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A novel point cloud diffusion model for relativistic heavy-ion collisions, capable of ultra-fast gen-
eration of event-by-event collision output, is introduced. When trained on UrQMD cascade simula-
tions, the model generates realistic collision event output containing 26 distinct hadron species, as a
list of particle momentum vectors along with their particle ID. From solving inverse problems to ac-
celerating model calculations or detector simulations, the model can be a promising general purpose
tool for heavy-ion collisions beneficial to both theoretical studies and experimental applications.

Relativistic nucleus-nucleus collisions create short-
lived, strongly interacting systems characterized by high
temperatures and/or densities, providing a unique ter-
restrial experimental probe of the conjectured phase di-
agram of quantum chromodynamics (QCD)[1–4]. Al-
though several observables [1, 5–9] have been shown to
be sensitive to the properties and dynamics of the matter
created in these collisions, essential details of the phase
diagram, including the exact locations of phase bound-
aries, the nature of the transitions between them, and
the presence of any possible critical points, remain poorly
understood. Currently, first principle lattice QCD calcu-
lations [10–15] are possible only at vanishing and small
net-baryon densities, necessitating QCD inspired effec-
tive models alongside direct experimental searches to ac-
curately map the high net-baryon density regions of the
QCD phase diagram.

Numerous experimental programs are currently ded-
icated to investigate QCD matter at high baryon den-
sity [16–23]. These experiments will generate copious
amounts of high precision data at beam energies of√
sNN ≤15 GeV. This wealth of data offers a unique op-

portunity to investigate baryon rich QCD matter in pre-
viously uncharted ways, employing rare and novel probes.

Significant progress has also been made in modeling
moderate to intermediate energy collisions with various
approaches emerging. Transport models [24–29] provide
a microscopic, non-equilibrium description of the colli-
sions, while hybrid models [30] incorporate a hydrody-
namic description for the hot, dense, intermediate phase
that depends on the unknown high density and tempera-
ture equation of state (EoS). Extensive efforts have also
been made to implement realistic density and momentum
dependent EoSs within transport descriptions [31–35].

Despite the substantial advancements in realistic de-
scriptions of heavy-ion collisions, these models suffer from
their high computational expense. Even the fastest sim-

ulation models run orders of magnitude slower than the
rate of experimental data collection. This computational
bottleneck limits our ability to perform modern model-
data analysis and fully capitalize on the data to be pro-
duced by these next-generation experiments.

Extracting fundamental properties of the system such
as the EoS or the location of a possible critical point
in the phase diagram from the experimental data would
require comparisons to model calculations for multiple
observables such as collective flow, fluctuations and cor-
relations. For multi-parameter fits or Bayesian analy-
sis, fast emulators are developed using machine learning
techniques to quickly map model parameters to relevant
observables [35–41]. The main shortcoming of these ap-
proaches is that a new emulator needs to be trained for
every new observable included in the inference. This
would quickly become unfeasible when a large number
of observables such as multi differential flow and n-body
correlation spectra are to be included in the analysis.

In addition to model simulations, experiments also
rely heavily on expensive detector simulations for physics
analyses, detector calibration, efficiency correction, un-
certainty estimation, etc. Frameworks like GEANT4 [42]
which are often used to model various experimental ef-
fects, can be substantially slower than experimental data
rates, limiting their applicability in real-time analyses,
online event selection and event characterization. As a
result, the computational demands of detector simula-
tions present an additional bottleneck, which poses a sig-
nificant challenge to fully exploiting experimental data.

Deep Learning (DL) methods have emerged as a novel
approach for fast and accurate analysis of experimental
data in high energy heavy-ion collisions (HIC) [43–55].
However, these models are often designed only for a spe-
cific task (e.g., predicting the flow coefficients) within a
given experiment, limiting their flexibility as a versatile
AI tool. A more general approach can be considered
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using deep generative models. As a class of machine
learning algorithms capable of learning the underlying
distribution of the training data, generative models can
produce new data samples, offering a flexible alternative
to DL models that perform only a specific task.

A recent work [56] concurrent to ours, applied gen-
erative models to generate pT - ϕ spectra (as 64 × 64
pixel image) of charged particles produced in collisions.
Similarly, in [57], it was shown that a simulation chain
with an event generator and detector simulation of the
sPHENIX [58] experiment can be replaced using a gen-
erative model that generates the final calorimeter re-
sponse. In [59], a deep learning model was trained to
predict the final energy density and flow velocity profiles
in relativistic hydrodynamic simulations. Although these
methods are promising, they are currently limited to pro-
ducing partial information in the form of histograms of
the event, lacking the capability to generate complete
event-level data, i.e., a complete list of all hadrons emit-
ted from a given event, including information on their
4-momenta and hadron type. Generative models that
generate complete event-level data will be able to emu-
late an entire simulation chain for an experiment with
remarkable speed, offering pathways to build a robust
and adaptable AI analysis framework for both heavy-ion
collision experiments and theory.

In this work, we introduce, for the first time, an event-
by-event generative model for heavy-ion collisions, which
generates collision events as lists of particle vectors,
named HEIDi: Heavy-ion Events through Intelligent
Diffusion. With its strong ability to generate complete
event information in a flexible representation, this model
lays the groundwork for a future foundation model for
HIC. Foundation models are general-purpose DL models
that can be easily adapted for different tasks without re-
quiring extensive retraining. Furthermore, the model’s
adaptability extends beyond HIC, offering potential ap-
plications in accelerating cascade simulations of cosmic
ray showers or detector simulations in particle and as-
troparticle physics.

In HEIDi, we employ a conditional diffusion probabilis-
tic model based on [60], to generate a point cloud of final
state particles in a collision event. Diffusion probabilistic
models are generative models that are inspired by non-
equilibrium thermodynamics. It comprises a forward dif-
fusion process and a reverse anti-diffusion process. Dur-
ing the forward diffusion process, the point cloud of fi-
nal state particles evolves stochastically over several time
steps until it becomes indistinguishable from pure noise,
akin to a non-equilibrium system in contact with a heat
bath. The generation process is then achieved by learn-
ing to reverse this diffusion process. Starting from ran-
dom samples from a simple well-defined distribution, the
model iteratively predicts the noise added in the previous
step and then denoise it, ultimately transforming it into
a clean, structured point cloud. For a detailed discussion

on diffusion models, see [61–63]

The present work realizes a point cloud diffusion model
for heavy-ion collisions by implementing a deep genera-
tive emulator of the microscopic UrQMD cascade model
[24, 25]. UrQMD is widely used in the description of
nucleus-nucleus, hadron-nucleus and hadron-hadron col-
lisions over a wide range of energies. It is based on the
covariant propagation of hadrons and provides an effec-
tive solution of the relativistic Boltzmann equation, with
n-body correlations.

In this work, as proof of concept, the model was
trained to generate Au - Au collision events at 10
AGeV using 18,000 UrQMD events, each with im-
pact parameter b=1 fm. Each event output generated
by UrQMD is represented as a point cloud X(0) =

{x(0)
i }1084i=1 where each point is a particle described by

its momentum vector and particle information (ID) i.e.,

x
(0)
i = {p(0)

i , ID
(0)
i }, where p

(0)
i = (p

(0)
xi , p

(0)
yi , p

(0)
zi ).

The number of points in an event is fixed to be 1084, a
number larger than the highest multiplicity event in the
training data and events with fewer particles are padded
with zeros. The superscript indicates the time step in
the diffusion process. The particle IDs are one-hot en-
coded and the diffusion model is trained to generate 26
distinct types of hadrons that make up more than 99%
of particles produced at this energy.

To capture the various correlations present in the train-
ing data, the diffusion model takes a latent vector Z as
an additional input. This latent vector is generated by
a normalizing flow [64] based model, which is trained
end-to-end with the diffusion model, facilitating the gen-
eration of diverse point clouds with realistic distributions
and correlations.

The forward diffusion process is realized through a
Markov chain that progressively adds noise to each point
in the point clouds over several time steps until the data is
transformed into complete noise. The conditional prob-

ability distribution q(x
(1:T )
i |x(0)

i ) for a sequence of states

x
(1:T )
i = {x(1)

i ,x
(2)
i , ...,x

(T )
i } generated through the diffu-

sion steps starting from the initial point x
(0)
i in the point

cloud, is modeled as the product of probabilities of all
consecutive diffusion steps:

q(x
(1:T )
i |x(0)

i ) =

T∏
t=1

q(x
(t)
i |x(t−1)

i ), (1)

where q(x
(t)
i |x(t−1)

i ) = N
(
x
(t)
i

∣∣√1− βtx
(t−1)
i , βtI

)
is the

diffusion kernel which introduces noise to the point in the
previous timestep, and is modeled as a Gaussian with a

mean of
√
1− βtx

(t−1)
i and variance of βtI. Here βt is a

hyperparameter controlling the amount of noise added at
each timestep and I is the identity matrix with dimen-
sions matching the particle vector xi.

The process of generating point clouds involves a re-
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Figure 1. (Color online) Visualization of the generation pro-
cess in HEIDi. Starting from random initial values for the
momentum and ID at timestep t =300, the reverse diffusion
process progressively denoises the samples, ultimately produc-
ing realistic particles at t=0. The absolute deviation for the
px-pz probability densities of HEIDi from those of a random
Gaussian probability density for various timesteps are shown.
Note that HEIDi generates particles, not distributions. The
distributions presented are constructed from the particles in
2000 HEIDi events.

verse Markov chain, which takes as input the latent vec-
tor z generated by the normalizing flow model, along with

random samples from a simple noise distribution q̃(x
(T )
i )

which approximates q(x
(T )
i ). The Markov chain then se-

quentially denoise the random samples to generate states

x
(T−1)
i ,x

(T−2)
i ,..., x

(0)
i , ultimately recovering the original

point cloud x
(0)
i . The probability q̃θ(x

(0:T )
i |z) for a se-

quence of states x
(0:T )
i = {x(0)

i ,x
(1)
i , ...,x

(T )
i }, given a

latent vector z, is then given by the product of the prob-
abilities of all consecutive reverse diffusion steps and the

initial noise distribution q̃(x
(T )
i ):

q̃θ(x
(0:T )
i |z) = q̃(x

(T )
i )

T∏
t=1

q̃θ(x
(t−1)
i |x(t)

i , z). (2)

The reverse diffusion kernel q̃θ(x
(t−1)
i |x(t)

i , z) is param-
eterized by a neural network with parameters θ. This
network is trained to learn the noise added in the previ-
ous timestep and to remove it at each step in the reverse
diffusion process. The reverse diffusion kernel is thus also
modeled as a Gaussian distribution given by

q̃θ(x
(t−1)
i |x(t)

i , z) = N (x
(t−1)
i |µθ(x

(t)
i , t, z), βtI), (3)

where µθ is the de-noised mean as predicted by the net-

work based on the current state x
(t)
i , the time step t,

and the latent vector z. This event generation process in
HEIDi is illustrated in figure 1.
After training, 50,000 events were generated using

both UrQMD and HEIDi to evaluate the performance
of the generative model. These tests aim to quantify the
model’s ability in capturing the underlying physics of the
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Figure 2. (Color online) Main figure: Mean event-multiplicity
of various hadrons for Au-Au collisions at 10 AGeV with b=1
fm. The results from the diffusion model are shown as orange
bars, while the blue bars correspond to multiplicities from the
UrQMD cascade model. The HEIDi model can also generate
p̄, n̄, Λ̄, Σ̄−, Σ̄0, Σ̄+, Ξ̄0, Ξ̄+, Ω̄+and Ω− in an event. However,
these hadrons have been excluded from the plot due to their
very small multiplicities (<1/event). The particles marked 0
are the fake particles used to maintain a constant multiplicity
to the event while n’ and p’ are spectator neutrons and pro-
tons respectively. Inset: Multiplicity distributions of selected
hadrons at mid rapidity (|y| < 0.1). The results from the dif-
fusion model are shown as solid lines, while the dashed lines
correspond to multiplicities from the UrQMD cascade model.

HIC events and produce realistic point clouds that are
consistent with the features of UrQMD generated events.
HEIDi generates a list of particle vectors with 26 dif-

ferent hadrons species, representing the complete output
of a collision event. The mean multiplicites of various
hadrons from events generated by HEIDi are compared
to those from UrQMD in figure 2. Evidently, the model
accurately learns the differences between the multiplici-
ties of various hadron types in the training data.
The multiplicity distributions of the selected hadrons

at mid-rapidity are shown in figure 2 (inset). Although
HEIDi generates events with 26 distinct hadron types,
for clarity and conciseness, in figure 2 (inset) and in sub-
sequent plots, we show the results only for protons (p),
charged pions (π−, π+) , Kaons (K+) and Lambdas (Λ0),
which represent the most abundant hadrons in the sys-
tem. It shows that the model, besides learning to re-
produce mean multiplicities, can also effectively capture
the probability distributions of multiplicities for various
hadron species produced in an event. From less abundant
particles, such as Ξ or Σ, with multiplicities of ≈1-3 per
event, to the most abundant particles, like protons and
pions, HEIDi accurately reproduces the UrQMD multi-
plicity distributions.
Figure 3 compares the rapidity distributions of the se-
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Figure 3. (Color online) Rapidity distributions of selected
hadrons for Au-Au collisions at 10 AGeV with b=1 fm. The
solid lines show the diffusion model results while the dotted
lines denote UrQMD results.

lected hadrons in the generated events with the corre-
sponding distributions from UrQMD. The rapidity dis-
tributions of particles generated from HEIDi are in good
agreement with those simulated from the UrQMD for all
hadron types. For high multiplicity particles like nucle-
ons and pions, a small deviation appears around rapidi-
ties close to 0, where the generative model slightly over-
estimates the number of particles. This deviation is pri-
marily due to a slight excess of the very low-momentum
particles in the data generated by the diffusion model.

This effect is also noticeable in the transverse momen-
tum (pT ) distributions at mid-rapidity (|y| < 0.1), as
shown in Figure 4. The particles generated by the gener-
ative model closely reproduces the pT distribution across
most momentum ranges, but at lower pT values, pT <
400 MeV, HEIDi generates an excess of low-momentum
particles over the UrQMD model. However, this large
deviation at small pT values results only in a small dif-
ference to the total yield. This discrepancy suggests that
the model does not fully capture the correlations in the
very low-momentum region of phase space. While this
issue could be mitigated using a more diverse training
dataset, such as minimum-bias data, it is of less concern
for experimental applications. Detectors typically have
limited acceptance and efficiency for low-momentum par-
ticles. Hence, a low momentum cutoff is usually applied
to the simulation data for analyses.

Overall, the present model does an impressive job in
learning the probability distributions of various hadrons
spanning four orders of magnitude, from abundant lower
momentum particles to the exponentially less likely high
momentum particles. To achieve this level of accuracy
with a limited training dataset in point-cloud format is
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Figure 4. (Color online) Transverse momentum distributions
of selected hadrons at mid rapidity (|y| < 0.1) for Au-Au
collisions at 10 AGeV with b=1 fm. The results of gener-
ative model are shown in solid lines while the dotted lines
denote UrQMD results. The generative model successfully
reproduces the UrQMD pT spectra across most momentum
ranges, with the exception of the deviation at very low pT
values.

not trivial.

Besides single particle specific quantities like momenta
and multiplicities of various hadrons, it is also impor-
tant to check how well global, event-by-event quantities
like total energy (E), total baryon number (B) and total
charge (Q), as well as dynamic correlations like collective
flow are learned by the generative model. These results
are presented in figure 5, where the distributions of the
E, B and Q values of all generated hadrons at mid ra-
pidity per event are compared to those obtained from
UrQMD calculations. Notably, such global features are
also well captured by the diffusion model. The AI gen-
erated events and UrQMD generated events have very
similar distributions for E, B and Q. Furthermore, the
generative model also accurately reproduces the vanish-
ing elliptic flow for protons and pions, consistent with
the UrQMD results at mid-rapidity for central, b=1 fm
collisions at 10 AGeV.

While accurately capturing the physics and correla-
tions observed in UrQMD is essential, a primary motiva-
tion for implementing deep learning models is its signifi-
cant speedup, particularly when the model is deployed on
GPUs. On a Nvidia A100 GPU with 40 GB of memory,
the model generates an event in about 30 milliseconds
while the UrQMD model takes about 3 seconds to gen-
erate a single event. This represents a speedup of two
orders of magnitude. It is important to note that here,
UrQMD in cascade mode, the fastest version, was used
for demonstration. The inclusion of potential interac-
tions in UrQMD will increase the computational time to
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tributions are shown in blue.

one minute, and the hybrid version of UrQMD, which
includes an intermediate hydrodynamic stage, can take
up to one hour per event at SIS-100 energies. When
trained on such data, the deep learning model will de-
liver a speedup of at least five orders of magnitude.

The capability of HEIDi to not only distinguish a wide
range of hadron species, but also to learn well their multi-
plicity and momentum distributions, while correctly cap-
turing various global features of the event, marks a sig-
nificant advancement in generative modeling of heavy-ion
collisions. This model can be extended to include various
centralities, beam energies, EoSs, and collision systems,
by expanding the latent condition vector, which will
make it an even more comprehensive generative model.
Such an ultra-fast point-cloud diffusion model for heavy-
ion collisions could eliminate the need for training specific
surrogate models to predict individual observables, as the
model is capable of generating events at high speed and
directly calculating any observable. This will make it
an indispensable tool for comprehensive Bayesian analy-
sis. Furthermore, a deep generative model can serve as a
differentiable version of the physics model which can be
directly used to solve the inverse problem of inferring the
model parameters which describe various physics or to
perform comprehensive global fits directly on raw, par-
ticle level experimental data. This approach eliminates
the need to train deep learning models for specific tasks
or inputs and improves interpretability, as the result can
then be directly verified on the original model.

The point cloud structure of electronically collected
data in sensors also offers exciting potential for point
cloud diffusion models in biomedical imaging and di-
agnostics, natural hazard early warning systems, au-
tonomous navigation, robotics etc. In high-energy
physics, the presented model is flexible to be adapted
for any event-by-event model calculations, experimental
simulations, or a combination of both. It is more precise

and avoids the loss of information typically associated
with histograms or image-based representations. Due to
the compact representation of point clouds, these models
can also be more resource-efficient as compared to gen-
erating images or voxel grids. Both the theoretical and
experimental communities can rely on point cloud diffu-
sion models to quickly generate large numbers of events
for initial-level analysis, the results of which can later be
verified using actual physics models. All these features,
flexibility and capabilities of the point cloud diffusion
framework, make HEIDi promising as the first founda-
tion model for heavy-ion collisions capable of performing
diverse tasks from physics analyses to detector calibra-
tion and uncertainty estimation.
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