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ABSTRACT

Designing proteins de novo with tailored structural, physicochemical, and functional properties
remains a grand challenge in biotechnology, medicine, and materials science, due to the vastness
of sequence space and the complex coupling between sequence, structure, and function. Current
state-of-the-art generative methods, such as protein language models (PLMs) and diffusion-based
architectures, often require extensive fine-tuning, task-specific data, or model reconfiguration to
support objective-directed design, thereby limiting their flexibility and scalability. To overcome
these limitations, we present a decentralized, agent-based framework inspired by swarm intelligence
for de novo protein design. In this approach, multiple large language model (LLM) agents operate
in parallel, each assigned to a specific residue position. These agents iteratively propose context-
aware mutations by integrating design objectives, local neighborhood interactions, and memory and
feedback from previous iterations. This position-wise, decentralized coordination enables emergent
design of diverse, well-defined sequences without reliance on motif scaffolds or multiple sequence
alignments, validated with experiments on proteins with alpha helix and coil structures. Through
analyses of residue conservation, structure-based metrics, and sequence convergence and embeddings,
we demonstrate that the framework exhibits emergent behaviors and effective navigation of the
protein fitness landscape. Our method achieves efficient, objective-directed designs within a few
GPU-hours and operates entirely without fine-tuning or specialized training, offering a generalizable
and adaptable solution for protein design. Beyond proteins, the approach lays the groundwork for
collective LLM-driven design across biomolecular systems and other scientific discovery tasks.

Keywords protein design · swarm intelligence · large language models · agent-based systems

1 Introduction

The ability to computationally design novel proteins with precisely tailored structural, physicochemical, and functional
properties is a grand challenge at the forefront of modern biotechnology [1–6], holding immense promise for advance-
ments across medicine [7–9], materials science [10–12], and synthetic biology [13, 14]. De novo protein design, which
aims to create entirely new amino acid sequences that fold into desired three-dimensional structures and perform specific
tasks, offers a powerful alternative to modifying existing natural proteins [15]. However, navigating the astronomically
vast protein sequence space, coupled with the intricate and often non-intuitive relationship between sequence, structure,
and function, renders this a formidable computational and experimental endeavor.
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Traditional computational protein design methods have made significant strides, often relying on physics-based energy
functions or statistical potentials to guide sequence optimization within a predefined structural scaffold [16, 17]. More
recently, the advent of deep learning has revolutionized protein science, giving rise to powerful neural networks [18–22],
protein language models (PLMs) [23–26], and denoising diffusion probabilistic models [27–29]. While these models
excel at tasks like protein folding prediction or generating natural-like sequences, their application to targeted de novo
protein design often presents significant limitations. Specifically, many state-of-the-art generative models typically
demand extensive fine-tuning on large, task-specific datasets or intricate architectural modifications to achieve multi-
objective design (Figure 1). This reliance on specialized training data and computationally intensive learning phases
restricts their generalizability, adaptability to novel design objectives, and overall efficiency for rapid prototyping in
diverse design scenarios. Consequently, a significant gap remains in developing highly adaptable, generalizable, and
computationally efficient de novo protein design frameworks that do not require extensive pre-training or fine-tuning for
each new objective.

Large Language Models (LLMs), powerful neural networks initially designed for natural language processing tasks,
have demonstrated an unprecedented ability to learn complex patterns, capture intricate relationships within sequential
data, and generate coherent, contextually relevant outputs [30, 31]. Their success stems from their transformer-based
architectures, which enable them to process long-range dependencies and learn rich representations from vast amounts
of unsupervised data. This inherent capacity for pattern recognition and sequence generation has naturally extended
their application to diverse scientific domains, including the automation of scientific discovery through bio-inspired
multi-agent intelligent graph reasoning [32], the exploratory optimization of reasoning and agentic thinking [33], the
discovery of protein design principles [34], protein discovery via physics- and machine learning-informed multi-agent
collaborations [35], the solving of complex mechanics problems and knowledge integration [36], and molecular analysis
and design using generative AI via multi-agent modeling [37].

To address limitations of the current computational protein design methods and leveraging the advantages of LLMs,
we introduce a novel, decentralized, and collaborative agent-based framework for de novo protein sequence design,
drawing inspiration from the principles of swarm intelligence [38]. Our approach harnesses the emergent collective
behavior of multiple LLM agents, each assigned to a specific residue position within the protein sequence. These LLM
agents iteratively propose context-aware mutations, integrating rich information including explicit design objectives,
fundamental protein folding principles, local neighborhood information, a memory of prior iterations, and evaluation to
guide their decisions. This unique position-wise, decentralized strategy facilitates the emergent design of structured,
diverse, and multi-objective protein sequences without the need for explicit motif scaffolds or resource-intensive
multiple sequence alignments.

2 Results and Discussion

2.1 Swarm Framework

Our protein sequence design framework leverages a decentralized, agent-based approach inspired by swarm intelligence
(swarm framework), where individual LLM agents collaboratively optimize a protein sequence to meet predefined
design objectives. The overall framework, depicted in Figure 1b, comprises of an objective and shared reasoning hubs,
a group of parallel LLM agents, and an evaluation module.

The process begins with the user-defined objective and input sequence (Figure 1c). This information is passed to the
group of parallel LLM agents (Figure 1b), each in charge of a single residue position, e.g. a1, a2, . . . , an. Rather
than relying on costly weight updates, these agents perform on-the-fly specialization, using the information provided
by the objective, shared reasoning hubs, local context, and evaluation feedback to propose mutations for the current
sequence (Figures S1-S5). By concatenating the proposed mutations from all agents, we obtain an updated sequence,
which is then passed to the evaluation module, which converts the sequence into a PDB file and evaluates it against the
design objectives. Local context is extracted from the PDB file and passed to the next iteration, allowing the swarm to
learn from its history and generate emergent novelty. Memory history is extracted from the proposed sequence and its
corresponding evaluation results, allowing the swarm to learn from its past decisions. The proposed sequence, local
context, memory history, and evaluation feedback are then fed back into the prompt for the next iteration, allowing
the LLM agents to collectively explore the design space, learn from its history and neighborhood, and improve on the
evaluation results to achieve the final optimized sequence.

2.2 Swarm Framework Achieves Diverse Structural Objectives

As shown in Figure 2, the proposed framework generates protein sequences that demonstrate diverse secondary
structures in accordance with predefined design objectives.
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Figure 1: a. Comparison of swarm framework with conventional single-model framework. b. Multiple LLM agents
share the same design objective and reasoning hubs, each proposing mutations for a single residue position, producing
updated local context and evaluation feedback. c. Starting with a design objective and input sequence, the agents
propose mutations for each residue position, producing an updated sequence which is evaluated. The previously
proposed sequences are stored in memory for future iterations. The local context, memory history, and evaluation
feedback are used to guide the next round of mutations. d. Input prompt consists of the agent’s role and task, local
neighborhood and context, design goal and energy, and memory history. Output consists of reasoning and the proposed
mutation.
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Best: KTEKTQQKTN

Start Sequence: LLLLLLLLLL

form loose, extended coils using polar and charged residues to reduce compaction

form local alpha helices using hydrophilic residues like serine, threonine, aspartate, glutamate, and others

Best: SDEEDAAAQAKETESSES

Start Sequence: SSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSS

form beta strands by placing alternating hydrophobic and polar residues

Best: STTSTVTSTTTVTGTSTYTT

Start Sequence: AAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAA

 form alpha helices using alanine, leucine, and glutamate in repeating patterns

Best: ALAAALELAAAAEAALAAEAE

Start Sequence: SSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSS

Figure 2: Design objective, start sequence, best sequence, its respective 3D structure, and sequence logo returned from
64 iterations with GPT-4o for four structural design objectives.
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When challenged to form α-helices from an initial SSSS... sequence, the framework generates helical structures under
two constraints: one set containing a diversity of hydrophilic residues (top panel) and another with repeating alanine,
leucine, and glutamate (ALE) motifs (bottom panel). The corresponding sequences (SDEEDAAAQAKETESSES
and ALAAALELAAAAEAALAAEAE) and sequence logos illustrate these preferences, showing enrichment for
hydrophilic helical residues for the top panel, and enrichment for the ALE pattern for the bottom panel, in alignment
with well-known helix stabilization rules [39, 40]. The framework also successfully engineers other topologies, as seen
by its ability to design a sequence (STTSTVTSTTTTVIGTSTYYT) that forms a beta-strand by placing alternating
hydrophobic and polar residues. The sequence logo illustrates the enrichment for hydrophobic (red) and polar (yellow)
residues, in alignment with principles of β-sheet formation [41]. Furthermore, it can optimize for random structures,
such as generating a "loose, extended coil" (KTEKTQQKTN) from a hydrophobic LLLL... sequence. The sequence
logo illustrates the enrichment for charged (green and blue) and polar (yellow) residues, in alignment with principles of
coil formation [42,43]. In each example, the 3D-folded structures confirm that the sequence indeed achieves the desired
structural motif.

To experimentally validate that the designed sequences indeed form the intended secondary structure motifs, circular
dichroism (CD) spectroscopy was performed on two hydrophilic peptide examples that can be readily synthesized:
the hydrophilic α-helix and the coil sequence. CD spectroscopy is a standard biophysical technique for probing the
secondary structure content of peptides and proteins in solution [44].

For the hydrophilic helix design, the CD spectrum in Figure 3a displayed characteristic double minima near 208 nm and
222 nm, which is a hallmark of α-helical conformation [45]. This confirms that the designed sequence adopts a helical
structure in aqueous solution, in agreement with the in silico prediction. Similarly, the sequence designed to form a
random coil exhibited in Figure 3b a very low ellipticity above 210 nm and a negative band near 195 nm, consistent
with the spectral signature of a predominantly disordered (random coil) conformation [46]. These experimental results
validate that the swarm framework can produce sequences with robust secondary structure content.

Best: SDEEDAAAQAKETESSES Best: KTEKTQQKTN

91.3% Helix Content 58.9% Coil Contenta b

Figure 3: CD spectra of the best sequence for the a. hydrophilic helix and the b. coil sequence.

Interestingly, the iterative design process, powered by LLMs such as GPT-4o [48], reveals a dynamic balance between
convergence and exploration over 64 iterations, as illustrated in Figure 4. This figure tracks Rosetta Energy [47, 49, 50]
(red), which reports the physical plausibility of each structure, and Structural Score (blue), which reflects how closely
the predicted fold matches the target motif. Early iterations (blue, 40-45) push the sequence rapidly toward high
Structural Scores (often >75%) while lowering Rosetta Energy; later iterations (orange, 48-64) keep the motif intact yet
continue probing alternative, lower-energy sequences, underscoring the framework’s alternating converge-and-explore
strategy [51].

2.3 Swarm Framework Achieves Physiochemical, Functional, and Multi-Domain Objectives

Beyond structural motifs, the swarm framework exhibits strong adaptability in achieving physiochemical, functional,
and multi-domain design objectives such as matching specific vibrational frequency distributions, designing proteins
with metal-binding pockets, and designing proteins with multi-domain structures.

As shown in the top panel of Figure 5, the framework accurately reproduces a predefined target normalized frequency
distribution across six mode indices, which represent the lowest-frequency collective motions obtained from an
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explorationconvergence

Figure 4: Evolution of calculated Rosetta energy [47] (red) and Structure Score (blue) over 64 iterations with GPT-4o
for the design objective: choose residues that mirror their left and right neighbors to promote local symmetry. This
plot visualizes the dynamic interplay between convergence (blue shaded regions, where Structure Score stabilizes at a
high level and Energy stabilizes at a low level) and exploration (orange shaded regions, where Energy fluctuates more
significantly) during the iterative design process.

Anisotropic Network Model (ANM) of the protein [52]. These frequencies correspond to the square roots of the
eigenvalues derived from the Hessian matrix of the ANM [52]. The computed frequencies of the designed protein
(blue) closely align with the target frequencies (red), with a cosine similarity of 0.991 and a mean squared error (MSE)
of 6.57e-04, approaching almost perfect agreement, highlighting the precision with which the swarm framework can
optimize for frequency distribution objectives.

Further insight into the design process of target frequency distribution is provided in Figure 6, which visualizes the
evolution of Energy (blue) and Frequency Score (red) over time. Three distinct phases of convergence (blue) alternate
with exploratory phases (orange), where energy fluctuations increase as the agents sample broader regions of sequence
space. This dynamic oscillation between refinement and exploration enables the framework to identify optimized
solutions while maintaining diversity in the designed sequences.

The middle panel of Figure 5 presents the successful transformation from a beta hairpin into a metal-binding motif by
introducing histidine, cysteine, and methionine residues. The highlighted four cysteine residues (shown in sticks) form
a coordination pocket for the metal ion, which is consistent with the design objective. The sequence logo highlighted
common metal-binding motifs such as CXXC [53] without additional knowledge input, highlighting the framework’s
ability to achieve functional objectives with minimal guidance.

The bottom panel of Figure 5 presents the transformation of a protein with N-terminal beta sheet and C-terminal alpha
helix into a protein with N-terminal alpha helix and C-terminal beta sheet, which is consistent with the design objective.
This indicates the framework is able to design longer sequences (136 residues) and potentially longer sequences when
memory space permits.

2.4 LLM Comparison

The choice of the underlying LLM substantially affects both convergence dynamics and exploration diversity within
the swarm framework, as demonstrated in Figure 7. This figure provides a comparative evaluation across six distinct
language models: grok-3-mini, GPT-4o-mini, Mistral-8B, GPT-4.1, GPT-4o, and Llama-3.2-3B, under the same local
symmetry design objective. For each model, two visualizations are presented: on the left, a Hamming distance heatmap
quantifies sequence similarity and convergence, while on the right, a UMAP projection clusters sequences based on
their physicochemical properties, across design iterations.

The Hamming distance heatmaps (left panels of Figure 7) visualize pairwise dissimilarity between sequences across
iterations. Darker regions indicate smaller Hamming distances (higher similarity), while lighter regions represent
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Best: STTNTQFTTGSTSSTTTSSTTQRSQSTYTF

design protein with vibrational frequency spectrum matching 
target=[0.1, 0.15, 0.5, 0.6, 0.7, 0.8] for optimal dynamical properties

transform a simple beta hairpin into a metal-binding motif by introducing His, Cys, and Met 
residues in precise geometric arrangements while preserving the overall fold topology

Best: YHCHHCHHCPHPH
CHHHHHCHHCHHMHCHH

Start Sequence: VTVTVTVTVT
GPGPGPGPGPVTVTVTVTVT

design a 2-domain protein: N-terminal alpha helix domain and C-terminal beta sheet domain
each domain must maintain structural integrity while competing for optimal folding space

Start Sequence: VYTVYTVYTVYTVYTVYTVYTVYTVYT
VYTGSGSGSGSGSGSGSGSGAELAAELAAELAAE

LAAELAAELAAELAAELAAELGSGSGSGSGSGSGSGS
GSVTVTVTVTVTVTVTVTVTVTVTVTVTVTVTVTVTVT

(N-terminal beta sheet and C-terminal alpha helix)

Best: VVVILLSKTYILIIVLLVVLLVLIEEVKK
KLKSKVSVVVEKKEVEETKKKSEKVKIAKSK
KVKKKKKKVSVLLVTEEVKVVEKVSSKKSSK
KKVKIKVVVVKVKKVKVSVSKEKKKVKKKKA

KKKKYETKVVYVKV

Start Sequence: AAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAA

Figure 5: Design objective, start sequence, best sequence, evidence of objective achievement, and sequence logo
returned from 16 iterations with GPT-4o for three diverse design objectives.
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exploration

convergenceconvergence

exploration

convergence

exploration

Figure 6: Evolution of calculated Rosetta energy [47] (red) and Frequency Score (blue) over 64 iterations with GPT-4o
for the design objective: design protein with vibrational frequency spectrum matching target=[0.1, 0.15, 0.5, 0.6, 0.7,
0.8]. This plot illustrates the multi-round convergence (blue shaded regions, where Frequency Score is high and stable
and Energy is low) and exploration (orange shaded regions, where Frequency Score and Energy fluctuates) dynamics of
the swarm framework over multiple iterative cycles for a non-structural design objective.

Figure 7: Comparison of 6 LLMs for the local symmetry design objective. The left panels show Hamming distance
heatmaps of sequences from 64 iterations, illustrating mutation convergence and diversification (darker colors indicate
higher convergence, lighter (red) colors indicate less convergence). The right panels show UMAP clustering of
sequences from 64 iterations based on physicochemical properties, with points colored by iteration, visualizing the
exploration and convergence patterns for grok-3-mini, GPT-o4-mini, Mistral-8B, GPT-4.1, GPT-4o, and Llama-3.2-3B.
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greater diversity. Examining these plots reveals that different language models lead to distinct convergence profiles in
the sequence space, influenced by each model’s reasoning style, architectural traits, and training distributions:

grok-3-mini This model exhibits the strongest convergence behavior, with its heatmap showing uniformly dark shades,
indicating that sequence diversity rapidly collapses. This is likely due to both its relatively small model
parameter size and the low setting of reasoning_effort = low, which together result in shallow sampling,
limited hypothesis testing, and reduced capacity to explore multiple local optima [54].

GPT-o4-mini Although also a small model, GPT-o4-mini [55, 56] demonstrates slightly more exploration early on before
converging. Its pattern reflects a stronger prior for structured reasoning than grok-3-mini, enabling initial
variation followed by deterministic settling. This balance may stem from more optimized architectural tuning
in the GPT-o4-mini compared to grok.

Mistral-8B Mistral displays structured convergence with well-defined similarity blocks, indicating consistent and deter-
ministic behavior. Its early-phase trajectories are less diverse, leaning towards convergence than exploration,
consistent with its robust pattern-matching capabilities [57, 58].

GPT-4.1 GPT-4.1 exhibits less convergence than Mistral-8B, with clearer signs of early-stage exploration and multiple
regions of moderate similarity, suggesting a more distributed search strategy. Its abstraction and generalization
capabilities may enable it to explore multiple promising directions in parallel before converging [59].

GPT-4o GPT-4o demonstrates more exploratory behavior, as its Hamming distance heatmap shows a gradual gradient
of similarity interweaved by intermittent convergent steps. This pattern reflects its real-time reasoning
and multimodal flexibility which allows the model to adaptively explore input space before committing to
final outputs [60]. Its ability to directly integrate and process rich sensory data enables a more nuanced
exploration-convergence balance compared to models constrained to unimodal pipelines [61].

Llama-3.2-3B Llama-3.2 shows the highest level of exploration, with diffuse and lightly saturated patterns indicating minimal
convergence. This sustained diversity may arise from weaker inductive biases or alignment constraints,
favoring broader sampling at the cost of slower optimization toward design objectives [62–64].

The UMAP clustering plots (right panels of Figure 7) offer a dimensionality-reduced representation of the generated
sequences, projected according to their physicochemical properties. Points are color-coded by iteration, enabling a
comparative view of how each language model navigates, samples, and ultimately converges within the sequence
landscape over time.

grok-3-mini The UMAP projection reveals a single, loosely defined cluster, with minimal differentiation between early and
late iterations. This high degree of convergence in physicochemical space likely reflects the model’s relatively
low reasoning effort, resulting in a more deterministic and less exploratory trajectory toward a stable solution.

GPT-4o-mini Convergence occurs around iteration 27, after which sequences segregate into two distinct clusters. This
pattern suggests an initial exploratory phase followed by bifurcation into two dominant local minima within
the physicochemical space.

Mistral-8B Two well-defined convergence clusters occur from iterations 2–25 and 28–64. The clear separation between
early and late iteration clusters suggests that the model identifies two distinct regions in the design space, with
an intermediate exploratory phase between them.

GPT-4.1 Two convergence regions are observed from iterations 5–27 and 29–64 though the separation between clusters
is less distinct than that of other models. This suggests a more gradual transition between solution spaces,
consistent with a less discrete and more continuous mode of convergence.

GPT-4o Three convergence phases are evident from iterations 2–27, 27–52, and 53–64. However, clusters are less
sharply defined, suggesting a more continuous convergent process. This fluid progression aligns with GPT-4o’s
real-time reasoning and multimodal adaptability [60].

Llama-3.2-3B This model exhibits minimal convergence, with early and late sequences distributed homogeneously across
the UMAP space. The lack of cluster formation reflects a persistent exploratory behavior, supported by the
model’s diffuse sampling strategy across the design landscape [62].

Our comparative analysis of LLMs using both Hamming distance heatmaps and UMAP clustering reveals diverse
behaviors in convergence and exploration, which influences the trajectory of protein sequence optimization within our
swarm framework. Our results demonstrate that the balance between convergence and exploration can be tuned by
selecting the appropriate LLM: models like grok-3-mini yield highly convergent optimization, while choices such as
Llama-3.2-3B favor broader, more exploratory search in sequence space. Thus, model selection provides a practical
lever to modulate search dynamics in protein design.
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Behavioral differences between models stem not only from architecture but also from transparency. Proprietary models
like GPT series are “black boxes,” limiting reproducibility [65–67]. In contrast, open-weight models like Mistral-8B
and Llama-3.2-3B provide more transparency, but still withhold key details [68, 69]. Thus, the convergence behavior
observed in swarm optimization is shaped by both the internal architecture of the model and its transparency [70]. The
precise mechanistic basis underlying these convergence differences can only be determined through further investigation,
a current limitation of our study.

2.5 Benchmark

To validate the efficacy and unique advantages of our swarm framework, we evalutaed its performance against several
established protein design methodologies, including structural prediction models, autoregressive protein language
models (PLMs), and denoising diffusion probabilistic models. As shown in Figure 8a, design freedom increases
progressively across the spectrum of protein engineering approaches: starting with structural prediction models, which
allow the least flexibility by evaluating fixed sequences; then to PLMs, which can generate sequences but are generally
limited to patterns learned from natural proteins; followed by denoising diffusion probabilistic models, which offer
more generative capability for sequence and backbone design. Our swarm framework builds upon and exceeds these
levels of design freedom, providing the ability to impose diverse objectives without requiring retraining or modification
for new tasks.

Figure 8b compares swarm framework’s ability to design a helix–turn–helix motif to structural models such as
AlphaFold [71, 72]. While AlphaFold excels in protein structure prediction, it is not inherently suited for de novo
sequence design. Beginning from a poly-arginine sequence, the swarm framework applied structure-informed mutations
to yield a novel sequence (IKPILRAKPPIIRIKAARIK) that, when folded using AlphaFold, adopted the desired
helix–turn–helix conformation. This result demonstrates the generative power of the swarm framework in producing
sequences that fold into specific target structures.

Figure 8c compares the swarm framework to autoregressive PLMs such as ProtGPT2 [23] in designing sequences
with specific patterns. While ProtGPT2 generates natural-like sequences, it offers limited control over explicit design
constraints without substantial fine-tuning. In contrast, when assigned a specific sequence design objective of "every
4 residues must follow the pattern of Hydrophobic–Polar–Glycine–Aromatic", the swarm framework successfully
produced a sequence (VSGFATGFINGYVSGYASGF) that strictly adheres to this rule. This highlights the swarm
framework’s capacity to incorporate user-defined, custom rules without requiring retraining or architectural changes.

Figure 8d compares the swarm framework against RFdiffusion [27], a representative denoising diffusion model for
protein backbone generation, combined with ProteinMPNN [21] for sequence design. While diffusion-based approaches
are powerful, they often require specialized modifications for multi-objective design. In our example, the swarm
framework was tasked with simultaneously achieving two objectives: introducing flexibility via turn-promoting residues
and generating a repeating sequence pattern. Starting from a poly-valine sequence, the swarm designed a sequence
(GGPPIGIGGIGGPGIIIGGGG) that met both criteria (mostly loops and repeating GG pairs). This result demonstrates
the swarm framework’s capability for multi-objective optimization.

These comparisons underscore the design capability, adaptability, and generalizability of our swarm framework for
diverse protein design tasks.

Swarm Explores Novel Regions of Sequence Space

To evaluate the novelty and biological plausibility of sequences generated by the swarm framework, we compared them
to both naturally occurring proteins and sequences generated by established de novo design methods.

We compiled a dataset of sequences consisting of:

• 5,000 natural protein sequences from the SCOPe database (v2.08) [73]

• 200 sequences generated by ProteinMPNN [21] from 100 backbones generated by RFdiffusion [27] (two
sequences per backbone) with unconditioned diffusion

• 640 sequences generated by our swarm framework across 10 distinct design objectives (64 sequences per
objective)

Figure 9a visualizes how swarm framework, ProteinMPNN, and natural protein sequences from the SCOPe database
distribute in a unified feature space, using t-distributed Stochastic Neighbor Embedding (t-SNE) for dimensionality
reduction. Each protein sequence was encoded as a feature vector encompassing amino acid composition, molecular
weight, and aromaticity. The swarm framework samples sequence space broadly, generating sequences that are natural-
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Structure Prediction
e.g. AlphaFold

GCYVQAFGMA...

Protein Language Model
e.g. ProtGPT2

Diffusion Model
e.g. RFdiffusion

Single-Agent Models Protein Swarm

Information 
Hub

Design Freedom

a

b Objective

create a helix-turn-helix motif

AlphaFold

no design capability,
optimized for folding

Swarm

makes informed mutations

Start sequence:
RRRRRRRRRRRRRRRRRRRR

Best:
IKPILRAKPPIIRIKAARIK

c Objective

every 4 residues must 
follow the pattern of Hydro-
phobic-Polar-Glycine-Aromatic 

ProtGPT2

limited task-specific 
control without
fine-tuning

Swarm

designs to custom rules

Start sequence:
AAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAA

Best:
VSGFATGFINGYVSGYASGF

d Objective

introduce flexibility through 
turn-promoting residues while 
creating repeating sequence 
patterns

RFdiffusion
ProteinMPNN

optimizes single 
objectives typically

Swarm

optimizes multiple objectives
e.g. structural and sequence

Start sequence:
VVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVV

Best:
GGPPIGIGGIGGPGIIGGGG

Figure 8: a. Design freedom increases from structural prediction models, autoregressive protein language models,
denoising diffusion probabilistic models to swarm framework. b. The swarm framework is capable of making informed
mutations compared to static structural prediction models. c. The swarm framework can design sequences according
to custom rules compared to autoregressive protein language models. d. The swarm framework optimize multiple
objectives compared to denoising diffusion probabilistic models.
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a b

Figure 9: a. t-SNE visualization comparing swarm sequences (blue), SCOPe natural proteins (red), and ProteinMPNN
designs (wheat). b. Tree using neighbor-joining on numerical feature vectors with the same legend as in t-SNE
visualization.

like, others resembling de novo designs from ProteinMPNN, and, notably, an additional distinct set that occupies
regions unpopulated by either SCOPe or ProteinMPNN sequences.

The tree in Figure 9b visualizes the hierarchical relationships among sequences generated by the swarm framework,
ProteinMPNN, and those derived from natural proteins in the SCOPe database. Construction of the tree is based on
the same 22-dimensional numerical feature vectors. Sequence-to-sequence dissimilarities were computed, and the
neighbor-joining algorithm was employed to infer the tree topology. The tree reveals that the swarm framework produces
a wide array of sequence types, including those near natural-like proteins and de novo designs from ProteinMPNN, and
others branching into novel regions of the sequence space. These results demonstrate that the swarm framework can
generate both familiar and novel protein designs, extending beyond the reach of current natural and model-generated
proteins.

Swarm Framework is Computationally Efficient

A key advantage of the swarm framework is its computational efficiency, when compared to leading protein structure
prediction and design models (Table 1).

Model Training Time Inference Time per Prediction
AlphaFold [71, 72] about 1400 TPU-days minutes to hours

ProtGPT2 [23] 512 GPU-days minutes
ESM2 [74–76] about 1800 GPU-days 10 GPU-hours

RFdiffusion [27] about 1800 GPU-days minutes
ProteinMPNN [21] about 10 GPU-days minutes
Swarm (this work) no training required a few GPU-hours

Table 1: Comparative compute resource for protein structure prediction and design models, comparing training time
and inference time per prediction.

Unlike methods such as AlphaFold (about 1400 TPU-days) [71, 72], ProtGPT2 (512 GPU-days) [23], ESM2 (about
1800 GPU-days) [74–76], RFdiffusion (about 1800 GPU-days) [27], and ProteinMPNN [21] which rely on heavy
pretraining, the swarm framework requires no training. By eliminating the need for pretraining, the swarm framework
lowers the computational overhead and democratizes access to de novo protein design capabilities.

For inference, the swarm framework completes the full iterative design process within a few GPU-hours, with total
runtime primarily determined by language model API response time. Compared to ESM2 [74–76] which may take
approximately 10 GPU-hours per prediction, the swarm framework’s GPU-hour estimate is more cost-effective. This
combination of zero training cost and efficient inference renders the swarm framework an accessible and scalable
approach for objective-directed protein design.
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3 Conclusion

We introduced a decentralized, collaborative agent-based framework for protein sequence design, inspired by swarm
intelligence. By assigning individual LLM agents to specific residue positions and allowing them to iteratively propose
context-aware mutations, the swarm framework demonstrates versatility across diverse design objectives.

Structurally, the swarm framework achieved precise designs of α-helices, β-strands, and coils, with high fidelity
to residue conservation patterns (Figure 2). Alpha-helices and coils were validated by CD spectroscopy (Figure 3).
Functionally, the swarm framework engineered sequences to match the predefined vibrational frequency spectrum,
satisfy metal-binding pockets, and form multi-domain structures (Figure 5). The iterative design process enables both
convergence and exploration (Figure 4, 6). To tune these design dynamics, different LLMs can be used to control the
convergence and exploration behaviors (Figure 7).

Benchmarking against state-of-the-art protein engineering methods, including structure prediction models, autoregres-
sive PLMs, and diffusion models, highlighted the swarm framework’s strengths in precise design control, adaptability
on-the-fly, and multi-objective optimization (Figure 8). More importantly, the designed sequences explore biologically
plausible and novel regions of protein space (Figure 9). In addition, the swarm framework requires no training and
completes the design process within a few GPU-hours (Table 1).

The swarm framework departs from traditional, monolithic deep-learning paradigms as it employs a no-training
generative approach where complex, multi-objective optimization emerges from the collaborative, local interactions of
multiple specialized agents (Figure 1). This swarm-of-agents principle is highly generalizable and holds considerable
promise for other complex design domains, where locally-informed agents collaborate to achieve global objectives.

4 Methods

Codes and data are available at https://github.com/lamm-mit/ProteinSwarm. The swarm framework runs on a workstation
equipped with a high-end CUDA-compatible GPU (Quadro RTX 5000, NVidia, Santa Clara, CA, USA).

4.1 Swarm Framework

The swarm framework consists of four core components: a multi-agent swarm system where each residue position is
managed by an autonomous LLM agent, a memory and learning system that tracks global and local patterns, a structure
evaluation unit with OmegaFold [77] for structure prediction and Rosetta [47] for energy scoring, and a decision-making
algorithm that accepts or rejects complete iterations based on structural and energetic criteria.

Each protein sequence is represented as a grid where each position i in the sequence S = (s1, s2, . . . , sn) is managed
by an autonomous agent Ai. The agents operate on the amino acid sequence space A20, where each position can be
occupied by any of the 20 standard amino acids. Each agent receives local context including linear sequence neighbors
within a radius r: Ni = {si−r, . . . , si−1, si+1, . . . , si+r}, spatial neighbors from the previous iteration’s structure:
Si = {(j, dij) : dij < cutoff}, solvent exposure information: Ei = exposure(i, S,D), position-specific structural
context from secondary structure analysis using DSSP software [78], and memory-based learning insights from previous
iterations, where D is the Cα distance matrix from the previous iteration’s folded structure.

The optimization proceeds through a cleanly separated four-phase loop:

Phase 1: Agent Collection. All agents simultaneously propose amino acid changes based on their local context and
memory insights. Each agent Ai receives input context Ci = (Ni,Si, Ei,Mi), where Mi represents memory-based
learning insights, and outputs a proposed amino acid a′i ∈ A20. The system collects all proposals P = (a′1, a

′
2, . . . , a

′
n)

without any structure computation during this phase.

Phase 2: Apply Changes. The proposed sequence S′ = (a′1, a
′
2, . . . , a

′
n) is constructed from all agent proposals and

the structure is predicted using OmegaFold:

S′ OmegaFold−−−−−−→ PDB′ (1)

The folding process used CUDA GPU acceleration with a subbatch size of 1 optimized for short sequences, outputting
standard PDB coordinates.

Phase 3: Structure Evaluation. The folded structure is evaluated using multiple criteria including Rosetta energy [47]
scoring (Etotal = Evdw+Ehbond+Eelec+. . .), secondary structure analysis using DSSP [78], and design objective-specific
evaluation metrics.
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Phase 4: Decision and Memory Update. The system decides whether to accept the proposed sequence based on:

Accept =


True Objective Score(S′) > Objective Score(S)
True if Etotal(S

′) < Etotal(S) and Objective Score(S′) ≈ Objective Score(S)
False otherwise

(2)

If accepted, S ← S′ and the memory system is updated with the successful pattern. If rejected, the original sequence is
retained and the memory system records the failed attempt.

The framework implements a memory system that enables agents to learn from both global and local patterns.

Global Memory. The framework tracks system-wide patterns including accepted and rejected sequences (Saccepted,
Srejected), successful mutation patterns (Psuccess = {(p, c) : success_rate(p) > θ}), energy progression trends (Tenergy =
{(i, Ei) : i ∈ iterations}), and structure score trends (Tstructure = {(i, Si) : i ∈ iterations}).
Local History. Each agent maintains personal history tracking including personal action records (Ai = {(a, outcome) :
position i}), success rates for different amino acid substitutions, context-specific performance patterns, and neighboring
position interaction effects.

Memory Context Generation. For each agent decision, the system provides:

Mi = f(G,Li, Ci) (3)

where G is global memory, Li is local history for position i, and Ci is current context.

Each agent Ai receives a structured input including the current amino acid state (si), local sequence context (Ni), spatial
structural context (Si), solvent exposure (Ei), memory insights (Mi), design objective (G), and previous iteration
outcomes. The agent outputs a structured proposal:

Proposali = {reasoning, proposed_value} (4)

where proposed_value is constrained to a single amino acid code from A20.

Energy Calculation: Rosetta computes detailed energy terms including van der Waals interactions, hydrogen bonding,
electrostatic interactions, and reference energies:

Etotal =
∑
i

Evdw(i) +
∑
i,j

Ehbond(i, j) +
∑
i,j

Eelec(i, j) + Ereference (5)

Secondary Structure Analysis: DSSP assigns secondary structure elements to each residue, classifying them as
α-helix (H), β-strand (E), or loop/coil (L):

SS(i) =


H α-helix
E β-strand
L loop/coil

(6)

Objective-Specific Evaluation: Custom metrics assess design objective achievement based on secondary structure
composition, spatial arrangement, and energy terms:

ObjectiveScore = f(SS_composition, spatial_arrangement, energy_terms) (7)

Each objective is evaluated using domain-specific metrics that combine structural analysis, energy scoring, and sequence
composition analysis to provide comprehensive feedback to the swarm framework.

The system uses a recursion guard to prevent structure computation during agent processing, ensuring clean phase
separation. Memory is persisted between iterations to enable learning, and all structural data is cached to minimize
redundant computations.

4.2 Experimental Validation

Peptides were chemically synthesized and purchased from Genscript (Piscataway, NJ, U.S.A.) at 98% purity followed
by high-performance liquid chromatography. CD spectra were acquired using a peptide concentration of 1 mg/mL
(SDEEDAAAQAKETESSES) dissolved in 0.1 M phosphate buffer (PB) and 0.1 mg/mL (KTEKTQQKTN) dissolved
in 0.01 M PB respectively. The peptide concentration was chosen to stabilize the formation of secondary structures and
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enhance signal-to-noise, especially for detecting subtle helical content. CD measurements were performed in circular
dichroism spectrophotometer (Jasco #J-1500) in a standard 1-mm pathlength quartz cuvette (Jasco #1103-0172) at
room temperature, with wavelength scans from 260 nm to 190 nm at 0.5 nm interval. Each reported spectrum is the
average of five (helix) and three (coil) scans, and baseline correction was performed by subtracting the 0.1 M or 0.01 M
PB buffer spectrum. The spectra were analyzed on the BESTSEL online server to determine secondary structures [79].

4.3 Sequence Space Analysis

To evaluate the novelty and quality of swarm-generated sequences, we performed comprehensive sequence space
analysis comparing swarm trajectories with ProteinMPNN-generated sequences. We extracted unique sequences from
ten swarm trajectory datasets:

• form alpha helices using alanine, leucine, and glutamate in repeating patterns
• design one helix with one side hydrophobic and one side polar
• design beta strands by placing alternating hydrophobic and polar residues
• stabilize alpha helices using N-cap with serine, threonine and C-cap with glycine, proline, asparagine, aspartate
• form loose, extended coils using polar and charged residues to reduce compaction
• form a beta hairpin with two beta strands and one turn, using at least two aromatic residues in the strands and

one proline in the turn
• promote compact local packing using hydrophobic residues and turn-promoting motifs
• create a helix-turn-helix motif with one helix followed by one turn and a second helix
• choose residues that mirror their left and right neighbors to promote local symmetry
• design protein with vibrational frequency spectrum matching target=[0.1, 0.15, 0.5, 0.6, 0.7, 0.8] for optimal

dynamical properties

For comparison, we used ProteinMPNN-generated sequences as a baseline representing state-of-the-art deep learning
protein design methods. All sequences were de-duplicated to ensure unique analysis.

For each sequence S, we computed a total of 22 numerical features: 20 amino acid composition features (C(S) =
[cA, cR, . . . , cY ] where cX is the frequency of amino acid X , representing the proportion of each of the 20 standard
amino acids in the sequence), and 2 physicochemical properties (molecular weight, calculated as the average molecular
weight per residue in Daltons, and aromaticity, representing the proportion of aromatic amino acids F, W, and Y). This
feature set ensures fair comparison across all sequence types, as all sequences (SCOPe, SWARM, and ProteinMPNN)
are treated equally based solely on sequence composition and physicochemical properties, without any structural
bias that might penalize designed sequences lacking structural classifications. Data preprocessing involved robust
feature selection to ensure numerical stability, including removal of near-zero variance features (threshold: 10−7) and
elimination of highly correlated features (correlation threshold: 0.95).

t-Distributed Stochastic Neighbor Embedding (t-SNE) was performed to visualize sequence relationships in a 2D
embedding space. The algorithm calculates pairwise similarities in the high-dimensional feature space and creates a 2D
map that preserves local structure, where similar sequences cluster together and dissimilar sequences are pushed apart.
We used optimized parameters for protein sequence analysis: perplexity of 30 to balance local and global structure
preservation, maximum iterations of 1000 with early exaggeration, and random seed initialization for reproducibility.
The perplexity parameter was set as min(30, ⌊(N − 1)/3⌋) where N is the number of sequences. t-SNE minimizes the
Kullback–Leibler divergence between pairwise similarities in high- and low-dimensional spaces:

KL(P ∥ Q) =
∑
i̸=j

pij log
pij
qij

(8)

where pij denotes the similarity between data points i and j in the high-dimensional space, and qij denotes their
similarity in the low-dimensional embedding. The resulting 2D coordinates (t-SNE1, t-SNE2) for each sequence enable
visualization where distance in 2D approximates sequence similarity, with clusters representing groups of sequences
sharing similar properties and separation indicating different regions occupied by different methods (SCOPe, SWARM,
ProteinMPNN).

Trees were constructed using the neighbor-joining (NJ) algorithm on Euclidean distance matrices computed from the
feature vectors. The distance between sequences i and j was calculated as dij =

√∑
k(xik − xjk)2 for feature vectors
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xi and xj , where lower distance indicates more similar sequences. The NJ algorithm iteratively groups the nearest
neighbors (most similar sequences) based on the minimum evolution principle, creating an unrooted tree that minimizes
the total branch length while maintaining additivity of distances. For computational efficiency, datasets exceeding a size
threshold were subsampled to 1000 sequences. The resulting tree was rooted at the first sequence (arbitrary rooting) to
convert it to a rooted tree for visualization. It is important to note that this tree is based on feature similarity rather than
evolutionary history, showing functional and structural relationships between sequences rather than true phylogenetic
relationships.
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Swarms of Large Language Model Agents for Protein Sequence Design with Experimental Validation

PART 1: Your Role and Task

Design Goal: form local alpha helices using hydrophilic residues like serine, threonine, aspartate, gluta-
mate, and others
Position: 12
Current residue: E
Current full sequence: EEEDEQEEQAAEAASEES

Decision Rules:
1. Most importantly, consider the design goal: form local alpha helices using hydrophilic residues like 
serine, threonine, aspartate, glutamate, and others
2. Learn from the memory history, context of the current position, sequence and spatial neighbors, and 
structure and energy feedback to inform decision on no mutation or mutation
3. Consider fundamental folding principles
4. Maintain sequence diversity to avoid repetitive residues but still consider residues mentioned in the 
design goal

Fundamental Folding Principles:
- Minimize disruption to secondary structures
- Favor compact, stable folding with low Rosetta energy
- Prefer conservative mutations unless necessary
- Consider hydrophobic core stability and surface accessibility

Your Task:
Choose the best amino acid for position 12 to achieve the design goal: form local alpha helices using 
hydrophilic residues like serine, threonine, aspartate, glutamate, and others considering the above 
decision rules and fundamental folding principles

Figure S1. Example input prompt (Part 1: Role and Task) given to one LLM agent.
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PART 2: Local Neighborhood Context
Secondary structure:
- Position 12 secondary structure: Turn/bend/coil (T/S/-)
- Analysis method: DSSP (high confidence)
- Turn/bend/coil/loop

Linear neighbors: 2 N-terminus neighbor(s): AA, 2 C-terminus neighbor(s): AA

Spatial neighbors from distance matrix within 8.0 Å: 8 total
Detailed spatial neighbors sorted by distance:
- Position 13: A (distance: 3.7Å)
- Position 11: A (distance: 3.8Å)
- Position 9: Q (distance: 5.2Å)
- Position 15: S (distance: 5.2Å)
- Position 14: A (distance: 5.3Å)
- Position 10: A (distance: 5.5Å)
- Position 8: E (distance: 6.1Å)
- Position 16: E (distance: 6.4Å)
Spatial context: Not so spatially connected (8 neighbors) - likely exposed surface
Mutate or keep the current residue according to the design goal; might favor polar, charged, or functional-
ly relevant residues.

Detailed structural context from distance matrix analysis:
Structural summary:
- Compactness measured by average distance to 5 residues to the N-terminus and 5 residues to the 
C-terminus: Very compact and tightly packed environment, average distance smaller than 6 Å.
- Contact density measured by number of neighbors within 8.0 Å: Moderate contact density (8 neighbors) 
- moderately constrained, 4-8 neighbors.
- Structural flexibility measured by standard deviation of local distances:: Moderately flexible position, 
standard deviation of local distances 1.0-2.0 Å.
- Secondary structure region predicted based on distance patterns: Local geometry potentially suggests 
helical environment.

Figure S2. Example input prompt (Part 2: Local Neighborhood Context) given to one LLM agent.
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PART 3: Memory History and Analysis

Global Patterns from All Agents from Memory:
- Total iterations completed: 40
- Overall acceptance rate: 40.0%
- Recent acceptance rate in the last 5 iterations: 
40.0%
- Energy trend: improving

Previous iteration outcomes:
- Accepted iterations and energies: ['Iter35(238.8)', 
'Iter38(476.2)']
- Rejected iterations and energies: ['Iter36(238.8)', 
'Iter37(238.8)', 'Iter39(476.2)']

Personal Mutations at Position 12 and Local Neigh-
borhood Mutations from Memory:
Iter 39: E->T REJECTED for reason of energy and 
structure worsened
  Iteration details: Energy: 476.2, Score: 0.0, 14 
mutations
  Total energy: 476.2

Iter 36: E->S REJECTED for reason of energy 
worsened
  Iteration details: Energy: 238.8, Score: 20.0, 11 
mutations
  Total energy: 238.8

Iter 35: T->E ACCEPTED for reason of energy 
worsened
  Iteration details: Energy: 238.8, Score: 20.0, 15 
mutations
  Total energy: 238.8

Iter 34: T->E REJECTED for reason of unknown 
reason
  Total energy: N/A

Iter 33: T->E REJECTED for reason of unknown 
reason
  Total energy: N/A

Iter 32: E->T ACCEPTED for reason of accepted
  Energy change: 648.03

Iter 28: E->S REJECTED for reason of unknown 
reason
  Total energy: N/A

Iter 27: E->S REJECTED for reason of unknown 
reason
  Total energy: N/A

Iter 26: S->E ACCEPTED for reason of accepted
  Energy change: 932.94

Iter 25: S->T REJECTED for reason of unknown 
reason
  Total energy: N/A

Local Neighborhood Mutations Analysis:
- Current local context: EEQAAEAASEE
- Pareto optimal sequences (score prioritized, then 
energy):
  1. Sequence: ATATEETEEEQEEESSEE
     Score: 20.00, Energy: 238.8
- Worst rejected sequences to avoid:
  • Sequence: EEEDEQEEQAAEAASEES
    Energy: 476.2, Reason: energy and structure 
worsened
  • Sequence: ATATEETEEEQEEESSEE
    Energy: 238.8, Reason: energy worsened
  • Sequence: ATATEETEEEQEEESSEE
    Energy: 238.8, Reason: energy and structure 
worsened
- Local mutation patterns near position 12:

Personal Mutations Analysis at Position 12:
- Acceptance trend (first half vs second half): stable
- Common rejection reasons: {'energy is too high, 
consider protein folding principles': 3}
- Your rejected patterns: ['E->S (18.7%)']
- Recent trend in the last 10 iterations: declining
- Residues that were successfully accepted at this 
position and the number of times they were accept-
ed: {'E': 2, 'T': 1}
- Residues that were rejected at this position and the 
number of times they were rejected: {'T': 2, 'S': 3, 'E': 
2}
- Current residue E performance: 2/4 accepted
- Average total energy with E: 585.85

Personal and Neighborhood Energy Analysis from 
Memory:
- Energy worsening iterations to avoid:
  • Iter 35: energy 238.8, 15 mutations, accepted
  • Iter 36: energy 238.8, 11 mutations, rejected
  • Iter 37: energy 238.8, 13 mutations, rejected

Mutation Recommendations for E at Position 12 from 
Memory:
- Highly recommended (and past success rate): ['L 
(1.00 (1/1))']
- Recommended (and past success rate): ['Q (0.71 
(10/14))', 'A (0.56 (14/25))']
- Avoid (and past success rate): ['C (0.00)', 'D (0.00 
(0/2))', 'F (0.00)']

One-line Summary from Memory:
Multiple energy rejections - use energy-favorable 
mutations (A->V, S->A, E->A) Structure quality 
issues - avoid large sidechains in constrained 
regions

Your Relevant Past Experiences and Energy Chang-
es at Position 12:
- Iter 39: E->T → rejected
- Iter 36: E->S → rejected
- Iter 32: E->T → accepted (ΔE: 
648.0268157943258)

Figure S3. Example input prompt (Part 3: Memory History and Analysis) given to one LLM agent.
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PART 4: Design Goal and Energy Analysis

Design Goal Evaluation:
- Current design goal score: 0.0/100, POOR: Limited match to design goal
- Key aspects:
  • helix_structure: Limited helix content: 0.0% structure, 72.2% helix-forming residues
  • sequence_diversity: Limited diversity: 4/20 amino acids
  • score_normalization: Score normalized based on triggered conditions: alpha_helices
Structure and Design Goal Score Recommendations for E at Position 12:
- Increase helix-forming residues (A,L,E,M,K) for better alpha helix structure
- Increase amino acid diversity

Figure S4. Example output (Part 4: Design Goal and Energy Analysis) given to one LLM agent.

reasoning: 
From the design goal of favoring alpha-helix formation, glutamate (E), the current residue, already aligns 
with this intention due to its alpha-helix promoting nature. The local environment and memory history do 
not strongly suggest that a mutation would improve the energy or structure. Surrounding other energetic 
considerations, stability, and structural constraints, maintaining glutamate (E) is a reasonable choice.

proposed_value: E

Figure S5. Example output with reasoning and proposed mutation from one LLM agent.
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