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Abstract

Cryo-electron microscopy (cryo-EM) is an indispensable
technique for determining the 3D structures of dynamic
biomolecular complexes. While typically applied to im-
age a single molecular species, cryo-EM has the potential
for structure determination of many targets simultaneously
in a high-throughput fashion. However, existing methods
typically focus on modeling conformational heterogeneity
within a single or a few structures and are not designed
to resolve compositional heterogeneity arising from mix-
tures of many distinct molecular species. To address this
challenge, we propose CryoHype, a transformer-based hy-
pernetwork for cryo-EM reconstruction that dynamically
adjusts the weights of an implicit neural representation.
Using CryoHype, we achieve state-of-the-art results on a
challenging benchmark dataset containing 100 structures.
We further demonstrate that CryoHype scales to the recon-
struction of 1,000 distinct structures from unlabeled cryo-
EM images in the fixed-pose setting.

1. Introduction

Single particle cryo-electron microscopy (cryo-EM) has
emerged as an essential tool to resolve the 3D structures of
macromolecular complexes at atomic resolution [9, 33, 56].
Unlike static structure prediction algorithms or other struc-
ture determination methods, cryo-EM can experimentally
probe the dynamic conformational states of large macro-
molecular complexes. However, 3D reconstruction of the
resulting images poses a challenging inverse problem.
Although cryo-EM is typically used to resolve con-
formational heterogeneity within a single or a few struc-
tures from a purified sample, the technique is increasingly
being used to capture more complex scenarios, includ-
ing heterogeneous mixtures, unpurified samples, or cellu-
lar lysates [21, 22, 34, 42]. The ability to simultaneously
resolve multiple distinct structures (compositional hetero-
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geneity) presents a major opportunity for high-throughput
structural discovery. However, the complexity of these
mixtures poses new modeling and inference challenges for
cryo-EM reconstruction. In this work, we develop new
architectures for modeling extreme compositional hetero-
geneity that can scale to datasets containing 10s-100s of
distinct structures.

The standard approach for resolving discrete heterogene-
ity is 3D classification [15, 40, 45-47], a formulation that is
naturally suited for modeling mixtures of distinct molecu-
lar species. While 3D classification models the dataset as
originating from a discrete mixture of K independent voxel
arrays, its reliance on Expectation-Maximization (EM) for
inference limits its scalability to a small number of classes
(typically K < 10). Because computational cost and mem-
ory requirements scale linearly with K, marginalization
over class assignments (and optionally poses) becomes in-
tractable for large values of K. Furthermore, in this regime,
EM is highly sensitive to initialization and prone to opti-
mization instability, often resulting in mode collapse and
empty clusters.

In contrast, recent deep learning methods based on im-
plicit or explicit neural representations [20, 24, 28, 29, 41,
57, 58] bypass the need for discrete classes by learning a
continuous mapping from a continuous latent space to the
volume density. While effective for modeling conforma-
tional heterogeneity, these methods are ill-suited for ex-
treme compositional heterogeneity. Most architectures gen-
erate volumes using a fixed decoder conditioned on a latent
vector. This design forces morphologically distinct struc-
tures to be represented by a single set of shared network
weights. When applied to hundreds of distinct species, this
excessive parameter sharing limits the model’s capacity to
resolve high-frequency details for any individual structure.

Here, we introduce CryoHype, a transformer-based hy-
pernetwork architecture designed to resolve extreme com-
positional heterogeneity. Using a hypernetwork [18] en-
coder allows the model to dynamically adapt the weights
of the neural representation to each distinct structure, re-
ducing parameter sharing and increasing expressivity com-
pared to conditioning by concatenation [12, 32, 50]. The
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Figure 1. CryoHype architecture. An input image X; of an unknown structure is first tokenized and concatenated with learnable weight
tokens. All tokens are then processed with a transformer encoder, and the output weight tokens are used to modify the weights of an

implicit neural representation (INR) that reconstructs the structure V;.

vision transformer [11] (ViT) architecture for the hyper-
network provides scalable and parameter-efficient weight
generation. In order to evaluate CryoHype, we intro-
duce Sim2Struct-1000, a dataset for extreme compo-
sitional heterogeneity containing a mixture of 1,000 dis-
tinct structures, 10 times more structures than previous
datasets for compositional heterogeneity [22]. Since tradi-
tional resolution-based metrics such as Fourier Shell Corre-
lation (FSC) can be insensitive to variations in shape [13],
we additionally evaluate our method using real-space 3D
shape metrics. We demonstrate state-of-the-art performance
with a 67% increase in FSCayc on the Tomotwin—-100
dataset over the best baseline [22]. We further show that
the hypernetwork architecture can scale to extreme com-
positional heterogeneity by reconstructing 1,000 unknown
structures in the fixed-pose setting.

2. Methods

In this section, we introduce the cryo-EM image forma-
tion model (Section 2.1), motivation (Section 2.2), and our
transformer-based hypernetwork method, CryoHype (Sec-
tion 2.3).

2.1. Cryo-EM Image Formation Model

The cryo-EM reconstruction task is to recover structures
Vi : R® - R,1 < i < N of a set of noisy 2D projec-
tions X, ..., Xy. In each projection X;, the particle V; is
in an unknown pose ¢;, consisting of a rotation R € SO(3)
and in-plane translation ¢ € R2. In Fourier space, the image
formation model can be written as:

Xi=CiP(¢i)Vi + € (1)

where C; is the Contrast Transfer Function (CTF), P is a
slicing operator corresponding to projecting V; at pose ¢;,

and € ~ N(0,02) models additive Gaussian noise. Addi-
tional details are provided in the Appendix.

2.2. Motivation

Previous neural volume representation methods in cryo-
EM captured heterogeneity through either providing a latent
code as additional input to an implicit neural representation
(INR) volume representation [20, 27-29, 57] or as as the co-
efficients of a linear combination of a shared basis of voxel
arrays [24]. In either of these approaches, almost all param-
eters of the neural volume representations are shared among
all the different structures, limiting the diversity of the struc-
tures that can be captured and the ability of the model to
generate structure-specific high-resolution details. Hyper-
networks overcome this problem by increasing the expres-
siveness of conditioning and reducing parameter sharing,
since it can be proven that conditioning a network ¥ by
concatenation is equivalent to having a linear hypernetwork
produce the biases of the first layer of W [12, 32, 50]. Two
observations stem naturally from this result: first, that a gen-
eral hypernetwork generalizes conditioning by concatena-
tion and can be much more expressive if the hypernetwork
is more expressive than a linear layer. Second, conditioning
by concatenation is equivalent to sharing all hyponetwork
(i.e. INR decoder) weights among all data points except
its biases. Thus, hypernetwork approaches can dynamically
adapt a significantly higher proportion of decoder weights
than either conditioning-by-concatenation or linear combi-
nations of voxel arrays.

2.3. CryoHype architecture

The CryoHype architecture consists of five main compo-
nents: (1) a ViT encoder g, consisting of a tokenizer Embed
and Transformer encoder Enc, (2) extra learnable weight
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Figure 2. Sim2Struct-1000. Example atomic models, density maps, and projected images from Sim2Struct-1000, containing 1000

distinct structures.

tokens {w;}7_; (3) an INR f, a ReLU MLP with residual
connections, with a shared set of base parameters {Gi ngl
where L is the number of layers, and (4) learnable linear
heads {Head;}_, for each layer L; in f (see Figure 1).
Reconstruction is done completely in the Fourier domain. A
forward pass of our model works as follows: first, an input
projection X tokenized into 7" tokens {tx}I_, by Embed.
These T tokens are then concatenated along with the learn-
able weight tokens w; and processed by Enc, the Trans-
former part of the ViT encoder, to produce the final tokens
tf,... 4, wi,...,wl]. The output tokens correspond-
ing to the weight tokens w?" are then divided into L groups
consisting of a; tokens w//, ... ,wf;’j, 1 < j < L, with
>_;a; = g. The jth group [wl7, ..., wf>7] is transformed
by the linear head Head; and normalized. The output of the
previous step is multiplied elementwise by the jth layer’s
base parameter 6; to produce the final parameters HJF of the
jth layer::
0] = Norm(Head,([wl’, ..., wfj’])) ®0; ()
Finally, the final INR parameters 6 are used to in-
stantiate the INR f, which parametrizes the structure V.
The INR f maps Fourier space coordinates (k;, ky, k) to
the Fourier-transformed electron scattering potential at that
coordinate, producing a clean (i.e., not noisy and CTF-
free) prediction X. X is then multiplied by the CTF (see
Section 2.1), and a reconstruction loss (mean-square error,
MSE) is computed between the ground truth views and pre-
dicted views, and gradients are backpropagated to the hy-
pernetwork. Note that CryoHype is trained end-to-end, with
the learnable parameters being (1) the ViT encoder g, (2)
the extra learnable weight tokens w;,1 < ¢ < ¢, (3) the
decoder’s base parameters 0,1 < j < L, where L is the
number of layers in the decoder, and (4) the learnable linear
heads Head;,1 < j < L.
Latent space embeddings. Unlike autoencoder and

autodecoder-based reconstruction methods, CryoHype does
not have a canonical low-dimensional latent space. For our
latent space analysis, we use the tokens w{ , ..., w} (blue
tokens of Fig. 1). These tokens have total dimension ¢d
where ¢ is the number of weight tokens and d is the dimen-
sion of the ViT and are extremely high-dimensional. To
obtain an interpretable latent space, we perform dimension-
ality reduction in two stages: first, we use principal com-
ponent analysis (PCA) to reduce to a smaller dimension
di < qd, with d; = 100. We then use UMAP [31] to
further reduce the dimension to 2 for visualization.

3. Experimental Settings

3.1. Datasets

We evaluate our method on two heterogeneous syn-
thetic datasets containing extreme compositional hetero-
geneity: Tomotwin-100 [22] and our new challenging
Sim2Struct-1000 dataset. We further demonstrate our
method on an experimental dataset of the assembling ribo-
some [10].

CryoBench [22]. We evaluate on two synthetic datasets
from CryoBench: IgG-1D and Tomotwin-100. The
IgG-1D dataset simulates a 1D circular motion of a frag-
ment antibody (Fab) domain of the human immunoglobulin
G (IgG) antibody complex. IgG-1D is intended as a sim-
ple, diagnostic dataset and is used to validate our approach
on conformational heterogeneity (latent space plots can be
found in Appendix 13 ). Tomotwin-100 evaluates the
capability of cryo-EM reconstruction algorithms to address
extreme compositional heterogeneity. This dataset was gen-
erated by simulating the cryo-EM image formation process
for 100 of the 120 distinct cellular complexes included in
the TomoTwin dataset [43], curated to contain diverse and
dissimilar proteins. Notably, Tomotwin—-100 represents
the most challenging dataset in [22], with most methods
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Figure 3. Qualitative results of Tomotwin-100 and Sim2Struct-1000. Representative density volumes and the corresponding
ground truth volume. Additional examples are given in Figure 14 and Figure 15 in the Appendix.
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Figure 4. Per-Image FSC. Each curve shows the average FSC curve across all conformations with error bars indicating the standard

deviation. The full FSC curves are shown in Appendix.

failing to achieve successful reconstructions.

Sim2Struct-1000. To evaluate model scalability
to datasets containing a large degree of compositional
heterogeneity, we introduce Sim2Struct-1000, a
large-scale simulated cryo-EM dataset derived from the
Cryo2StructData collection [14]. Cryo2StructData com-
prises experimentally obtained cryo-EM density maps
paired with atomic models from the Protein Data Bank
(PDB) [3]. Experimental cryo-EM maps from the origi-
nal collection exhibited inconsistent resolution, noise lev-
els, and grid dimensions due to diverse experimental pa-
rameters, potentially introducing confounding downstream
biases. To avoid training models that learn these experimen-
tal settings, we instead selected a subset of 1000 atomic
models filtered by particle size for Sim2Struct-1000.
Each atomic model was converted to a density map and
subsequently projected to create 1000 simulated images
(256 x 256, 3.0 Z\/pix, downsampled to 128 x 128), re-
sulting in a dataset of 1M total particle images (Fig-
ure 2). Sim2Struct-1000 thus allows evaluation of our
method’s robustness under challenging conditions of com-
positional heterogeneity at scale. In our experiments, we
examine four subsets of this dataset, representing differ-

ent amounts of compositional heterogeneity, consisting of
10, 100, 200, 500, and all 1000 structures. Each structure
has 1000 simulated projection images. The complete de-
tails of Sim2Struct-1000’s constrcution can be found in Ap-
pendix 9.

EMPIAR-10076. We also evaluate our method on an ex-
perimental dataset, EMPIAR-10076 [10], which is known
to exhibit significant compositional heterogeneity, compris-
ing 14 discrete structures of the assembling 50S ribosome
organized into four major assembly states. The data is pre-
processed according to [58].

3.2. Metrics

We measure reconstruction quality with three metrics. The
first, Fourier Shell Correlation (FSC), is a standard metric
for comparing volumes in cryo-EM, computing correlation
between Fourier shells at various thresholds and is a global
measure of resolution, but can be misleading in the hetero-
geneous case [13]. We follow [22] and evaluate methods
using the area under the FSC curve per image (FSCauc).
In addition, we propose two metrics from 3D shape anal-
ysis that measure reconstruction quality in real space and
thus are more sensitive to local structural heterogeneity.
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Figure 5. Latent Visualization for Tomotwin-100 and Sim2Struct-1000. (a) Latent embeddings from cryoDRGN visualized by UMAP
and colored by the 10, 100, 200, 500, and 1000 G.T proteins. (b) Latent embeddings for CryoHype.

Table 1. Quantitative performance on Tomotwin-100 (Noiseless), measured by FSCauc, CD, and vIoU. Metrics computed on back-

projected images for each G.T. structure as an upper bound.

Method |

Noiseless Tomotwin-100

| +Mean FSCauc (std)  Median | | MeanCD (std) ~ Med | 1 Mean vloU (std) ~ Med
CryoDRGN [58] 0.328 (0.022) 0327 | 19750 (0.4450) 19165 | 0.6513(0.0540)  0.6534
CryoHype 0.384 (0.019) 0.387 1.8663 (0.2514) 1.9002 0.6564 (0.0375) 0.6512
Backprojection ‘ 0.406 (0.018) 0.406 ‘ 1.1931 (0.1987) 1.2130 ‘ 0.7527 (0.0406) 0.7500

The first is volumetric intersection-over-union (IoU), which
measures the volumetric overlap between volumes, and the
second is Chamfer distance (CD), which captures pointwise
differences between point clouds. We convert the voxel-
based data to point clouds by extracting the coordinates
of occupied voxels above a specified density threshold and
scaling these to world coordinates based on voxel size and
grid dimensions. Further analyses of our new metrics and
details on the density threshold selection can be found in the
Appendix.

3.3. Baselines

In Table 2, we examine a variety of state-of-the-art fixed-
pose methods for cryo-EM reconstruction, including VAE-
based reconstruction algorithms [24, 30, 58], autodecoder-
based algorithms [29], and non-deep learning based algo-
rithms [13, 38, 40]. For other experiments, we only com-
pare against cryoDRGN [57, 58], the only baseline method
that demonstrates reasonable performance in the case of ex-
treme compositional heterogeneity (see Table 2 and [22]).
CryoDRGN is a VAE whose decoder is a conditional im-
plicit neural representation, conditioned by concatenation
with the representation produced by the encoder.

4. Results

We conduct extensive experiments on synthetic and real-
world datasets containing extreme compositional hetero-
geneity.

4.1. CryoBench

In noiseless Tomotwin-100, we find that CryoHype
greatly outperforms CryoDRGN in FSCayc, approaching
the performance of backprojection, and is better or compa-
rable in all real space 3D shape metrics (Table 1). In the
standard noisy (SNR 0.01) case, we note that all baselines
except CryoDRGN are unable to handle extreme composi-
tional heterogeneity and fail to produce reasonable recon-
structions (Table 2). Here, we find that CryoHype clearly
outperforms all baselines, including CryoDRGN, in the
gold standard FSC sy metric. Compared to CryoDRGN,
performance in 3D shape metrics is more mixed, which we
attribute to the presence of minor artifacts in CryoHype’s
reconstructions that are less prevalent in CryoDRGN’s re-
constructions. Qualitatively, we find that CryoHype cap-
tures the global shape more precisely and more fine-grained
details than CryoDRGN, resulting in higher resolution (Fig-
ure 3(a)), which is also reflected in the FSC curves (Fig-
ure 4). We attribute this to the more expressive conditioning
of the CryoHype’s hypernetwork architecture. Both Cry-
oHype and CryoDRGN produce reasonable looking latent



Table 2. Quantitative performance on Tomotwin-100 (Noisy), measured by FSCauc, CD, and vIoU. { results are from [22].

Method |

Tomotwin-100

‘ T Mean FSCayc (std)  Median ‘ ] Mean CD (std) Med ‘ 1 Mean vloU (std) Med
CryoDRGN [58] 0.316 (0.046)F 0.321% 2.26 (1.59) 1.98 0.63 (0.08) 0.65
DRGN-Al-fixed [29] 0.202 (0.044)f 0.207% 32.60 (18.45) 29.52 0.13 (0.09) 0.12
Opus-DSD [30] 0.237 (0.049)f 0.2517 33.48 (0.1378)  28.92 0.14 (0.08) 0.13
SFBP [24] 0.036 (0.011) 0.036 18.52 (8.33) 17.32 0.16 (0.06) 0.16
3DVA [38] 0.088 (0.040)f 0.0771 25.52 (17.90) 21.40 0.18 (0.09) 0.18
RECOVAR [13] 0.258 (0.109)f 0.2541 27.22 (18.86) 23.14 0.16 (0.08) 0.15
3D Class [40] 0.046 (0.026)f 0.0371 - - - -
CryoHype \ 0.346 (0.033) 0.353 |  2.18(0.46) 2.11 | 0.61 (0.06) 0.62
Backprojection | 0.364 (0.023) 0364 |  1.50(0.20) 1.50 | 0.71 (0.03) 0.71

Table 3. All Sim2Struct-1000 metrics. Metrics are computed with standard deviations per method in parentheses. Chamfer distance is
given in angstroms (A). Isosurface levels are set at 220 for all subsets of Sim2Struct-1000.

Sim2Struct-1000

‘ Structures |

Method

\ | +Mean FSCauc (std)  Median | | Mean CD (std)  Median | 1 Mean vIoU (std) ~ Median

CryoDRGN 10 0.434 (0.012) 0.437 1.9898 (0.3010) 2.0468 0.4853 (0.0524) 0.4806
CryoHype 0.464 (0.006) 0.465 1.7781 (0.1702) 1.7890 0.5005 (0.0336) 0.4939

CryoDRGN 100 0.361 (0.039) 0.357 2.3389 (0.6433) 2.2417 0.4731 (0.0602) 0.4664
CryoHype 0.409 (0.024) 0.407 1.9916 (0.4040) 1.9488 0.4897 (0.0516) 0.4849

CryoDRGN 200 0.334 (0.047) 0.334 2.4428 (1.0553) 2.2273 0.4765 (0.0673) 0.4766
CryoHype 0.377 (0.028) 0.375 2.0748 (0.3363) 2.0489 0.4726 (0.0484) 0.4697

CryoDRGN 500 0.216 (0.069) 0.213 4.6358 (4.2948) 3.1548 0.3866 (0.1293) 0.4101
CryoHype 0.305 (0.065) 0.322 2.4069 (0.7773) 2.2336 0.4529 (0.0773) 0.4565

CryoDRGN 1000 0.139 (0.054) 0.140 9.0656 (7.6560) 5.9439 0.2647 (0.1406) 0.2608
CryoHype 0.232 (0.079) 0.216 3.0179 (1.2470) 2.6512 0.4181 (0.1088) 0.4394

Table 4. Ablation study on CryoHype examining the four main
components of the model, evaluated by FSCauc.

Method ‘ Tomotwin-100

Mean (std) ‘ Med
Concatenation ‘ 0.255 (0.076) ‘ 0.286

U-Net encoder | 0.208 (0.031) | 0.214
MLP encoder | 0.234 (0.032) | 0.240
CryoHype | 0.346 (0.033) | 0.353

spaces (Figure 5). CryoHype has much less variability, as
indicated by smaller standard deviations for all metrics. We
also find that higher FSCs do not necessarily result in higher
Chamfer Distance or volumetric IoU, indicating that our
new metrics are capturing differences in structure that are
not being captured by FSC.

Diagnostic results on IgG-1D can be found in the Ap-
pendix 13. We find that although CryoHype was not specifi-
cally designed for conformational heterogeneity, it success-
fully recovers the circular motion of the IgG protein.

4.2. Sim2Struct-1000

Qualitatively, we find that CryoHype successfully recon-
structs 1000 cryo-EM structures without any prior knowl-
edge of the structures, while the best baseline (CryoDRGN)
fails to reconstruct most details and even the correct shape.
Quantitatively, we find that CryoHype significantly outper-
forms CryoDRGN at all levels of compositional hetero-
geneity (10, 100, 200, 500, and 1000 structures) in all met-
rics (Table 3). As shown by the FSC curves, CryoHype
is higher resolution and captures all frequencies better than
CryoDRGN across all levels of compositional heterogeneity
(Figure 4). (Figure 3). CryoHype’s performance advantage
over CryoDRGN increases as the compositional hetero-
geneity gets more extreme, showing the effect of INR pa-
rameter oversharing as heterogeneity increases. This trend
is also reflected in the latent spaces (Figure 5). We find that
while the latent spaces for both methods look well-clustered
at lower levels of heterogeneity, the latent space of Cryo-
DRGN starts to degrade at high levels of heterogeneity (500
structures and 1000 structure), indicating that CryoDRGN
can no longer completely resolve the heterogeneity in the



dataset. In contrast, the latent space of CryoHype remains
clustered by structure, even at the most extreme amounts of
compositional heterogeneity.

4.3. Experimental compositional heterogeneity

Figure 6(a) illustrates reconstructed volumes of the four ma-
jor classes of EMPIAR-10076 produced by CryoHype and
CryoDRGN. Due to the absence of ground truth volumes
for experimental data, direct comparison of quality between
the methods is challenging, however volumes are qualita-
tively similar. We additionally visualize the latent space col-
ored by major and minor classes identified from the original
publication (Fig. 6 (b)). Both methods successfully sepa-
rate the major classes, and we note that CryoHype produces
visually distinct clusters for minor assembly states as well
(e.g., D1, D2, D3, and D4).

4.4. Ablation

In Table 4, we study the effectiveness of different com-
ponents of our method by ablating the type of condition-
ing and the encoder architecture using Tomotwin—-100.
Hypernetwork conditioning greatly outperforms concatena-
tion, which we attribute to its greater expressivity of (see
Section 2.2). Changing the encoder from a transformer to a
convolutional [44] or MLP [52] also results in heavily de-
graded performance despite the convolutional and MLP net-
works using more parameters, showing the importance of
using a ViT encoder in hypernetwork architectures for pa-
rameter efficiency and scalability. Additional experiments
comparing CryoHype against larger CryoDRGN variants as
well full implementation details can be found in the Ap-
pendix.

5. Related Work

Cryo-EM heterogeneous reconstruction. Current meth-
ods for cryo-EM heterogeneous reconstruction can be
broadly divided into non-neural and neural network-based
approaches. 3D Classification [15, 40, 45-47] uses the
Expectation-Maximization algorithm to sort images into a
predefined number of discrete classes (typically < 10) and
is highly sensitive to initialization. Non-neural methods
for continuous heterogeneity typically use linear models
for heterogeneity [2, 13, 38, 53]. 3DVA [38] and RECO-
VAR [13] are PCA-based methods that use probabilistic
PCA and regularized covariance estimation, respectively.
These methods learn a linear subspace describing structural
heterogeneity, which may be limited in expressivity for di-
verse compositional heterogeneity settings [22].

Neural network-based methods typically operate entirely
in Fourier space, leveraging the Fourier slice theorem [4] to
avoid costly numerical integration. CryoDRGN [57] and its
derivatives [27, 59] are variational autoencoder [25] (VAE)-
based approaches that use MLP encoders and INR decoders,

respectively, while SFBP [24] is an autoencoder whose
decoder is a linear combination of voxel arrays. Opus-
DSD [30] is another cryoDRGN-based VAE approach that
uses a neural volume representation instead of an INR
and incorporates a memory bank. Other methods instead
represent volumes with Gaussian Mixture Models struc-
ture [7, 48]. 3DFlex [39], Hydra [28], and DRGN-AI [29]
are encoder-free auto-decoder methods where each struc-
ture has a learnable latent code. These existing methods
mainly focus on conformational heterogeneity with one or
two different species and share almost all of their decoder
weights among all reconstructed structures. In contrast, our
method aims to model extreme compositional heterogene-
ity and reduces parameter sharing by dynamically adjusting
the weights in every layer of the INR. Our work can also be
interpreted as a generalization of discrete mixtures of neural
fields [28] to a continuous mixture of neural fields.

Hypernetworks and INRs. A hypernetwork [18] is a
neural network g, that produces or modifies the weights of
another neural network fy, sometimes called the primary
network or hyponetwork, typically an MLP, with the goal
of learning the hypernetwork weights ¢. This architecture
allows the weights of the primary network to be dynami-
cally adapted to different tasks. Most forms of INR con-
ditioning are equivalent to having a hypernetwork produc-
ing a subset of its weights [55]. In particular, concatena-
tion, the conditioning approach of most neural cryo-EM
reconstruction methods, is equivalent to having an affine
hypernetwork network that maps latent codes to the bi-
ases of the first layer of the hyponetwork [12, 32, 50]. In
between the expressivity of full hypernetworks and con-
catenation are methods that predict feature-wise transfor-
mations [6, 12, 32], also called FILM [36] conditioning,
which predict a per-layer scale and bias. Our method uses
a hypernewtork architecture that predicts the weights (but
not the biases) of each layer, making it more expressive
than conditioning by concatenation or FiLM. Hypernet-
works that produce the weights of the primary network di-
rectly are difficult to train [35], so often the weights of the
primary network are modified using a residual learning ap-
proach [8, 35]. Hypernetworks have been widely used to
condition INRs [8, 16, 17, 23, 26, 49, 51, 52], especially
generalizable INRs [8, 16, 17, 23, 26], where they out-
perform alternative methods of conditioning INRs such as
gradient-based meta-learning [54]. Our insight is that these
methods are designed to handle extreme compositional het-
erogeneity in shapes, with our method adapting [8] to the
task of cryo-EM reconstruction.

Heterogeneous benchmarks for cryo-EM. The main
heterogeneous benchmark for cryo-EM reconstruction is
CryoBench [22], which proposes five new datasets with
varying types of heterogeneity and degrees of difficulty.
Among these, Tomotwin-100 is the only CryoBench
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Figure 6. Qualitative results on the EMPIAR-10076 dataset. (a) Density maps of the four major ribosome assembly states from [10].
(b) Latent space representation, colored by major and minor assembly states assigned from the 3D classification in [10].

dataset that tackles extreme compositional heterogene-
ity with 100 distinct structures. We extend this fur-
ther by proposing Sim2Struct-1000, a large-scale and
challenging dataset for compositional heterogeneity de-
rived from [14] that has 10 times as many structures
as Tomotwin-100. Additionally, the standard volume-
based metric for cryo-EM is Fourier shell correlation (FSC),
which can be misleading for heterogeneous structures [13].
To provide a more complete evaluation of reconstruction
quality, we propose two complementary real-space metrics
that can capture heterogeneity missed by FSC.

6. Conclusion

We introduce CryoHype, a novel transformer hypernetwork
approach that can reconstruct datasets with extreme com-
positional heterogeneity at high resolution. Across both
synthetic and experimental datasets, we show that Cry-
oHype more accurately recovers compositional heterogene-
ity from large-scale datasets over previous methods and pro-
duces more structured latent spaces. We also introduce

Sim2Struct-1000, anew dataset for compositional het-
erogeneity, as well as two complementary real-space met-
rics for evaluating cryo-EM reconstruction quality.

In this work, we focus on the architectural expressiv-
ity of hypernetworks for modeling extreme-scale compo-
sitional heterogeneity, and we note that CryoHype cur-
rently requires known particle poses. While this assump-
tion is unrealistic in real experimental settings, it allows us
to isolate and study the benefits of transformer-based hy-
pernetwork conditioning. Extending CryoHype to ab ini-
tio reconstruction with joint pose estimation is an impor-
tant next step, with natural integration into existing pose-
search or amortized frameworks. Beyond pose inference,
future work could investigate datasets containing both con-
formational and compositional heterogeneity, motion re-
covery within the latent space, and multi-view extensions
such as tilt-series imaging. Together, these advances sug-
gest that transformer-based hypernetworks, coupled with
large-scale heterogeneous datasets, offer a foundation for
developing computational methods to enable reconstructing
diverse mixtures from cryo-EM at scale.
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7. Cryo-EM image formation model

In this section, we expand on Section 2.1. Recall that the
real space image formation model is given by Equation 1,
and that this formulation is generally not used as a forward
map during training due to the cost of computing the in-
tegral. Instead, most reconstruction methods exploit the
Fourier Slice Theorem (FST) [4] to simulate the image for-
mation model efficiently in Fourier space. The FST states
that the Fourier transform of a 2D projection of V' is a 2D
slice through the origin of V' of the 3D Fourier transform of
V', which simplifies the image formation model by circum-
venting the need to compute the integral. Using the FST, we
can write the image formation model in Fourier space as

X kg, ky) = GT()S(R)V (kg ky) + € 3)

where ¢ = Fg is the contrast-transfer function (CTF) of
the microscope, and 7" and S are translation and slice op-
erators corresponding to translation in the real space and
rotation and then projection in the real space, respectively.
The Fourier domain noise € is usually modeled as indepen-
dent, zero-mean Gaussian noise, which is what we do in this

paper.

8. Architecture and training details

Here, we provide the architecture and training details of our
experiments.

Transformer encoder architecture For the
Tomotwin—-100 experiment, our transformer encoder
consists of six transformer blocks, with each block consist-
ing of a multi-head self-attention layer followed by an MLP
consisting of two linear layers with GeLU activations [19].
Each MHSA layer consisted of 12 heads with each head
having dimension 64, with the total dimension being
768. The hidden dimension of each MLP is 3072. The
Transformer encoder used for the Sim2Struct-1000
experiments were identical except eight blocks were used
instead of six.

INR decoder architecture For all experiments, we used
an INR consisting of 5 layers with hidden dimension 1024,
random Fourier feature positional encoding, and residual
connections between each layer. For fair comparison, we
used this INR architecture for both CryoHype and baseline
models.

Training hyperparameters The Tomotwin-100 ex-
periment was carried out with a a batch size of 64, learn-
ing rate of le-4, a cosine learning rate schedule with a
linear warmup of 5 epochs, patch size of 16, and was

trained for a total of 50 epochs. For the 10 structure sub-
setof Sim2Struct-1000, we used a learning rate of Se-
4, while for experiments with more structures, we used a
learning rate of 2e-4, with all other hyperparameters be-
ing the same as the Tomotwin—-100 experiment. Finally,
for the EMPTIAR-10076, we used a patch size of 4 with a
Gaussian low-pass filter cutoff of 50. A Gaussian low-pass
filter is applied to each input token for the Vision Trans-
former (ViT), with all other hyperparameters being the same
as the Tomotwin-100 experiment. All hyperparameters
were tuned using grid search.

CryoDRGN We trained CryoDRGN using the official
PyTorch implementation' (version 3.4.0b). For the syn-
thetic datasets, all results were obtained using the default
settings, with the z-dimension set to 8 and the total num-
ber of training epochs is 20 as described in [22]. For
experiments on Sim2Struct-1000, we used a batch
size of 64 and 50 training epochs. For experiments
on EMPIAR-10076, we followed the settings outlined
in [58], using 50 training epochs with the latent z-dimension
set to 10.

Training splits As is standard for cryo-EM reconstruc-
tion, for all datasets we did not split any of the datasets
and used the entire dataset for training. Datasets from Cry-
oBench [22], including Tomotwin-100, can be down-
loaded from Zenodo.

GPUs, Memory, and Compute Time Model were
trained on either NVIDIA A100, NVIDIA V100, NVIDIA
A6000 GPU, or NVIDIA L40S GPUs. Each model were
trained using 2 GPUs using PyTorch Lightning. Training a
CryoHype model for 50 epochs and performing inference
took approximately 8 hours on 2 A100 GPUs for a dataset
with 100K total particles (e.g. Tomotwin-100 or the 100
structure subset of Sim2Struct—-1000). A dataset of this
size uses 77.7GB CPU memory and uses 24.5GB VRAM
for a batch size of 32. For larger datasets, CPU memory
consumption can be reduced using lazy dataset loading, at
the cost of slower computation.

9. Additional details on Sim2Struct-1000

We constructed our benchmark, Sim2Struct-1000, using
the Cryo2Struct dataset, initially containing 7,600 cryo-
EM density maps paired with corresponding PDB structures
[14]. We specifically chose Cryo2Struct over databases
such as AlphaFold DB because each PDB structure is paired
with an experimentally determined cryo-EM map, thereby
avoiding potential issues associated with synthetic proteins,

Ihtt ps://github.com/ml-struct-bio/cryodrgn
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Figure 7. Qualitative results of Sim2Struct-1000 filtering. Examples of PDB structures from the Cryo2Struct dataset [14], highlighting
those selected (circled) after filtering based on size and structural distinctiveness.

such as disordered regions complicating downstream struc-
ture determination [1].

We filtered the initial dataset based on the axis-aligned
bounding box dimensions of each PDB structure, retain-
ing only those whose maximum side length filt within the
interval [88,118). This interval ensures each protein com-
fortably fits within a 256-pixel reconstruction grid, approx-
imately double the protein’s maximal length, to accommo-
date translations within a +20-pixel range during image
projection. This step was critical, as overly small proteins
lacked distinctive structural features at our target resolu-
tion and too-large proteins would be truncated during im-
age projection. After filtering, we further refined the dataset
by eliminating near-duplicate structures, retaining only the
first instance of structures sharing identical initial three-
character prefixes from their four-character PDB identifiers
(e.g. retaining 6¢cs3.pdboutof 6¢s3.pdb, 6¢csé . pdb,
6cs5.pdb, etc.). Figure 7 illustrates the filtering process.
From the resulting structures, we selected the first 500 for
further processing, subsequently creating smaller subsets
(10, 100, and 200 structures) to evaluate model performance
at varying dataset scales.

Each retained PDB structure was centered by translating
the atomic coordinates to place the geometric centroid at
the origin. Next, standardized density maps were generated
using the mo1lmap command in ChimeraX with parameters
setat 3 A resolution, 1.5 A grid spacing, and a 256-pixel box
size. Although the Cryo2Struct dataset included original
EMDB maps, variations in their resolution (ranging 1-4A)
and box dimensions prompted us to generate standardized
synthetic volumes to ensure downstream data consistency
[14].

From these standardized volumes, we simulated cryo-
EM images by generating 1000 projections per structure,
applying a contrast transfer function (CTF), introducing
noise corresponding to an SNR of 0.01, and downsampling

images to 128x128 pixels. The final standardized images
have dimensions of 128 pixels, 6 A resolution, and pixel
size of 3 A.

Future work includes evaluating additional protein struc-
ture databases to determine their suitability for simulating
cryo-EM datasets, particularly to facilitate the development
of more generalizable and large-scale cryo-EM reconstruc-
tion methods. We plan to release our dataset upon publica-
tion on Zenodo with the CC-BY license.

10. Volume metrics for heterogeneous recon-
struction

Per-Image FSC We use per-image FSC to jointly assess
heterogeneity and reconstruction quality following [22]. In
cryo-EM, using the Fourier Shell Correlation (FSC) curve
is a standard technique for comparing two volumes. The
FSC curve calculates the correlation between two volumes
(e.g. a reconstructed volume and a ground truth volume)
across spherically averaged radial shells in the Fourier do-
main. Cryo-EM reconstruction methods often reconstruct
a volume from a single input image. Per-image FSC eval-
uates the heterogeneous reconstruction quality of a method
by computing the FSC between these per-image reconstruc-
tions and ground truth volumes. As in [22], to compute the
per-image FSC we sample one image per conformation to
assess the distribution of reconstructions and compute the
area under the FSC curve as a summary statistic.

Figures 8 and 9 provide per-image FSC curves
for each method across all synthetic datasets.  The
averaged FSC curves for CryoDRGN and Cry-
oHype on the Tomotwin—-100 and all subsets of the
Sim2Struct-1000 dataset are presented in Figure 4
and summarized in Table 2.

Additional Volume Metrics To assess the quality of re-
constructed volumes against ground truth volumes, we pro-
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Figure 9. Per-Image FSC curves for the 10, 100, 200, and 500 structure subsets of Sim2Struct-1000

pose the usage of two new metrics, volumetric IoU and
Chamfer distance. Volumetric IoU (vloU) is defined as the
intersection of the ground truth and predicted volume di-

1/6.0

vided by their union. Higher vIoU values indicate better
alignment between the predicted and ground truth volumes.
We evaluate shape accuracy using Chamfer Distance (CD),



Table 5. Ablation study on CryoHype examining the two main components of the model, evaluated by Chamfer distance and volumetric

IoU.
Tomotwin-100
Method ‘ 1CD(std) | Med | 1vIoU (std) | Med
Concatenation | 7.157 (11.300)

U-Net encoder

5.154 (2.360) | 4.549

2.725 | 0.487(0.198) | 0.556

0.451 (0.081) | 0.455

CryoHype

| 2.185(0.462) | 2.111 | 0.615 (0.061) | 0.621

Table 6. Comparison of CryoHype vs different-sized variants of CryoDRGN [58] on the Tomotwin-100 dataset, evaluated using AUC-FSC.

Method

Tomotwin-100

Params |\ /oon (std) | Med

CryoDRGN (base)

CryoDRGN (6 layer encoder)
CryoDRGN (8 layer encoder)
CryoDRGN (6 layer decoder)
CryoDRGN (8 layer decoder)

CryoDRGN (encoder dim 4096, decoder dim 4096) 155M

20M 0.316 (0.046) | 0.321
2IM 0.316 (0.040) | 0.322
23M 0.319 (0.038) | 0.321
21M 0.324 (0.040) | 0.328
23M 0.324 (0.041) | 0.330
0.338 (0.027) | 0.340

CryoHype

| 50M | 0.346 (0.033) | 0.353

a metric commonly used for assessing the quality of point
cloud reconstructions. CD measures the average bidirec-
tional distance between points in the ground truth and pre-
dicted point clouds. Lower CD values indicate more accu-
rate reconstructions. Together, these two metrics provide
complementary insights into reconstruction quality by eval-
uating volumetric overlap and shape precision.

The results in Table 5 demonstrate the impact of
CryoHype’s main components on these metrics, demon-
strating their ability to capture insights on performance.
Figure 10 validates these two metrics on the IgG-1D
dataset, a dataset modeling a 1D circular motion of one
of the fragment antibody (Fab) domains of the human im-
munogloblulin G (IgG) protein [22]. Figure 11 highlights
metric sensitivity to dataset-specific structural character-
istics and the increased difficulty posed by more diverse
datasets like Sim2Struct-1000. Figure 12 shows the
correlation between per-image FSC and our proposed met-
rics.

Density Threshold Selection To determine which voxels
constitute the foreground (object) versus the background in
volumetric data, we tuned near-optimal density thresholds
to 6.0 for predictions on the Tomotwin—-100 dataset, 220
for Sim2Struct-1000 predictions, and 5 x 10~ for all
ground truth structures, ensuring consistent voxel segmen-
tation for evaluation. To aid in selecting these thresholds,
we opened the figures in ChimeraX [37] to visually assess
and refine the isosurface settings. Final levels were chosen
to maximize the completeness of the visualized structures
and minimize noisy artifacts.

Thresholding Limitations and Implications A current
limitation of our new metrics is that each predicted struc-
ture may require individual density level tuning, which lim-
its the ability to draw dataset-wide performance conclusions
using these density-dependent metrics. A potential solution
to this is to optimize the density level for each predicted
structure on a given metric with a greedy search algorithm.
Moreover, Chamfer distance is highly sensitive to outliers,
resulting in occasional extreme values, particularly at lower
density thresholds where noisy or disconnected points are
included. Higher density thresholds reduce the number of
high-CD outliers but must be carefully tuned to avoid ex-
cessive loss of volume and structural details. This sensitiv-
ity highlights the importance of selecting density thresholds
that balance object completeness with noise reduction.

11. Ablations

In this section, we provide further details on the U-Net abla-
tion experiment done in Section 4.4. Additional quantitative
results using our proposed Chamfer distance and volumetric
IoU metrics can be found in Table 5. We also provide ab-
lations of different sized CryoDRGN [58] variants vs Cry-
oHype.

U-Net hypernetwork We modify our architecture to only
condition the INR decoder by concatenation, turning our
network into an autodecoder. We do this by removing all
linear heads Head; except one (see Sec 2.3) and modi-
fying the forward pass of the network to apply the single
linear head to just the last output token to produce a la-
tent vector z, which is used to condition the decoder by
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Figure 10. Dynamic range of CD and vloU metrics between ground truth volumes for IgG—1D. (a) Volumetric IoU computed between

one reference G.T. structure and all 100 G.T. structures of the TgG—

1D dataset. Each plot corresponds to one reference G.T. volume,

indicated by the number above the plot and the red star in each plot. Points higher on the y-axis indicate greater structure similarity. (b)
Heatmap of vIloU showing the pairwise volumetric IoU for all paris of G.T. structures. Lighter colors indicate greater structure similarity.

Parts (c) and (d) display the corresponding plots for Chamfer distance.

Table 7. CryoHype and cryoDRGN [58] evaluated using traditional FSC metrics on both the Tomotwin-100 dataset and all subsets of the
Sim2Struct dataset. Lower is better, with 2 bring the best possible FSC.

FSC at 0.143 FSC at 0.5

Method Dataset Structures Mean ‘ Median | Mean | Median
Cryottype | Tomonin1o0 | 100 | S ol | g | e
PN s | 0| | 2w 2w ]
Cryottype | SmISmer1o0 | 100 S0 |30 | % | g
Do | s | w0 | 2| 3 39| 2
Comn N | smaswsn | s | o | 13 | 3 | o
Cryottype | SmESmer1000 | 1000 | S0 | S50 | g | GG

concatenation. The U-Net [5, 44] encoder for the U-Net
ablation takes as input images of shape [1, D, D] and has
output shape [L, D, D], where L is the number of layers
of the INR and D = 256 is a multiple of one of the di-
mensions of the INR’s weight matrices and initial features

size 144. Since our input originally has shape [1, 129, 129],
we reshape the input to size [1, D, D] using interpolation
with nearest upsampling. We then apply each linear head
Head;,1 < ¢ < L to a channel of the output, transforming
D to the correct size for the given layer. We then repeat the
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with vloU and negatively correlate with CD, reflecting improved reconstruction accuracy. CryoHype (purple) outperforms CryoDRGN
(blue) across both datasets.



Table 8. CryoHype and cryoDRGN [58] evaluated using supervised classification metrics on all subsets of the Sim2Struct dataset.

Method ‘ Dataset Structures | Accuracy | Precision Recall‘ F1
TN st | 10| omm | o | o] oo
RN | w0 | 1w | ot | o7 | vt o
N | s | w0 | b | oo | oo | oo
CN | oo | | oo | e | o o
PN st | o0 | 7| pon | pon o

other dimension as necessary to get the full correct shape.
The rest of training is unchanged.

MLP hypernetwork We base our MLP hypernetwork ar-
chitecture on that of Light Field Networks [52], which uses
a separate MLP encoder to the generate the weights of each
layer. We adapt the architecture of [52] to produce weight
tokens instead of directly producing the weights, leaving
the rest of the architecture unchanged from the ViT hyper-
network (see Section 2).

Larger CryoDRGN variants The base CryoHype model
requires more parameters than the base CryoDRGN model
(50M vs 20M). In this ablation study, we show that scal-
ing CryoDRGN does not allow it to match the performance
of CryoHype. Quantitative results on the Tomotwin-100
dataset can be found in Table 6. While the performance
of CryoDRGN increases with increasing encoder and de-
coder capacity, the performance of CryoDRGN increases
only very gradually, showing that CryoHype scales much
better than CryoDRGN. The largest CryoDRGN variant still
shows lower performance than the base CryoHype model
on Tomotwin-100 (see Table 2), despite having 3 times the
number of parameters (155M to S0M).

12. Additional Quantitative Results

In this section, we provide additional additional quantitative
evaluations of our method.

12.1. Traditional FSC

In Table 7, we evaluate CryoHype vs CryoDRGN [58] using
the traditional FSC at 0.143 and FSC at 0.5 metrics on both
the Tomtowin-100 and all Sim2Struct datasets. We find that,
in line with our other quantitative metrics, the performance
of CryoHype matches or exceeds the performance of Cry-
oDRGN on all datasets, with CryoHype performing better
as the degree of compositional heterogeneity, as measured

by the number of distinct structures, gets more and more
extreme.

12.2. Supervised Classification Metrics

Since CryoHype was evaluated quantiatively on synthetic
datasets in the fixed-pose setting where the particle poses
are known, it also makes sense to evaluate the perfor-
mance of CryoHype using supervised classification evalu-
ation metrics. We find that overall, CryoHype outperforms
cryoDRGN in supervised classification metrics. CryoHype
maintains close to perfect classification metrics regardless
of the number of structures, whereas cryoDRGN’s perfor-
mance is close to perfect at 10 and 100 structures, beings
to drop at 200 structures, and degrades rapidly as the num-
ber of structures increases, mirroring the trends observed in
the other metrics (AUC-FSC, CD, vloU). The large drops
at 500 and 1000 structures are also reflected in the latent
space, with the poor quantitative classification metrics for
cryoDRGN reflected as increasingly poor organization at
the center of the latent space (see Figure 5).

12.3. Additional baselines

In this section, we report the results of traditional maxi-
mum likelihood classification methods with fixed pose (e.g.
cryoSPARC 3D classification [40]) on our new Sim2Struct
dataset. Quantitative results can be found in Table 9. As
with the cryoSPARC results reported in our paper (origi-
nally from CryoBench [22], see Table 2), we confirm that
cryoSPARC’s 3D classification method struggles with com-
positional heterogeneity and especially the extreme compo-
sitional heterogeneity considered in our paper. In particular,
the results on the 100 structure subset of Sim2Struct mir-
ror that of Tomotwin-100. At even more extreme levels of
heterogeneity (;,100 classes), we find that cryoSPARC 3D
classification throws an error.



Table 9. Performance of cryoSPARC'’s fixed pose 3D classification method on the Sim2Struct dataset, evaluated using AUC-FSC.

AUC-FSC
Mean (std) ‘ Med

cryoSPARC 3D class (fixed pose) | Sim2Struct-10 0.204 (0.036) | 0.224
cryoSPARC 3D class (fixed pose) | Sim2Struct-100 | 0.071 (0.055) | 0.037
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Figure 13. IgG-1D latent space We find that CryoHype success-
fully captures the 1D circular motion of the IgG-1D dataset.

13. Conformational Heterogeneity

Although CryoHype was not designed to target conforma-
tional heterogeneity, it is still able to recover conformational
heterogeneity. When tested on the TgG-1D dataset [22],
CryoHype successfully recovers the circular motion that
characterizes the dataset (see Fig. 13) when augmented with
an additional smoothness loss.

14. Additional Qualitative Results

In this section, we provide additional examples of recon-
structed volumes for both CryoHype and CryoDRGN on
each dataset.

Figures 14 and 15 show groundtruth, CryoHype, and
CryoDRGN reconstructions for the Tomotwin—-100 and
Sim2Struct-1000, respectively. We see that overall,
CryoHype is both able to reconstruct some shapes that Cry-
oDRGN cannot. In particular, it seems that CryoDRGN
struggles with proteins with loops, while CryoHype does
a better job of reconstructing these proteins. Additionally,
CryoHype generally has higher resolution and preserves
fine details better than CryoDRGN.

Figure 16 shows reconstructed volumes for each class
of EMPIAR-10076. Each CryoHype structure is gener-
ated by randomly sampling from latent encoding of parti-
cles with the corresponding class assignments from [10].
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Figure 14. Tomotwin-100 (SNR 0.01) qualitative results Last 50 volumes reconstructed by CryoHype and CryoDRGN for the
Tomotwin—-100 dataset.
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Figure 15. Sim2Struct-1000 qualitative results with G.T Last 50 volumes reconstructed by CryoHype and CryoDRGN for the
Sim2Struct-1000 dataset.
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Figure 16. EMPIAR-10076 Reconstructed volumes of ribosome assembly minor classes for (a) CryoDRGN and (b) CryoHype.
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