 3 iloc /8o after eigenvalue flooring. The physical prediction

is recovered as i, = s5oR; exp(fg(hglz))RiT.

Shared covariance head. The single-conformer and trajectory-anchor representations are read at
the same intermediate block. The covariance head is a normalized multilayer perceptron with six
outputs. Its six outputs fill the independent entries of a symmetric 3 x 3 matrix S, directly param-
eterizing the log-covariance. Training compares S with detached matrix-log targets, without differ-
entiating through an eigendecomposition of the prediction. The matrix-entry loss in[Eq. (6)|averages
squared errors over all nine entries, valid residues, and the two views. Each symmetric off-diagonal
entry contributes twice. The matrix exponential recovers covariance descriptors at inference and is
absent from the training loss.

Motion-coupling head and reductions. The motion-coupling head reads intermediate residue
states. A normalized residue-level multilayer perceptron produces vectors u;; symmetric pair fea-
tures [u; + u;; |u; — u;|] are mapped to a scalar matrix A . Its lower-triangular factor is

L¢ = tril(Ae, —1) + diag(softplus(diag A¢) + e¢) , (12)
where ec > 0 stabilizes the diagonal and C = LCLE is positive definite. The lower-triangular

factor is constructed in the input residue order. The readout applies an MLP to RNADynNet’s
residue states in place of BackFlip’s IPA edge encoder.

In the matrix-pattern and magnitude terms include diagonal entries, while NMC MSE uses
off-diagonal entries only. Small positive floors stabilize the Frobenius-norm denominator in [Eq. (7)
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and NMC normalization. NMC is derived from the same motion-coupling matrix, with no sep-
arate prediction head. The per-sample losses are averaged over the batch. The covariance and
coupling heads are supervised separately, without an explicit cross-head consistency constraint. PG
supervises covariance and zero-lag motion coupling; the generation objective separately supervises
short-lag autocorrelation. The combined objective is Lpg = As Ly + A\cLc.

C EXPERIMENTAL PROTOCOLS

The code and configurations specify remaining masks and reductions, head dimensions, numerical
constants, objective weights, and training, sampling, and downstream optimization settings.

C.1 TRAINING CONFIGURATION

Training uses the official RNADynBench training partition, with variable window starts, spacings,
and lengths. Stored-frame spacing is converted to the physical interval At for temporal condition-
ing. The sampler mixes unconditional, initial-frame-conditioned, and endpoint-conditioned win-
dows while varying their temporal extent and resolution.

Training starts from the Protenix (Team et all [2025) initialization with a fresh optimizer state.
We use validation-guided optimization, learning-rate scheduling, gradient clipping, mixed-precision
training, and an EMA copy for trajectory generation. PG is active from the first update. Single-
frame-to-trajectory alignment is activated after an initial warm-up and smoothly increased to its final
weight, using one sampled anchor per eligible forward window. The alignment target is obtained
from the online trajectory pass, while EMA weights are retained for generation.

Evaluation sets. RNADynBench defines test_struct as 117 trajectories from 62 RNAs and
test_flex as 100 trajectories from 65 RNAs. Generation results for RNADynNet and frozen-
probe evaluations for RNADynNet, w/o PG, and w/o alignment and PG use these panels. BioKinema
and RNADynNet generation use fixed EMA checkpoints.

C.2 TRAIJECTORY SAMPLING

Both test panels use the same EMA denoiser and hierarchical forecasting-and-interpolation protocol.
The coarse stage generates temporally spaced anchors from the supplied initial conformer. The fine
stage uses the denoiser conditioned on adjacent anchors to generate intermediate frames on the 101-
frame, 100-ns evaluation grid. Each of the four samples is a complete trajectory.

C.3 BASELINES AND ABLATION SETTINGS

Trajectory-generation baselines.  The baselines use distinct RNA input representations.
BioKinema uses precomputed Protenix single and pair features for all-atom coordinate denoising
and is retrained on RNADynBench. Our MDGen adaptation is trained from scratch and retains
the original flow-matching architecture and sampler. It represents each nucleotide by a rigid-frame
offset and ten sine—cosine torsion pairs (27 dimensions), with RNA-specific residue identities and
coordinate decoding. Validation-selected EMA weights are used for evaluation. At evaluation, de-
coded frame zero is replaced by the input conformer; generated future frames are left unchanged.
ConfRover uses RNA frames and ten torsion pairs, C1’ pair geometry, and frozen Protenix features
from sequence and topology. Its causal temporal and SE(3) diffusion modules and RNA torsion
head are trained from scratch; an RNA decoder reconstructs atomic coordinates. ConfRover gen-
erates one trajectory per target (K = 1); its runtime is per trajectory, and it is excluded from the
K = 4 ranking.

Descriptor baselines. All descriptor models receive the experimental initial structure. Geometry-
GNN builds a distance-based graph from a single RNA conformer and jointly trains its graph net-
work and descriptor heads on MD-derived targets. RNA-FM+2D GCN freezes RNA-FM but trains
its GCN and prediction heads. Other unmarked model rows use native descriptor heads. DynaProt
combines validation-selected marginal and joint native heads. Rows marked with { use indepen-
dently trained descriptor probes on frozen representations.
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Representation-learning ablations. The w/o align. & PG variant uses only Lgen; W/o PG adds
Lalign, and the full model also includes PG. All variants retain the coordinate, structural, fluctuation,
and short-lag correlation losses in Lgc, (Sec. B.3). For their  rows, we freeze the EMA encoders
and train separate probes on MD-derived descriptors.

C.4 EVALUATION METRICS AND MD REFERENCES

Trajectory generation. Geometry metrics use the 100 future frames; frame zero is the supplied
initial conformer. Bond MAE averages absolute RNA heavy-atom bond-length deviations from that
conformer. O3'-P max is the largest absolute initial-linkage deviation over future frames and con-
secutive within-chain residues. The maximum is computed per trajectory before averaging generated
samples. Chiral flip is the percentage of sugar-stereocenter observations with a signed-volume sign
different from frame zero, including zero volume. Clashes count nonbonded heavy-atom pairs closer
than 1.5 A, excluding directly bonded pairs and pairs sharing a bonded neighbor. Counts are nor-
malized per 1,000 heavy atoms. For dynamics metrics, C1’ coordinates in every frame are rigidly
aligned to the MD initial conformer without reflection. RMSF r is the Pearson correlation across
residues between MD and the generated-sample-mean RMSF profiles, each computed over all 101
frames. PCA-W, compares equal-weight distributions of the 100 future frames in a two-dimensional
PCA space fitted only to MD. It uses optimal assignment and normalization by the square root of the
C1’ atom count. Framewise geometry metrics are averaged over frames and generated samples, then
within RNA systems and across RNAs. Per-target RMSF correlations and sample-mean PCA-W,
values are likewise averaged within RNAs and then across RNAs.

Single-conformer dynamics prediction. Model predictions are compared with descriptors from
the full 100-ns MD trajectory. The MD reference instead compares two non-overlapping 50-ns
blocks from that same trajectory to indicate finite-sampling variability. As in prior covariance-
only evaluations (Bafna et al., 2026; Viliuga et al., [2026)), we compare predicted and MD residue
fluctuations as zero-mean Gaussians. Both covariance matrices are symmetrized and projected to
positive definiteness before computing RMWD, symmetric KL, and IoU; the equations below use
these projected matrices. For NV evaluated residues, root-mean 2-Wasserstein distance is

L ~ R 2 1/2
Syt <2i+2i —2 (23/22;:}/2) )] . (13)
=1

The symmetric Kullback-Leibler divergence is

RMWD =

N
1 - -
KLym = 7o 3 [60(Z7'80) + (8718 —2d, =3, (14)
=1

Because both Gaussians are centered, neither metric includes mean-coordinate error. Ellipsoid IoU
also evaluates the shape and orientation of the covariance:

EXZ)={xeR:x"2 'x <1} (15)

Its eigenvectors define principal directions, and square-root eigenvalues define semi-axis lengths.
IoU averages each residue’s ellipsoid-intersection volume divided by its union volume, estimated by
spherical quadrature. Thus, IoU reflects fluctuation scale as well as anisotropy and orientation.

RMSF and NMC are derived as in For RMSF, Pearson r compares residue-wise flexibility
patterns, while MAE measures absolute fluctuation-amplitude error. For NMC, r compares coupling
patterns and MAE measures absolute coupling error over strictly upper-triangular residue pairs (¢ <
7). RMSF uses the raw covariance trace rather than the projected matrices used for RMWD, KL,
and IoU. Metrics are computed per trajectory, averaged within each RNA group, and reported as
split-level RNA-group macro means. RMWD and RMSF MAE are in A; the other descriptor scores
are dimensionless.

Generation reference and aggregation. BioKinema, MDGen, and RNADynNet generate four tra-
jectories per target. Reference-MD RNA-level intervals use cluster resampling. Geometry reference
values are empirical RNA-level means from MD. Trajectory-matching reference values are medians
of RNA-level statistics from conditional moving-block bootstrap samples of individual MD trajec-
tories. These intervals describe resampling variability conditional on the observed trajectories.
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C.5 RNA-LIGAND BINDING PROTOCOL

This subsection details the binding pipeline summarized in RNA residues are represented
by combining the frozen residue-level fingerprint hglz exported by RNADynNet with frozen se-

quence and secondary-structure features:

h'P = MLPgp (hglj) . hrnai = MLPg. (pr el | efD) . (16)

The ligand encoder combines atom representations from a 2D graph convolutional network and a
3D Equiformer. The GerNA-Bind interaction stack (Xia et al., |2025) constructs residue—atom pair
features, refines them with triangle multiplication and row-wise attention using intramolecular RNA
and ligand distances, and pools the pair tensor with dual mutual attention. A prediction head maps
the pooled representation to a binding score. Training uses the binary evidential objective from
the GerNA-Bind implementation. No RNA-ligand complex pose or cross-molecule distance is re-
quired. Downstream optimization follows the released implementation. The fingerprint encoder and
the pretrained RNA and ligand encoders from GerNA-Bind were frozen. The new RNA and ligand
fusion layers, the retained interaction stack, and the prediction head were optimized from the re-
leased initialization. This setup evaluates the downstream utility of frozen RNADynNet fingerprints
within the GerNA-Bind interaction and prediction framework.

D SUPPLEMENTARY RESULTS

D.1 GROUNDING TARGETS AND SUPERVISION DEPTH

Tabs. 8] and [9] compare the full model with variants retaining only covariance or only motion-
coupling grounding. Block 24 moves the fingerprint readout and its alignment and PG supervision
from Block 17 to Block 24; Block 17 supplies the main-text results. All generation variants use the
same coarse and fine sampling schedule. Block 17 has the highest generation RMSF correlation on
both test panels, whereas Block 24 has lower predictive RMWD on both panels.

Table 8: Trajectory-generation ablations. RNA-group macro means; distances are in A and chiral
flips in percent.

test_struct test_flex
Model Bond O3P Chiral Clash RMSF PCA Bond O3P Chiral Clash RMSF PCA
MAE] max] flipl /lk} »1T Wy | MAE] max] flip] /lk] =1 Wal
Cov-only 0.02423 1.7091 0.03092 0.9583 0.8712 1.8699 0.02561 3.8573 0.00126 3.2085 0.7609 5.8609
Coupling-only 0.02414 1.0845 0.03088 0.9891 0.8631 1.8983 0.02537 5.4953 0.00093 2.8008 0.7623 5.8490

Full model (Block 24) 0.02430 1.2558 0.03091 0.9256 0.8720 1.8896 0.02586 6.2126 0.00043 3.1947 0.7592 5.8033
Full model (Block 17) 0.02424 1.8858 0.03085 0.8225 0.8746 1.8739 0.02567 4.2400 0.00093 3.0404 0.7658 5.9169

Table 9: Single-conformer dynamics ablations using independent probes on frozen EMA backbones.
RNA-group macro means; RMWD and RMSF MAE are in A.

test_struct test_flex
RMSF Covariance NMC RMSF Covariance NMC
Method r 1 MAE| RMWDJ Sym. KL| IoUt r 1 MAE| r 1 MAE] RMWD| Sym. KL| IoU?T r 1T MAE|
Cov-only 0.8540 0.4307  0.8856 0.6007 0.5309 0.7936 0.17220.7711 1.7128  3.3259 0.8238 0.4547 0.7537 0.2090
Coupling-only 0.8448 0.4535  0.9297 0.6690 0.4806 0.8160 0.16260.7468 1.7138  3.3845 0.9596 0.4322 0.7646 0.2012

Full model (Block 24) 0.8622 0.4124  0.8716 0.5892 0.5276 0.8016 0.16590.7696 1.5995  3.2786 0.8498 0.4476 0.7592 0.2023
Full model (Block 17) 0.8626 0.4076  0.8741 0.5823 0.5276 0.7958 0.16940.7782 1.7560  3.3359 0.8775 0.4522 0.7577 0.2035
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D.2 PREDICTIVE DATA SCALING

shows the seven metrics reported in across both held-out splits and all training-data
fractions and checkpoints.
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Figure 6: Predictive data scaling. Orange curves darken from 1k to 6k training updates across
10-100% of the training data. Shading shows pointwise 95% source-RNA-group bootstrap intervals
for 6k only. Each checkpoint uses its EMA backbone and EMA descriptor heads.

D.3 QUALITATIVE TRAJECTORY GENERATION

[Figs.7]to[9] show stepwise trajectory generation for low-, median-, and high-motion held-out RNAs
selected by reference-MD C1’ RMSD percentiles.
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Figure 7: Stepwise denoising of the low-motion held-out RNA 3IVN_A. Columns show 0, 25,
50, 75, and 100 ns. Step rows are diagnostic X estimates at the labeled noise scales; the final two
rows show the generated trajectory and reference MD. Ribbon gaps mark Q3P distances of at least
2.6 A.

24
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Step 1
0=4608 A

Step 5
0=1268.2 A

Step 10
0=164.6 A

Final generated

Ground truth MD

Figure 8: Stepwise denoising of the median-motion held-out RNA 3SKR_A. Columns show O,
25, 50, 75, and 100 ns. Step rows are diagnostic X estimates at the labeled noise scales; the final

two rows show the generated trajectory and reference MD. Ribbon gaps mark O3’—P distances of at
least 2.6 A.
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Figure 9: Stepwise denoising of the high-motion held-out RNA 6AZ4_A. Columns show 0, 25,
50, 75, and 100 ns. Step rows are diagnostic X estimates at the labeled noise scales; the final two

rows show the generated trajectory and reference MD. Ribbon gaps mark O3’—P distances of at least
2.6 A.
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