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ABSTRACT

3D modeling of biological structures is an inherently complex process, necessitating both biological
and geometric understanding. Additionally, the complexity of user interfaces of 3D modeling tools
and the associated steep learning curve further exacerbate the difficulty of authoring a 3D model. In
this paper, we introduce a novel framework to address the challenge of using 3D modeling software
by converting users’ textual inputs into modeling actions within an interactive procedural modeling
system. The framework incorporates a code generator of a novel code format and a corresponding code
interpreter. The major technical innovation includes the user-refinement mechanism that captures the
degree of user dissatisfaction with the modeling outcome, offers an interactive revision, and leverages
this feedback for future improved 3D modeling. This entire framework is powered by large language
models and eliminates the need for a traditional training process. We develop a prototype tool named
Chat Modeling, offering both automatic and step-by-step 3D modeling approaches. Our evaluation of
the framework with structural biologists highlights the potential of our approach being utilized in
their scientific workflows. All supplemental materials are available at https://osf.io/x4qb7/.

Keywords mesoscale modeling · molecular visualization · large language models

1 Introduction

3D modeling techniques are essential across various domains, from creating complex characters and environments
in the entertainment industry to visualizing biological structures and simulating physical phenomena in scientific
research. Despite its broad utility, mastering 3D modeling demands significant training and practice due to its inherent
complexities. There are two main approaches: the general, interactive 3D modeling exemplified by tools like Maya [2]
and Blender [6] which heavily relies on mouse interaction; and procedural modeling, as discussed in works like [30,36].
The traditional interactive 3D modeling approach faces challenges in process reusability, efficiency, and precision [26].
Procedural modeling, relying on coding for model creation, can alleviate these challenges, but requires deep knowledge
of geometry, spatial reasoning, programming, and the modeling software’s syntax. These complex requirements make it
unrealistic to expect non-expert users, such as time-constrained biologists with no coding background, to engage deeply
with the modeling process.

The objective of this paper is to make complex, code-based procedural modeling accessible to a broader audience by
introducing an intermediary component that bridges users and the modeling system. This component is designed to
interpret natural language inputs, enabling it to trigger model construction and optimize the resulting models within
the system. It also simplifies the modeling process by reducing the need for users to interact directly with complex
modeling software. Essentially, we aim to develop a component to translate natural language into executable code and
then automatically refine this code to meet specific modeling requirements.
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Figure 1: Chat Modeling is a procedural modeling system that takes users’ textual input and completes corresponding
modeling operations. It could either complete the general modeling workflow (left), modify visual representations (top
right), or self-correct the output by the user refinement mechanism (bottom right).

Large Language Models (LLMs), trained on vast amounts of textual and coding data, are adept at understanding user
instructions and facilitating programming tasks. This proficiency makes them an ideal choice for our intermediary
component. Researchers are applying LLMs in various innovative contexts, including image reasoning and editing [13,
27, 44], robotic manipulation [14, 46], mesh and scene generation [9, 24, 29, 43], and data visualization [25, 34].
Venturing into these uncharted domains showcases the adaptability of LLMs, motivating our exploration of procedural
modeling—a field demanding intricate knowledge of geometry and spatial relationships.

In this paper, we focus on modeling biological structure scenarios, closely related to scientific visualization, using the
MesoCraft software [32] for several reasons. Firstly, biological structures often comprise numerous repeated instances,
making procedural modeling methods particularly suitable. Secondly, the rule-based nature of the modeling process in
MesoCraft aligns closely with procedural modeling principles, facilitating a seamless translation of biological rules into
procedural steps. Thirdly, although structural biologists have a significant need to model and visualize their scientific
discoveries, they frequently face challenges in translating their knowledge into geometric and spatial relationships,
especially in mathematical terminology.

Collaborating with structural biologists, we conducted a formative study to gather insights into their general modeling
workflows and requirements for a natural language interface tailored to modeling. Based on the insights gleaned from
this formative study, we propose Chat Modeling, an LLM-powered procedural modeling framework that interprets
users’ textual inputs to perform specific 3D biological structure modeling tasks. This method can extract and map
implicit spatial and geometric information into concrete modeling actions.

We implement a prototype application to demonstrate the method’s usability, featuring two modes: an automatic mode
for generating simple biological structures with a single sentence description and a general mode for modeling complex
biological structures through a step-by-step process. We conduct an expert evaluation to assess our framework, and the
results reveal a significant potential for its application in biological modeling tasks.

Our contributions can be summarized as follows:

• We propose Chat Modeling, a training-free framework designed to process user textual inputs and automatically
execute tasks related to modeling biological structures.
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• We design a novel coding format for procedural modeling along with a corresponding interpreter. This
interpreter can transform users’ high-level and abstract instructions into atomic modeling actions within the
modeling software.

• We introduce an interactive user-refinement mechanism into the framework, which collects instances of user
dissatisfaction and uses this feedback to make corrections.

• We develop a proof-of-concept system to showcase the capabilities of Chat Modeling. We also conduct an
expert evaluation to gather feedback on the prototype.

2 Related Work

2.1 Natural Language Interfaces for Visualization

Researchers have made significant efforts to reduce the operational and learning burdens for users of interactive tools.
With the rapid development of the natural language processing (NLP) field, researchers have proposed numerous natural
language interfaces that accept users’ arbitrary textual inputs and complete corresponding visualization tasks.

Many previous works were based on traditional NLP or deep learning methods. For example, Narechania et al. [31]
proposed the NL4DV toolkit. The toolkit took tabular data input and natural language queries and returned an analytic
specification JSON object. They defined their query interpretation pipeline, containing some NLP operations, for
example, data cleaning and N-gram generation. Mitra et al. [28] extended the NL4DV toolkit to support multi-round
conversational interaction, adding conversation manager and query resolver components. Liu et al. [23] proposed
ADVISor, an automatic pipeline to generate annotated visualization on tabular data. They first embedded the tabular
data and natural language question into a vector by a pre-trained model, then utilized a multi-task neural network to
extract aggregation type and data areas. Wang et al. [47] proposed an authoring-oriented natural language interface
pipeline to formulate the user’s visualization editing intents into editing actions. The editing actions are outputted by a
natural language interpreter containing an in-context data entry abstraction component and a deep learning model.

As large language models become increasingly popular, researchers have extended LLM-based applications into various
domains. Maddigan et al. [25] proposed an LLM-based natural language interface named Chat2VIS. The method took
user textual input and tabular data and then generated Python scripts. The Python scripts were then executed to generate
corresponding charts for users. Jia et al. [16] proposed a framework named VOICE for scientific communication. This
framework processes the user’s speech input to complete corresponding visualization tasks. For example, it can answer
biological questions and employ a new text-to-visualization algorithm to display parts of biological structures. Gupta et
al. [13] proposed VISPROG to solve complex and compositional visual tasks given natural language instructions. The
approach utilized an LLM to generate Python-like modular programs, invoking one of several pre-existing computer
vision models to produce intermediate outputs. Sun et al. [43] introduced a 3D-GPT framework for scene generation,
utilizing LLMs to generate Python-like code for invoking functions from Infinigen [40]. However, their approach
primarily focuses on modifying scene compositions with less consideration for spatial and geometric information.

Compared to prior efforts, the task of modeling scientifically accurate biological structures presents additional com-
plexity. It requires the extraction of geometric and spatial representations from user inputs. Furthermore, structural
biologists often employ specialized terminology to describe geometric relationships, which increases the challenge of
accurately interpreting users’ intentions. In contrast to tasks such as visual reasoning or chart generation, modeling bio-
logical structures additionally requires extensive 3D interactions to represent spatial positional relationships accurately.
Furthermore, while previous studies achieved high accuracy in intent extraction for their specific tasks, they did not
consider scenarios where the method yielded incorrect results.

2.2 Procedural Modeling

Procedural modeling is an automation technique that generates complex 3D geometries and scenes through algorithms
and rules rather than direct manipulation. Since its inception, procedural modeling has been extensively applied in fields
such as computer graphics, game development, architectural design, and scientific visualization. The core advantage
of this method lies in its efficiency in creating detailed and complex models, particularly suited for scenarios that
require repetitive elements and structures, such plants [11, 33, 38], cloudscapes [48], roads [10], street networks [36]
and buildings [30, 42].

Raistrick et al. [40] introduced Infinigen, a procedural system capable of generating photo-realistic 3D scenes of the
natural world. This system can produce infinite shapes, materials, and scene compositions. Each asset, ranging from
shapes to textures, is entirely procedural, created from scratch using randomized mathematical rules. These rules
facilitate infinite variation and composition, generating highly diverse and unique scenes.
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Figure 2: Examples of rule types: for each rule, the left image shows rule creation and the right image shows the
outcome after rule application.

Nguyen et al. [32] introduced a scientifically accurate procedural modeling method for creating 3D models of cellular
mesoscale. Their method is implemented in MesoCraft1, a desktop or web-based tool for rapid modeling and
visualization of sub-micron biological systems. Mesoscale biological modeling is particularly suited to procedural
modeling due to the inherent repetitive elements and specific geometric relationships characterizing these structures.
They delineated six principal classes of rules utilized in MesoCraft: parent-child (distance), parent-child (relative),
siblings, fill, siblings-parent, and connection rules. A selection of rule examples is demonstrated in Figure 2. Each rule
type is designed to define geometric relations either between elements or between elements and the skeleton, which
are then utilized for populating new elements. For example, the parent-child (distance) rule, depicted in Figure 2 (a),
facilitates the creation of new elements at a specified distance from the skeleton. Similarly, the parent-child (relative)
rule, shown in Figure 2 (b), determines the placement of new elements relative to a specific skeleton vertex. The siblings
rule, illustrated in Figure 2 (c), enables the definition of transformations between elements, allowing for the population
of new instances through these transformations. Specifically, we define two transformations in the example, T1 and
T2, to generate new instances. An extension of this concept, the siblings-parent rule, further incorporates the skeleton
as a constraint in generating new elements, as exemplified in Figure 2 (e). The fill rule, demonstrated in Figure 2 (f),
populates elements within a 3D skeleton. Lastly, the connection rule facilitates the creation of string-like structures that
navigate through a set of 3D points or generate curves connecting different types of elements. In practical applications,
each rule type has its unique set of parameters, allowing for the definition of intricate geometric relationships.

The steep learning curve of mastering complex geometric definitions in 3D procedural modeling, combined with intricate
GUI operations, significantly hinders the user’s modeling workflow. Therefore, this paper focuses on facilitating the
modeling process by devising a method to extract explicit geometric definitions from users’ natural language inputs,
simplifying the transition from concept to model.

3 Formative Study

Our primary objective is to develop a natural language interface to aid users in modeling intricate biological structures.
This tool is envisioned to process user textual inputs and perform corresponding modeling tasks. It is specifically
tailored for structural biologists new to specific modeling software and often encounter challenges while modeling
complex biological structures. Modeling software typically incorporates complex graphical user interfaces (GUIs) and

1https://mesocraft.kaust.edu.sa
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necessitates prior knowledge of spatial and geometric concepts. This combination leads to a steep and time-consuming
learning curve for mastering modeling operations, underscoring the necessity for a tool that assists users by simplifying
software interactions. A tool designed to streamline the modeling process would significantly benefit users. It would
enable them to focus more on their work’s creative and analytical aspects rather than on overcoming technical barriers.

To accurately identify the essential features our tool must incorporate, we have consulted with three experts (E1, E2,
and E3), all of whom have prior experience in modeling complex biological structures. E1 and E2 possess backgrounds
in biology, while E3 has computer science and biology expertise. Notably, all three experts have experience modeling
biological structures with MesoCraft, as demonstrated in previous works [3,32,50]. We conducted individual interviews
with each expert to understand the specific needs our tool should meet comprehensively.

Each interview was conducted over a span of approximately 90 minutes. Initially, the experts were asked to describe
their previous modeling processes, enabling us to grasp their standard modeling workflows and the primary challenges
they face. Following this, we delved into understanding their internal logic when determining rule types and asked
the experts to construct example models in MesoCraft. The final segment of the interview focused on envisioning the
ideal functionalities of a natural language interface designed to facilitate their modeling process. The experts were
encouraged to specify the features they believe such a tool should offer and provide examples of how they would
articulate these commands in natural language. We report below the results that we extracted from the interviews.

General Modeling Workflow: From the interviews, it emerged that all the experts adhere to a similar workflow.
Because MesoCraft operates as a rule-based modeling software, the core of their process involves formulating various
rules. The workflow starts with creating the rule. For instance, they might employ a command like “Create a lipid
bi-layer membrane on the virus skeleton surface” to construct the membrane. This process involves initially selecting
specific lipid ingredients and a particular skeleton. Given that biological ingredients often have similar names and users
may prefer not to specify the full names, there is an expectation to intelligently narrow down the options and present a
selection of choices for the user to choose from.

After creating a rule, users proceed to adjust the rule parameters. For instance, a user might specify, “I would like to
populate 1000 lipids on the skeleton surface.” to explicitly set the number of elements to be 1000 while implicitly
setting the distance between each lipid and the skeleton to be 0. We split rule creation and parameter adjustment as two
discrete actions based on insights from the interviews, where it was observed that users often engage in multiple rounds
of adjustments to the rule parameters to ensure they align with their precise expectations.

Another important insight from the interviews revealed that modeling a biological structure typically involves multiple
rules, and the sequence in which these rules are applied is paramount. Because MesoCraft includes collision detection
when applying rules, the ingredient with the more important position should be populated first. Therefore, it is imperative
to offer an interface that allows users the flexibility to revert and apply these rules according to their preferences. This
functionality is essential for enabling users to fine-tune their models with precision, ensuring that the application of
rules can be adjusted to achieve the desired outcomes in the modeling process.

Visual Representation: Incorporating features for modifying visual representations is equally crucial in the tool’s
design for the entire process of creating biological models. MesoCraft’s complex GUI spreads visual modification
operations across different widgets, challenging new users. Experts recommended simplifying this by consolidating
visual modification operations into one interface and activating these operations by textual input.

Such functionalities could include altering the color of ingredients to enhance the aesthetic appeal of the model or
adjusting the rendering settings to allow users to view different levels of detail, such as the chain level or residue level of
an ingredient. Streamlining these operations makes the tool more user-friendly and significantly enriches the modeling
experience.

Modeling Pattern: Considering our main target audience is structural biologists who are not well-versed in utilizing
MesoCraft, the experts emphasized the importance of the interface providing detailed modeling guidance. New users
who start using MesoCraft do not have insights about which part of the model to start with, so getting some advice
about the modeling steps from the interface would be valuable.

Furthermore, they suggested a more ambitious concept: the tool could facilitate the automation of certain biological
structure models, challenging the prevailing paradigm that requires all rules to be manually created by users. By
introducing an automatic mode, the tool could transform a simple description of a biological model into a set of specific
rule descriptions, automatically parse these rules, and then apply them to construct the desired biological model.

After providing the pairs of natural language inputs and modeling rules, experts indicated that this collected data might
not encompass the full spectrum of modeling scenarios or the variety of language expressions used. Given that our
target users are structural biologists, they may lack a comprehensive understanding of geometric positional relationships
or possess their unique terminology for describing these rules. They suggested an enhanced approach: collecting
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specific user cases and directly incorporating an approval or correction mechanism into the tool. For example, if the tool
generates incorrect outputs, users could report these instances. This feedback would enable the tool to collect valuable
insights and self-correct, improving its accuracy and effectiveness.

Others: Experts also emphasized addressing additional requirements. Specifically, when users utilize natural language
to define operations, the tool should not restrict them to merely basic operations. Rather, it should enable users to
execute high-level commands, thus significantly improving the tool’s flexibility and usability. High-level commands,
which encapsulate multiple basic operations, streamline the operation process and align more closely with users’ natural
expression habits. Furthermore, natural language allows for expressing actions that cannot be achieved through mouse
operations alone. For instance, while users may struggle to position a cursor precisely on a specific amino acid within a
protein structure using a mouse, they can easily describe this action in natural language. The interface should leverage
these advantages of natural language expression, enabling users to perform highly specific and complex operations
easily.

The results from the formative study underscore the critical need for developing an interface that simplifies the modeling
operations for users and lowers the barriers to learning. Additionally, there is a discernible demand among users for an
automatic mode capable of autonomously generating models to diminish their workload substantially.

4 Method Overview

We aim to develop a system to interpret arbitrary natural language inputs and initiate the corresponding modeling
process for complex biological structures. The advent of LLMs, particularly ChatGPT and GPT-4, has marked a
significant milestone in natural language understanding and the ability to follow complex instructions. Despite these
advancements, a substantial disconnect remains between the operational paradigms of the modeling software, which
primarily rely on mouse-click interactions, and the direct processing of textual inputs.

An effective strategy to bridge this gap involves adopting the procedural modeling paradigm and creating an intermediary
component layer. This layer would serve as a conduit between users and the modeling software. Essentially, it would
translate human-readable instructions into software-processable codes, acting as a translator between the user’s textual
descriptions and the software’s command syntax.

Structured data formats like JSON and high-level programming languages like Python are excellent choices for the
intermediary component’s code format. They enable clear articulation and transmission of user intentions to the
modeling software. Structured data formats offer distinct advantages over high-level programming languages, including
ease of parsing and extensibility and compatibility across various programming languages. These characteristics
make structured data formats highly suitable for interfacing between complex user inputs and software functionalities.
Therefore, we choose JSON as the intermediary component code format to effectively represent users’ intents and
facilitate their processing by MesoCraft.

The overview of our framework is illustrated in Figure 3. Initially, our framework begins by receiving user textual input,
which is then processed by the Modeling Translator. The Modeling Translator acts as the intermediary component
between users and MesoCraft. It embeds the user input into prompts for the LLM and receives the generated code back.
Then the Modeling Translator interprets this code and generates modeling actions executable in MesoCraft. Utilizing
a rule-based modeling approach, MesoCraft then produces the corresponding biological structures for user review.
Should the users find the output unsatisfactory, they can provide feedback. This feedback is subsequently utilized by
the LLM for refining its output in future iterations.

The Modeling Translator, illustrated in Figure 4, consists of two principal components, i.e., the code generator and the
code interpreter. The code generator transforms natural language inputs from users into validated and executable code
snippets. Following this, the code interpreter parses and interprets these validated codes. It is crucial in translating
abstract code into concrete actions within MesoCraft, effectively bridging the gap between user intent and software
execution.

The code generator component comprises two operations, i.e., code generation and code correction. By harnessing
the power of LLMs, the code generation process deciphers the underlying intent of the user’s commands, generating
accurate code that embodies the requested actions in the modeling workflow. We introduce a novel JSON code format
crafted to encapsulate the actions typical of a general modeling workflow and the visual representation modification
gleaned from our formative study. This format is meticulously designed to align with the specific needs of modeling
complex biological structures, ensuring precision for later interpretation. Following the code generation process, the
code correction process evaluates the generated snippets for accuracy and effectiveness within the context of the
modeling task, ensuring their suitability for subsequent interpretation. Should any discrepancies or errors be identified,

6



Chat Modeling A PREPRINT

Figure 3: The framework starts with user text input, processed by the Modeling Translator, which creates prompts for
an LLM and interprets its code into modeling actions. MesoCraft then models biological structures from these actions.
Users visually inspect results and give feedback to improve modeling.

Figure 4: The Modeling Translator consists of the code generator and the code interpreter. The code generator creates
validated codes, while the code interpreter converts these codes into procedural modeling actions.

this information is fed back into LLMs, which then apply their advanced understanding and analytical capabilities to fix
the errors.

The code interpreter comprises three key operations: the rule extraction, which distinguishes rule types by the
geometrical and spatial relationship implicit in the user input; the parameter adjustment, which allows for fine-tuning
and adjusting these rules parameters; and a suite of functionalities dedicated to visual representation modifications,
along with other actions integral to the general modeling workflow.

Once interpreted by the code interpreter, the actions are executed within MesoCraft, creating complex biological
models. These models are then presented back to the users as outputs. As detailed in section 3, structural biologists may
employ varied expressions or terminologies to describe geometric or spatial relationships. This variability means the
natural language-modeling rule pairs collected from the formative study may not be sufficiently general, influencing the
method’s accuracy. To address this issue, we propose an interactive user-refinement mechanism in the framework. This
mechanism invites users to inspect the modeling output visually. If they are unsatisfied with the output, they can provide
feedback interactively. This feedback is subsequently incorporated into the prompts from the Modeling Translator to
the LLM for future iterations.

The technical details of the Modeling Translator are described in section 5. We then demonstrate the details of the Chat
Modeling prototype in section 6. The expert evaluation is presented in section 7.
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Figure 5: User-refined few-shot prompting setting. The prompt includes a task description, initial examples, and user
feedback examples.

5 Modeling Translator

This section details the implementation of each component within the Modeling Translator, which translates users’
natural language inputs into executable actions of the modeling software. Modeling Translator comprises two key
components, i.e., a code generator and a code interpreter. The code generator is responsible for producing code in a
novel format that we have defined, while the code interpreter is tasked with parsing and executing this code. Each
component performs several operations and interfaces with LLMs. For these operations, we introduce an interactive
user-refined few-shot prompting setting to enhance the effectiveness and accuracy of the translation process.

5.1 User-refined Few-shot Prompting

As outlined in section 4, our approach leverages LLMs to handle various tasks in the Modeling Translator. While LLMs
excel at grasping general semantics, their application in task-specific scenarios requires good prompts. Prompting is
a technique that involves the careful crafting of inputs to the model to enhance task performance. Importantly, this
process does not involve modifying the model’s weights, ensuring that the LLM can be effectively utilized for specific
tasks through strategic input manipulation alone. Our methodology adopts a user-refined few-shot prompting setting,
demonstrated in Figure 5. The prompt contains a concise task description and a few task-specific examples. Previous
work [7] verified that a few examples could significantly improve LLM performance. We collected these examples from
experts in the formative study. However, experts highlighted that structural biologists might employ varied terminology
to express geometric and spatial relationships, making our collected examples not sufficiently generalizable. To solve
this problem, we propose an interactive user-refinement mechanism for the prompting, illustrated at the bottom right of
Figure 1. The users are involved in providing feedback when they are not satisfied with the current output. They could
correct the wrong cases and add the case to the examples, prompting the LLM to generate better outputs. Therefore, as
users continue utilizing the tool, it will progressively align more closely with their language usage habits.

5.2 Code Generator

The code generator comprises two key operations, i.e., code generation and code correction. Through iterative adoption
of these operations, the code generator forwards validated code to the code interpreter for further processing.

5.2.1 Code Generation

The code generation operations extract user intents into machine-readable codes, aiming to precisely mirror the user’s
modeling workflow actions and accommodate the requirements for visual representation modifications. The chosen
code format must be adaptable to new intents, easily parsed, and executable for subsequent interpretation. Based
on these criteria, we propose a new JSON format covering user intents collected from formative study. JSON is a
standardized yet flexible format, ideally suited to handle the complexities of modeling tasks. The specifics of the code
format are illustrated in Code 1.

{
"selectIngredient":[

{"ingredient":(Str)ingredient_name},
],
"selectSkeleton":[

{"skeleton":(Str)skeleton_name},
],
"createRule":(Str)descriptions_to_the_rule,
"editRule":(Str)descriptions_to_edit_the_rule_parameters,

8
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"saveModel":(Bool)if_save_model,
"loadModel": (Bool)if_load_model,
"updatePivot":{

"chainId":(Int)chain_index,
"residueId":(Int)residue/amino_acid_index,

},
"updatePosition": [

{"mainIngredient":(Str)ingredient_name ,
"chainId":(Int)chain_index,
"residueId":(Int)residue/amino_acid_index},

{"subIngredient":(Str)ingredient_name,
"chainId":(Int)chain_index,
"residueId":(Int)residue/amino_acid_index}

],
"highlightIngredient": [

{"ingredient":(Str)ingredient_name }
],
"modifyColor": [

{"ingredient":(Str)ingredient_name,
"color":(vector3D)ingredient_color}

],
"changeMode":(Str)rendering_mode_name_to_change,
"labeling":(Bool)if_labeling_enabled
}

Code 1: Syntax format of the code generation operation.

The comprehensive prompt utilized for the code generation operation is detailed in the supplemental material section 1.
The prompt incorporates the entire task description, detailed JSON format, and a few code generation examples. Every
intended action includes a key-value pair, where the value part is expanded to describe both the expected data type and
a brief description of its function or purpose. Although the full spectrum of possible JSON intents is presented within
the prompt to provide a contextual framework, the code generation operation is specifically prompted to return only
intents explicitly mentioned or inferred from the user’s input.

Our format incorporates multiple intents to support the general modeling workflow within MesoCraft comprehensively.
Each modeling action is predicated upon creating and applying specific rules. These rules comprise one or several
ingredients and an optional skeleton structure to guide the geometrical arrangement of populated instances.

We first introduce two pivotal intents, i.e., selectIngredient and selectSkeleton, within our code format. These intents
are crucial for the initial stages of the modeling process, enabling users to specify the basic components of their models.
Recognizing user descriptions’ complexity and variability that users may wish to include multiple ingredients or
skeletons within a single instruction, these two intents are designed as arrays. We also include createRule and editRule
intents in the JSON format. These intents are crucial for the dynamic aspects of modeling, allowing users to establish
new rules and modify existing ones’ parameters to refine their models. Given the complexity involved in accurately
inferring rule types and the multitude of parameters that can be adjusted, we have dedicated specific operations within
the code interpreter for these tasks: a rule extraction and a parameter adjustment. The rule extraction is designed to
identify the rule type for rule creation, while the parameter adjustment focuses on parsing parameters related to rule
modification. We keep the rule and parameter descriptions in the code for subsequent processing. We finally include
saveModel and loadModel intents for models’ saving and loading.

A key advantage of utilizing natural language instructions is their capacity to communicate precise information more
effectively than mouse-clicking operations. For example, in the field of biology, specifying positional information by
the amino acid index can be directly and clearly articulated through natural language. This level of precision is difficult
to achieve through mouse clicks alone. To capitalize on this advantage, we incorporate intents such as updatePivot and
updatePosition into our code format. These actions allow users to use textual instructions to adjust the pivot point of
an instance based on the amino acid index or to update the position of an instance by specifying spatial relationships
between its amino acid and another instance’s amino acid.

In addressing the aspect of visual representation modifications within the code generation, we incorporate several key
intents based on insights from our formative study. These include highlightIngredient, modifyColor, and changeMode.
With the highlightIngredient intent, users can emphasize particular ingredients within the model. This feature is
especially useful for focusing on specific elements of interest. The modifyColor is designated for altering the colors of
specific ingredients within the model. It allows users to customize the visual appearance of different components, making
it easier to distinguish between them or visually represent various properties. Both modifyColor and highlightIngredient
are designed as arrays to include multiple modifications in one instruction. The changeMode intent facilitates the
switching between different rendering modes in MesoCraft, such as protein level, chain level, or atomistic level
rendering. Each mode offers a unique perspective on the model, providing valuable insights tailored to the specific
requirements of the structural analysis or presentation.
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Figure 6: The code correction operation involves an iterative process for syntax analysis and error fixing.

5.2.2 Code Correction

We incorporate a code correction operation into the code generator to address a critical aspect of working with
LLMs—the potential for minor errors in the generated responses that could hinder later interpretation or processing.
Despite the high quality of outputs typically produced by LLMs, the nuanced requirements of specific tasks, such as
adhering to a custom format for modeling complex biological structures, can sometimes lead to discrepancies that need
correction.

The inner procedure of the code correction is illustrated in Figure 6. The code correction serves as a quality assurance
operation, ensuring that all generated codes strictly conform to the predefined format and are structured correctly
for subsequent processing steps. It first meticulously reviews the code received from the code generation operation,
identifying and rectifying any inaccuracies or inconsistencies that might prevent the codes from being correctly
interpreted. In more detail, we mainly check the following three aspects: first is the parseability to verify whether the
code is syntactically correct and can be parsed without errors; second is the array object validation to check certain
intents, such as selectIngredient and modifyColor, for the proper structuring of array objects within the code; third is
the data type verification, assessing whether the values within the code align with the predefined data types specified in
our format.

We implement an iterative process for checking and fixing code errors and manually define specific error information.
If errors are detected, the codes are sent back to the code generation operation with the error information up to n times
for corrections. In practice, we set the n to be 2. Once errors are resolved, the corrected code proceeds to the code
interpreter for further processing. An example of the code correction operation is depicted on the right side of Figure 6.
In this example, syntax analysis identifies two errors within the code, which are then relayed back to the code generation
operation along with details of the errors. Following a round of corrections, the revised code undergoes validation
before being forwarded to the code interpreter for subsequent processing.

5.3 Code Interpreter

Upon receiving the validated code, the code interpreter parses it and executes it into specific actions within MesoCraft.
Actions like color modification and ingredient selection are directly executed using the key-value pairs from the codes.
Given the complexity of identifying rule types for rule creation and the necessary parameters for rule editing, we design
separate operations, i.e., the rule extraction and the parameter adjustment in the code interpreter.

5.3.1 Rule Extraction

The initial step in rule creation within MesoCraft involves determining the rule’s type, guided by original definitions of
MesoCraft: parent-child (distance), parent-child (relative), siblings, siblings-parent, fill, and connection rules. The
selection of an appropriate rule type is a complex task influenced by several factors, including the number of ingredients
involved, the dimensionality of the skeleton (whether 2D or 3D), and the spatial relationships between the ingredients
and the skeleton. Given this complexity, we separate rule extraction as an independent operation within the code
interpreter, taking the rule descriptions as the input and outputting the appropriate rule types.

The prompts for the rule extraction operation are composed of four distinct parts. The first part provides a detailed
description of the task and explains each rule. The second part includes the logic and thought processes behind
deciding on rule types collected from experts during the formative study. Previous research [49] has demonstrated
that incorporating a chain of thought—sequential intermediate reasoning steps—significantly enhances the complex
reasoning capabilities of LLMs. The third part comprises natural language and rule-type pairs from experts. The final
part contains examples from user feedback to refine the process further. The complete prompt for the rule extraction
operation can be found in supplemental material section 2.
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5.3.2 Parameter Adjustment

An essential operation of the code interpreter involves parameter adjustment. As highlighted in section 3, users often use
multiple iterations to fine-tune rule parameters, ensuring the modeling output meets their expectations. The design of the
parameter adjustment operation follows the Modeling Translator paradigm, introducing a novel format to encapsulate
the various rule parameters, as depicted in Code 2. This process begins with processing user instructions to generate
corresponding validated code via the code generator. Subsequently, the code interpreter parses and interprets this
validated code, facilitating precise adjustments to the model. The complete prompt for the parameter adjustment
operation can be found in supplemental material section 3.

Initially, we incorporate basic parameters into the code format. These include, for instance, the elements of the rule
to be populated, whether collision detection is enabled, the average distance between the generated instance and the
skeleton, and the standard deviation of this distance. Additionally, we specify parameters for the instance’s alignment
direction, such as alignment to the skeleton normal or the opposite side of the skeleton normal. Parameters for the
length of the generated curve and the tweaking angle of the generated instances are also included.
{
"elements":(Int)number_of_elements,
"distance":(Double)distance_to_the_skeleton,
"collisionDetection":(Bool)if_collision_detection_enabled,
"space":(Int)occupied_space,
"alignDirection":(Str)elements_aligned_direction,
"length":(Double)generated_curve_length,
"curve":(Str)generated_curve_type,
"tweaking":(Str)tweaking_directions,
"std":(Double)standard_deviation_for_the_distance
}

Code 2: Syntax format of parameter adjustment operation.

A significant benefit of utilizing natural language to define rule parameters is extracting high-level user intents and
translating them into specific, basic parameters. For instance, we incorporate a space parameter in the code format. It
represents the proportion of space an ingredient will occupy within the 3D skeleton. Upon getting the space parameter,
we can calculate the element parameters based on the volume of the 3D skeleton and the ingredient’s volume. In
practical applications, we approximate the real volume of the ingredient by using the bounding sphere of the ingredient
for simplification and efficiency.

6 Demonstration

As a proof-of-concept, we develop an example system utilizing our framework, Chat Modeling. This section first
outlines the application’s implementation details. Following this, we describe the application’s distinct modeling modes,
i.e., automatic and step-by-step.

6.1 Implementation Details

We develop the Chat Modeling system utilizing the Qt framework [45] and integrate it into MesoCraft software. The
application primarily features a chat box, enabling users to engage in multi-round conversations to facilitate their
modeling process. Among various large language models, we select GPT-4 [35] due to its superior code generation
capabilities and proficiency in extracting human intents2, specifically selecting the gpt-4-0125-preview version. The
application supports text and speech inputs to accommodate different user input modalities. For voice recording, we
utilize the Qt audio recorder, and for converting speech to text, we utilize the OpenAI Whisper [39] API. The OpenAI
Whisper API offers a feature that allows for the enhancement of transcript quality through specific prompts. This
capability is particularly valuable in biology, where the extensive use of specialized terminology can pose challenges for
accurate transcription. Additionally, we enable mouse support for certain actions within the Chat Modeling application,
such as button clicking and modifying 3D geometric information, including tasks like selecting and rotating instances.
The complete demo videos of Chat Modeling are included in the supplemental materials.

6.2 Automatic Mode

As discussed in section 3, experts indicated their expectation for the assistant tool to introduce a new modeling pattern
that automates specific tasks. This innovation eliminates users’ need to create all rules manually, simplifying the
modeling process.

2https://tatsu-lab.github.io/alpaca_eval/
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LLMs have foundational biological knowledge and can answer basic questions in biology [16]. Our initial research
investigates the potential for LLMs to offer users modeling guidance, such as the sequence of modeling steps or which
structural components to model first. To achieve this, we propose an advisor mode. We attach the full prompt of this
mode in supplemental material section 4 and the corresponding demo video. The advisor mode reveals that LLMs know
the types of ingredients a structure might include and, importantly, the spatial information of these ingredients, such as
their placement inside or on the membrane’s surface.

Given the LLM’s understanding of biological structures and their internal spatial and geometric information, we have
expanded the advisor mode into an automatic mode. This advanced mode is capable of automatically generating
a comprehensive set of rule descriptions upon which the biological model is constructed. This automation greatly
streamlines the modeling process, facilitating a more efficient workflow. The automatic mode is illustrated in Figure 7.
Initially, we prompt the LLM to generate a sequence of rules derived from the user’s input. This prompt includes the
task description, the proteins currently available in the modeling software, and several examples of rule descriptions.
The detailed prompt is provided in the supplemental material section 5. Upon generating a set of rules, we proceed by
identifying the type of each rule, adjusting parameters according to the given descriptions, and finally applying the
rule to get the model. In practice, LLM initially prioritizes rules based on the descending order of space occupancy.
However, due to the complexities introduced by collision detection, a more effective approach is to model from the
least occupied space to the most occupied space. Consequently, after generating the rules, we inverted their order to
align with this more efficient modeling strategy.

Figure 7: Automatic mode generates the blood plasma model in six steps, each with a rule created from an LLM-
generated description.

An example of the automatic mode is provided on the right side of Figure 7, where the user’s input is “Generate a blood
plasma model inside a box.” From this input, the LLM generates eight rule descriptions. The automatic mode initially
identifies the “box” as the target skeleton for all subsequent rules. For example, the first step involves applying the
rule “Add Heparin into the box to occupy 2% of the space” This specific rule leads the automatic mode to recognize
the ingredient type as Heparin and classify the rule type as “fill,” with a space variable set to 2 for the rule parameters.
Upon applying the first rule, the automatic mode then interprets and applies the next rule in the sequence. The complete
demonstration video of the blood plasma model, created using the automatic mode, is available in the supplemental
materials.

6.3 Step-by-step Mode

While the automatic mode can autonomously generate biological structures, the reality of the modeling workflow
often demands a more interactive way. This is due to the stochastic nature of the procedural modeling’s populating
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strategy, where even with identical parameters, users may apply rules multiple times to achieve results that best
match their expectations. In addition to rule generation and application, users have visual representation modification
demands. Consequently, we introduce a second modeling mode: the step-by-step mode. This mode provides a more
interactive way to model biological structures, aligning more closely with the conventional workflow. Users can engage
in multi-round conversations in this mode. During each conversational round, the step-by-step mode processes user
inputs using the framework outlined in Figure 3. Such mode provides additional interactive buttons for tasks requiring
selection, such as choosing one ingredient from a list of similarly named ingredients, and tasks more conveniently
executed actions via mouse clicks, like applying a rule through an “apply rule” button, enabling users to apply one rule
multiple times as needed.

Figure 8: The step-by-step mode is demonstrated by the biology structure modeling, together with the whole conversa-
tional exchange. Viewed from bottom to top, it consists of a golden layer, an HDT layer, and protein linkers between
HDT and SpyCatcher.

To illustrate the effectiveness of the step-by-step mode, we present an example that involves reproducing a simplified
and proof-of-concept version of a biological structure as described by Guo et al. [12], depicted in Figure 8. A complete
conversational exchange is provided; however, we omit certain details regarding parameter adjustment instructions due
to space constraints. The full modeling process is recorded in a demo video in supplemental materials.

The structure begins with the modeling of a bottom gold layer, as depicted in Figure 8 (a) - (b). This layer consists
of gold atoms uniformly arranged across a rectangular skeleton. The instruction provided for this task is, “Populate
the Au atom uniformly on a rectangle skeleton.” The “fill” rule type is identified through the rule extraction operation.
After a single round of adjusting the element parameters, the gold layer is successfully generated. The subsequent
step involves generating hexanedithiol (HDT) and SpyCatcher instances above the gold layer, as illustrated in Figure 8
(c) - (f). Following the user’s instructions, Chat Modeling creates two parent-child distance rules. Notably, due to
the presence of two similar HDTs in the software, it’s necessary for the user to specify the precise HDT variant via a
button click. This functionality is particularly crucial in biological modeling, where a single protein may have multiple
variants across different stages, each with similar names but distinct structural properties. For each parent-child distance
rule, the user takes multiple rounds to adjust the rule’s parameters, such as element number, the average and standard
deviation of the distance, and the tweaking directions, which are omitted in the example figure. The final step in the
modeling process involves creating the protein linkers between HDT and SpyCatcher instances, as shown in Figure 8
(g) - (i). A protein linker is a short sequence of amino acids used to connect two proteins or domains within a single
protein. In our modeling process, we use small balls to represent the amino acids. This protein linker creation process
comprises two main steps: initially creating curves between the HDT and SpyCatcher instances and then populating
these curves with balls. The initial creation of curves is demonstrated in Figure 8 (g), where the user changes the pivot
point of SpyCatcher to adjust the curve’s starting point using a specific chain ID and residue ID. Subsequently, curves
are formed through the application of a connection rule. The user then proceeds to populate these curves with balls and
adjust the number of balls, as depicted in Figure 8 (h) - (i).
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7 Expert Evaluation

In this section, we detail the procedure and outcomes of expert evaluations conducted to validate the efficiency and
utility of the prototype.

7.1 Procedure

To assess the Chat Modeling prototype, we continued our engagement with the three experts initially interviewed in
section 3. This choice was driven by multiple considerations. Firstly, their insights are invaluable for verifying whether
the prototype meets the expectations set during the formative study and for reflecting on the design requirements.
Secondly, their extensive experience in biological structure modeling provides a rare and essential perspective for
assessing the prototype against real use cases. Thirdly, their experience guiding new users of MesoCraft equips them
with a thorough understanding of the challenges novices face, further enriching their assessment of our prototype.

Our evaluations took the form of semi-structured interviews, with each expert being interviewed individually. The
semi-structured format was chosen for its balance of focus and flexibility. This approach enables the investigator to
maintain direction on predefined questions while also having the freedom to delve into emerging ideas [1]. Each session
lasted approximately 60 to 90 minutes. Initially, we introduced the prototype to the experts, allowing them a brief
overview before inviting them to engage in various modeling tasks at their discretion. This hands-on experience enabled
them to provide feedback on the prototype’s features and functionalities. Consistent with the nature of semi-structured
interviews, the facilitator concluded each session by posing additional questions not previously covered during the
interview, ensuring a comprehensive collection of insights and reflections.

7.2 Results

From the semi-structured interviews, we extracted critical findings about different aspects. These insights, highlighting
the application’s strengths and areas for improvement, have been instrumental in identifying helpful or missing features.
Below, we outline these findings, which collectively inform the direction of future work.

Usability: All experts praised the usability of Chat Modeling, affirming its applicability within their workflows for
modeling biological structures. Notably, one expert (E1) emphasized the convenience and precision of using natural
language for position updates, stating, “This textual way is more convenient than mouse dragging and offers greater
precision because I can specify the residue index.” E3 remarked, “The Chat Modeling tool can serve as a copilot, where
users can gather inspiration when uncertain about the exact operations.” We inquired about their opinions on the current
response latency, to which they unanimously found it to be entirely acceptable. However, E3 noted, “The latency of
advisor mode might become problematic when generating long paragraphs, but this is a common issue when interacting
with large language models.” E1 and E2 highlighted the value of providing initial introductory sentences for new users,
commenting, “The current introductory sentences effectively inform users about how to operate the system. However, it
would be beneficial to shorten these introductions once the user is familiar with the system.” All three experts expressed
satisfaction with the guidance sentences provided throughout the modeling process.

Interactivity: Given that Chat Modeling introduces an innovative interactive approach to modeling, a focal point of our
semi-structured interviews was the opinions of the new interactivity. All three experts concurred that “the combination
of mouse clicking and natural language interaction offers a superior modeling experience.” Furthermore, one expert
(E2) remarked, “Relying solely on natural language interactions may be burdensome for users, especially for actions
like applying rules. Therefore, incorporating buttons within the chat box could markedly enhance modeling efficiency.”
E1 emphasized the importance of the selection button’s design, noting, “Users may not always know the exact names
of the ingredients due to the presence of variants and complex terminologies. Hence, offering a selection of similar
ingredients is a thoughtful design choice. Nonetheless, providing a 3D preview of each ingredient’s structure would
greatly enrich the user experience.”

Pattern: We summarize feedback from our experts on the two modeling patterns, i.e., automatic mode and step-by-step
mode. Regarding the automatic mode, all experts were impressed with this innovative approach to 3D modeling.
Nonetheless, they noted that it remains conceptual and requires further improvement in future work. E3 observed, “It
offers valuable insights, but allowing users to customize and refine results would enhance its utility.” E2 remarked,
“The automatic mode is somewhat limited by the proteins available in the modeling software. An ideal version would
autonomously download the necessary ingredients.” For the step-by-step mode, E1 agreed with its alignment with
typical modeling workflows, noting, “It mirrors my daily modeling routine. For newcomers, this mode facilitates
learning by translating natural language into rule types, enabling interaction with the system instead of relying on
documentation study, saving considerable time.”
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Features: We inquired with our experts about the aspects of the Chat Modeling prototype they found most valuable,
as well as any features or capabilities they felt were missing. All three experts acknowledged the innovation of the
user-refinement mechanism and its potential to enhance the user experience. E1 suggested, “The process of collecting
feedback could be more interactive. Some users might recognize that the results are unsatisfactory but may not know
how to correct them. Providing more guidance on fixing errors would be beneficial.” E3 expressed approval of the
high-level parameter design, observing, “The current parameters in MesoCraft primarily consist of quantitative variables,
which do not consider the skeleton’s or other elements’ properties. Incorporating high-level parameters allows the
modeling to reflect real-world properties more accurately, enhancing scientific correctness.” Regarding missing features
or commands, our experts identified several enhancements that could further improve the tool’s functionality. Firstly,
they suggested making modifications to visual representations more detailed, such as enabling color adjustments at
the residue level. Secondly, they recommended introducing a feature that allows users to upload local ingredients or
download ingredients from the internet during their conversation. Lastly, they valued the system’s ability to interpret
instructions like “populate more elements,” turning qualitative statements into quantifiable actions.

Overall, our three experts were pleasantly surprised about the prototype and excited about its possibilities for 3D
biological structure modeling.

8 Discussion

Autonomous 3D biological modeling: We delve into the potential of autonomous 3D biological modeling with our
Chat Modeling tool’s automatic mode. Currently, the automatic mode is at a conceptual stage and is applicable for
modeling simple biological structures. Prior work in autonomous 3D modeling [17, 18, 21] has primarily concentrated
on replicating real-world objects by capturing geometrical and spatial information through scanners and other devices.
3D biological modeling distinguishes itself from real-world object modeling with unique characteristics. For example,
biological structures often contain repetitive proteins whose shapes are predetermined from prior biological experiments.
The challenge in biological modeling lies in accurately determining the geometrical and spatial relationships among
various elements. Our findings reveal that LLMs possess an elementary understanding of geometry and quantity for
basic biological structures, making them viable for autonomous 3D modeling. A further advancement in autonomous 3D
biological modeling involves incorporating vast amounts of image or volumetric data from biological research, aiming
to improve the acquisition of geometric and quantitative details through image or volume processing technologies.

Multi-mode Fusion: The Chat Modeling prototype offers users three distinct modes. The first, advisor mode, provides
suggestions without undertaking any modeling tasks. The second, automatic mode, generates biological models directly
from a single model description. Lastly, the step-by-step mode engages users in a more hands-on manner, requiring
them to generate modeling rules iteratively, thus mirroring a typical modeling workflow more closely. Currently, the
three modes within the Chat Modeling prototype operate independently, leaving users to choose their preferred mode.
A logical progression would be integrating these modes into a singular, adaptive mode. While the current modes do not
require a training process, combining them could entail collecting data and introducing a training phase. This process
would enable the system to intelligently select the most appropriate mode based on varying user inputs.

User-refinement Mechanism: We propose the user-refinement mechanism to address the gap between the current
capabilities of natural language interfaces and the varied patterns of user commands. This discrepancy arises because
users may express commands differently that the system cannot fully recognize [47]. This challenge is especially
prevalent in the field of biology, where complex terminologies further complicate command interpretation. A key
advantage of our user-refinement mechanism is its ability to directly incorporate feedback into subsequent operations,
bypassing the need to update the model’s weights or undergo any training process. However, it still faces several
challenges. First, as highlighted by expert evaluations, there is a need to develop an interface with more guidance for
users to offer feedback. Second, issues with multi-user conflicts could affect the user experience; ideally, each user
should have access to their own or a customized pool of examples.

Other limitations: Our evaluation of the Chat Modeling prototype faces certain limitations, notably the recruitment
of only a few experts for expert evaluation. However, securing access to expert users presents a challenge in human-
computer interaction and visualization research. Such small sample sizes, while not ideal, are not uncommon in the
field [8,15,19,20] and are still valuable for identifying the strengths and weaknesses of specific prototypes [4,5,22,37,41].
Another limitation of our evaluation is the absence of feedback from new users. Nonetheless, the extensive experience
of our three expert participants with MesoCraft and their experience in mentoring others for the modeling process
mitigates this shortfall to some degree.
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9 Conclusion

In this paper, we investigated the potential of leveraging large language models’ conversational capabilities to enhance
scientific 3D modeling tasks. We introduced a novel framework that transforms users’ textual inputs into actionable
modeling commands within procedural modeling software. Additionally, we proposed an interactive user-refinement
mechanism to collect feedback and enhance the 3D modeling process interactively. Through the development and
expert evaluation of a Chat Modeling prototype, we gathered insights that underscore our framework’s considerable
promise for 3D biological modeling applications. The expert feedback highlighted the framework’s effectiveness and
potential for broader application in scientific modeling.
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