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We present a novel deep generative framework that uses probabilistic diffusion models for ultra
fast, event-by-event simulations of heavy-ion collision output. This new framework is trained on
UrQMD cascade data to generate a full collision event output containing 26 distinct hadron species.
The output is represented as a point cloud, where each point is defined by a particle’s momentum
vector and its corresponding species information (ID). Our architecture integrates a normalizing
flow-based condition generator that encodes global event features into a latent vector, and a diffusion
model that synthesizes a point cloud of particles based on this condition. A detailed description
of the model and an in-depth analysis of its performance is provided. The conditional point cloud
diffusion model learns to generate realistic output particles of collision events which successfully
reproduce the UrQMD distributions for multiplicity, momentum and rapidity of each hadron type.
The flexible point cloud representation of the event output preserves full event-level granularity,
enabling direct application to inverse problems and parameter estimation tasks while also making
it easily adaptable for accelerating any event-by-event model calculation or detector simulation.

I. INTRODUCTION

The study of strongly interacting matter under var-
ious thermodynamic conditions, governed by quantum
chromodynamics (QCD), lies at the heart of relativistic
heavy-ion collision experiments worldwide [1, 2]. The
temperature and density reached in these collisions are
varied by tuning the collision energy to explore the
largely conjectured QCD phase diagram. While very
high collision energies (

√
sNN ⪆ 200 GeV) are expected

to produce systems with vanishing net-baryon densities,
high density QCD matter (⪆ 2 times nuclear saturation
density n0) can be explored at intermediate collision en-
ergies (

√
sNN ≈ 2-10 GeV). At high baryon densities, the

phase structure of QCD is speculated to contain several
interesting structures such as a potential first order-phase
transition from hadron to parton matter and a critical
end point.

Lattice QCD calculations [3–8] have shown that, at
vanishing net-baryon densities, hadronic matter trans-
forms to a deconfined quark-gluon phase via a smooth
crossover. However, lattice QCD calculations at finite
baryon densities remain intractable due to the fermionic
sign problem, necessitating reliance on effective models of
QCD and advanced computational tools that are closely
connected to the experiments to explore high baryon den-
sity QCD matter.

The experimental programmes of STAR-FXT and
STAR-BES at RHIC, CBM at SIS-100, HADES at SIS-
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18, CEE at HIAF and MPD at NICA are dedicated to
studying intermediate energy nuclear collisions [9–16].
With unprecedented event rates and measurement pre-
cision, these experiments provide a unique opportunity
to investigate the mostly unknown, high density region
of QCD phase diagram using rare observables and novel
methods. The experimental efforts are complemented by
various approaches for a reliable theoretical description
of relativistic, moderate energy heavy-ion collisions.

A well motivated, microscopic, and non-equilibrium
description of heavy ion collisions at these intermediate-
energies is provided by well tested transport models [17–
20]. An alternative strategy is to adopt a hybrid frame-
work, in which the hot and dense hadron matter phase
is evolved via hydrodynamics while the initial and final
stages, including event-by-event fluctuations, are treated
through transport theory [21]. A key advantage of such
a hybrid description is the explicit inclusion of various,
unknown types of QCD transitions or critical endpoints
through different Equations of State (EoS) modeled to
drive the hydrodynamic evolution. However, important
non-equilibrium phenomena such as the influence of the
EoS in the initial compression phase are neglected in
such an approach. Recently, it was shown that a self-
consistent transport description of the entire evolution
with any assumed EoS can be achieved by incorporating
a density dependent potential within the QMD part of
ultra-relativistic quantum molecule dynamics (UrQMD)
[22, 23]. Building on this concept, both momentum and
particle dependence for the EoS can also be realized
within the UrQMD model as demonstrated in [24]. Sim-
ilar developments are also attempted in other transport
model approaches [25–27].
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The experimental determination of the EoS remains
extremely challenging. Several observables [1, 28–33]
have been conjectured to be sensitive to the EoS of
the hot, dense matter created in heavy-ion collisions.
However, an unambiguous determination of the EoS has
not been presented yet. A systematic comparison of
extensive model calculations with needed experimental
data for multiple observables is necessary to infer the
EoS which provides the best description for experimen-
tal data. Such analyses are typically conducted using a
computationally intensive Bayesian inference procedure.
However, current models for event-by-event simulations
are not efficient enough to calculate different observables
with sufficient statistical significance for several thou-
sands of different parameter sets which are necessary to
construct a reliable Bayesian posterior. As a result, cur-
rent Bayesian inference methods rely on machine learn-
ing based surrogate models which serve as fast emula-
tors, mapping the model parameters to various observ-
ables [25, 34–40]. This strategy is effective for a small
number of computationally inexpensive observables such
as integrated flow coefficients. However, the number of
simulations necessary to generate sufficient training data
quickly makes this approach infeasible if the analysis were
to include a large number of observables requiring large
number of events to compute, e.g. higher order fluctua-
tions or multi-differential flow of various hadronic species.
Hence, further advancements in both the computational
efficiency of simulation models and in the development of
surrogate models are crucial for accurate extraction the
EoS from intermediate-energy heavy-ion collision data.

The present work therefore primarily addresses the is-
sue with a Deep Learning (DL) based solution for accel-
erating the event-by-event simulation of heavy-ion colli-
sions. Deep Learning techniques have been widely used
for various physics studies of relativistic heavy-ion col-
lisions [41–56]. Recently, generative modeling, an unsu-
pervised deep learning technique that learns to gener-
ate realistic synthetic samples based on patterns learned
from the training data, has gained considerable attention
[57, 58]. Generative models have served successfully in
several tasks like natural language processing and image
synthesis.

Currently, generative methods are also being explored
in heavy-ion physics to generate various final state spec-
tra [59, 60] and the calorimeter response in experiment
[61]. While these methods are useful in specific scenarios,
our goal is to develop a model that generates a complete,
event-by-event collision output. Such a framework can be
used for rapid computation of any observable as predicted
by a given theoretical model, thus eliminating the need
to train separate surrogate models for each observable.
This advantage is particularly valuable in comprehen-
sive Bayesian analyses, where numerous, computation-
ally intensive observables (e.g., higher-order fluctuations
or multi-differential flow) must often be considered for
constraining the EoS. Moreover, such a generative frame-
work can enable real-time model-data comparisons dur-

ing experiments, and can be combined with optimization
techniques such as gradient descent to identify model in-
puts which best describe the data,offering fast and robust
alternatives for exploiting large amounts of experimental
data and extracting various properties of the system.

This work lays the groundwork for an ultra fast AI-
driven event-by event simulation model for relativistic
heavy-ion collisions. As a first step, we illustrate how
this goal can be achieved using training data simulated
from the UrQMD cascade model for a fixed beam energy
and centrality. Complementing the main results of our
method presented in [62], a detailed account of the model
structure, its implementation and a comprehensive anal-
ysis of its performance is presented here.

II. THE URQMD MODEL AND POINT CLOUD
REPRESENTATION

UrQMD provides a well established non-equilibrium
transport description of relativistic heavy-ion collisions
over a wide range of collision energies, from SIS to RHIC
and LHC. Within UrQMD, hadrons are propagated ac-
cording to Hamilton’s equations of motion and interact
via stochastic binary scatterings, color string formation
and resonance excitation and decays. The default setup
of UrQMD is a hadronic cascade model which has the
effective EoS of a Hadron Resonance Gas (HRG) [63].
There is an option to turn on nuclear potentials and
an intermediate hydrodynamic stage to include arbitrary
EoSs in the evolution of the system. However, for the
present demonstrative study, we restrict ourselves to the
cascade mode of UrQMD.

In UrQMD, both projectile and target nuclei are
boosted towards each other with impact parameter b
less than the sum of the projectile and target radii i.e.,
b < Rp + Rt. The initial positions of nucleons in each
nucleus follows a Woods-Saxon radial distribution. The
nucleons are assigned random Fermi momenta. A geo-
metric interpretation of the cross section is employed to
describe the interactions of hadrons traveling in straight
trajectories. The UrQMD cascade describes successfully
the final state hadron spectra over a wide range of ener-
gies and the projectile and target masses.

The UrQMD cascade propagates all the nucleons and
produces hadrons until all elastic and inelastic interac-
tions cease. Then it outputs the complete list of all final
state particles including their momentum information.
An event output from UrQMD can therefore be consid-
ered as a point cloud in phase space of final state par-
ticles. A point cloud is a collection of points in some
feature space with no specific order. Hence, an Artificial
Intelligence (AI) model that aims to generate ”UrQMD-
like” events must deliver precise and complete, particle-
by-particle information in such point cloud format rather
than aggregate information in the form of histograms or
spectra.
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III. HEIDI: HEAVY-ION EVENTS THROUGH
INTELLIGENT DIFFUSION

Generative modeling of point clouds is an active area
of research in AI, motivated by their extensive use in
fields where data naturally takes the form of unordered
point sets. Electronically collected data often have an
inherent point cloud structure. Point clouds are the nat-
ural form for representing LIDAR data, which are used
widely in 3D terrain mapping and autonomous driving,
for 3D medical scans in medical imaging and for process-
ing any sensor-based data in general. Generative models
for point clouds find applications in point cloud com-
pletion, synthesis, de-noising, and segmentation, altering
drastically how electronic data is processed across various
research fields.

From generative adversarial networks to autoregressive
point cloud generation and flow based models, different
approaches for generating point clouds have been pro-
posed [64–67]. In this work, we present a probabilistic,
conditional diffusion model based on [68], to generate
point clouds representing the collision event output, here-
after referred to as HEIDi: Heavy-ion Events through
Intelligent Diffusion.

HEIDi is trained here by using 18000 Au-Au collision
events at Elab= 10 AGeV with fixed impact parameter
b=1 fm. In order to fix the input dimensions of the
training data, each event is represented as a point cloud
X = {xi}1084i=1 containing 1084 particles (points) where
1084 is a number larger than the maximum event mul-
tiplicity of the training dataset. Events with multiplic-
ity less than 1084 are filled up with zeros, which denote
fake particles that maintain consistent input dimensions.
Each particle xi in the point cloud has 32 attributes, of
which 3 attributes represent the three components of the
momentum vector pxi

, pyi
and pzi while the remaining 29

attributes denote the one-hot encoded particle informa-
tion (IDi):

xi = {pi, IDi}, pi = (pxi
, pyi

, pzi). (1)

The one-hot encoding IDi creates a 29 di-
mensional vector denoting unique IDs for
the following 26 different hadron types:
p̄, n̄,K−, K̄0, Λ̄0, Σ̄−, Σ̄0, Σ̄+, Ξ̄0, Ξ̄+, Ω̄, n, p, π−, π0, π+,
η0,K0,K+,Λ0,Σ−,Σ0,Σ+,Ξ−,Ξ0,Ω− as well as IDs
for spectator1 neutrons n′, spectator protons p′ and
the fake particles 0. In this way we create a point
cloud of complete collision event output represented as
a 1084× 32 array for each event.
The structure of HEIDi is illustrated in figure 1.

HEIDi comprises 2 major components: a) PointNet-
based [69] encoder, with a normalizing flow-based [70]

1 Nucleons which did not undergo any elastic or inelastic interac-
tion are defined as spectator nucleons.

decoder, for generating the condition vector z that en-
coder various global event features and correlations, b) a
diffusion model [71] that takes the vector z as condition
to generate a point cloud of collision output.

Our first objective is to generate a condition z that in-
forms the diffusion model of various correlations or fea-
tures that should be present in the generated data. For
this, we need a way to map various correlations in an
event in the training data into a latent variable z and
also learn the probability distribution of this latent vari-
able. After training, by sampling from this probability
distribution, we can then generate the condition z. This
is achieved by the use of a PointNet-based encoder and
a normalizing flow-based decoder.

A. PointNet-based encoder

PointNet is a network designed to learn efficiently from
point cloud data, while respecting its permutation invari-
ance. Applications of PointNet-based models in heavy-
ion collisions have already been explored in several works
[42–44, 72, 73]. PointNet constructs order invariant fea-
tures of a point cloud, by extracting features of each point
separately and converting them into a global feature of
the entire point cloud, by using a symmetric mathemat-
ical function such as sum or average of all the point-wise
features:

Y = f(X) = g(h(x1), h(x2)...h(x1084)). (2)

Here, Y is an order invariant feature of the point cloud,
h is the point-wise feature extraction operation usually
modeled as a neural network, using 1-D convolution oper-
ations or a multi layered perceptron with shared weights.
g is the symmetric operation applied on the extracted
point-wise features.

For every UrQMD event in the training dataset,
our PointNet-based encoder predicts two global feature
vectors of dimensions 1 × 128 each, which represent
the mean µ and the standard deviation σ of a 128-
dimensional Gaussian distribution. Random samples
generated from this Gaussian N (µ, σ) has to be used as
the condition vector for the diffusion model to optimize
the encoder parameters and learn the correct encoding.
To achieve this, the gradients of loss/objective function L
(a mathematical function which quantifies the difference
between the expected and actual outputs ) with respect
to model parameters need to be computed. Since random
sampling is non-deterministic and non-differentiable, the
well-known reparameterization trick [74] is used to ensure
the flow of gradients through the network. Here, the ran-
dom sampling process is isolated into a fixed distribution,
typically a standard normal distribution N (0, I) (mean=
zero vector, covariance = identity matrix I) and the la-
tent encoding is parameterized as the variable z given
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Figure 1. (Color online) HEIDi : network structure. The red and green arrows show the flow of information during training
and generation, respectively. Only the parts shaded in gray are used during the generation process. A collision event output
is represented by a point cloud containing 1084 points where each point is a final state particle. σ and µ represent the mean
and standard deviation, respectively, of a 128 dimensional Gaussian distribution used to construct the latent condition vector
z. The generation process starts with random samples from the standard normal distribution N (0, I) (mean= zero vector,
covariance = identity matrix I), which is processed by the normalizing flow-based decoder and the diffusion model to generate
the final state event output point cloud. The labels ’1× 128’ and ’1084× 32’ refer to the dimensionality of the standard normal
distribution from which the random samples are drawn.

by:

z = µ+ σ · ϵ, where ϵ ∼ N (0, I). (3)

The encoder neural network with parameters ϕ esti-
mates the approximate probability distribution q̃ϕ(z|X)
for condition z given the point cloud X of UrQMD colli-
sion output as a Gaussian with mean µϕ and covariance
Σϕ predicted by the network:

i.e., q̃ϕ(z|X) = N (z|µϕ(X),Σϕ(X)) . (4)

B. Normalizing flow based decoder

To complete the pipeline which involves generating the
conditional vector z, we still need to know the probability
density p(z). We use a normalizing flow-based model to
facilitate the sampling of z from p(z). Instead of directly
learning the potentially complex, high dimensional p(z)
distribution, the normalizing flow model with parameters
α learns bijective transformations Bα(z) which convert
samples from p(z) as generated by the PointNet based
encoder, into samples w following a simple, well known

distribution, such as the standard normal distribution
N (0, I). Thus, after training, we can invert the process to
sample from the prior normal distribution and transform
it via B−1

α (w) into samples from p(z). For more details on
normalizing flow models, see [75]. The bijective nature
of the transformations modeled by this neural network
would allow us to invert the transformations and extract
the exact probability for z as

p(z) = p(w) ·
∣∣∣∣det ∂B−1

α

∂w

∣∣∣∣−1

, (5)

where w = Bα(z) and det
∂B−1

α

∂w is the Jacobian determi-

nant of B−1
α .

C. Point cloud diffusion

The final step is to generate a point cloud of collision
output based on the condition z. For this, we employ
a probabilistic diffusion model. For different implemen-
tations and applications of diffusion models, see [76–79].
The learning process in a diffusion model comprises a
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forward diffusion step and a reverse anti-diffusion step.

In the forward diffusion step, a controlled Gaussian
noise is gradually added to the UrQMD data over sev-
eral time steps until the point cloud is transformed into
pure noise. The original UrQMD generated point cloud
X = X0 = {x0

i }1084i=1 is considered as the initial, undis-
turbed state of the point cloud at time step t = 0. At
each subsequent time step, a Gaussian noise is added
to the previous state of each point in the point cloud
to obtain the current state of the point. This results
in states x0

i , x1
i , x2

i ,... xT
i where T is the final time

step. By gradually increasing the noise level in the points
through the forward process, the final state of the point
cloud XT = {xT

i }1084i=1 eventually resembles samples from
a standard normal distribution.

Given the state of a point xt−1
i at time step t− 1, the

probability distribution q(xt
i|x

t−1
i ) for the next state xt

i,
after addition of noise at time step t, is described by a
Gaussian kernel:

q(xt
i|xt−1

i ) = N
(
xt
i

∣∣√1− βtx
t−1
i , βtI

)
(6)

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 time step and I is the identity matrix with
dimensions matching the particle vector xi.

The reverse anti-diffusion process is the inverse of the
forward process which transforms Gaussian noise sam-
ples to the final point cloud. Unlike the forward diffu-
sion process, the reverse process requires training a neu-
ral network to identify and remove the noise added to
the state in each, corresponding forward step. Starting
with a sample from the standard normal noise distribu-
tion q̃(xT

i )=N (0, I), which approximates q(xT
i ), a neural

network sequentially predicts the de-noised state in the
previous time step, finally recovering the original point
x0
i in the point cloud.

Given the state xt
i and the condition vector z, the

probability for the previous state xt−1
i is also given by

a Gaussian kernel:

q̃θ(x
t−1
i |xt

i, z) = N (xt−1
i |µθ(x

t
i, t, z), βtI), (7)

where µθ is the de-noised mean as predicted by a neural
network with parameters θ, based on the current state xt

i,
the time step t, and the latent vector z.

D. Training and Generation

The PointNet-based encoder, the normalizing flow-
based decoder and the probabilistic diffusion model are
trained together to minimize the objective function given
by:

L = Eq

[ T∑
t=2

N∑
i=1

DKL

(
q(xt−1

i |xt
i,x

0
i )
∥∥∥q̃θ(xt−1

i |xt
i, z)

)
−

N∑
i=1

log q̃θ

(
x0
i |x1

i , z
)
+DKL

(
q̃ϕ(z|X0)

∥∥∥p(z))].
(8)

Here, Eq stands for the expectation value with respect
to the distribution of q and DKL stands for the Kullback-
Leibler divergence, which quantifies the difference be-
tween the two distributions.
The first term measures the KL divergence between

the true posterior for state q(xt−1
i ), given previous state

xt
i, and the undisturbed UrQMD data x0

i and the poste-
rior approximated by the diffusion model q̃θ(x

t−1
i ), given

the state xt
i and condition vector z. As discussed in [71],

the true posterior for a point can be computed to be a
Gaussian whose mean and variance depends only on the
undisturbed state x0

i , current state xt
i and the hyperpa-

rameter βt that controls the noise added in each step.
Equation 7 gives the approximate posterior

q̃θ(x
t−1
i |xt

i, z). The summation iterates over all
time steps, from t = 2 to T , and across all points, i = 1
to N , computing the KL divergence for the entire point
cloud across all time steps.
The second term calculates the negative log-likelihood

of the original UrQMD point cloud, given the noisy point
cloud at time step t = 1 and the condition vector z, which
is given also by equation 7.
The last term in the objective function calculates the

KL divergence between the posterior for condition z,
given the UrQMD event X0 and is given by equation
4. Finally, the probability distribution of z is given by
equation 5.
For more details on the loss function and the train-

ing algorithm, we refer to the original implementation of
probabilistic diffusion model [71] and point cloud diffu-
sion model [68].
After successful training, only the normalizing flow-

based decoder and the diffusion models are necessary for
generation of point clouds. This part of the network is
highlighted with gray background in figure 1. The Point-
Net encoder is necessary only when training the model.

IV. RESULTS

HEIDi is trained to minimize the objective function de-
fined in equation 8. After training, the model is evaluated
for its capability to generate ”realistic collision events”
as described by UrQMD. To assess this, various distri-
butions of distinct particle species from 50000 HEIDi -
generated events are compared with 50000 UrQMD-
generated events.
HEIDi generates a list of 1084 particle vectors per

event, where each vector comprises of the 3 dimensional
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momentum vector and the unique ID which identifies the
respective hadron species. Removing all the fake particles
(ID= 0) in a generated event gives the final state output
particles in that event. Although HEIDi generates parti-
cles from all 26 different hadron types, for these compar-
isons we focus on the 16 most abundant hadron species.
The remaining 10 hadron types have a too low event mul-
tiplicities (i.e., mean multiplicities ⪅ 10−2/event).

A comparison of the px, py and pz distributions for
various particle types generated by HEIDi and UrQMD
are shown in figures 2 and 3. Evidently, the momentum
distributions of various hadron types for particles gen-
erated by HEIDi are in excellent agreement with those
by UrQMD simulations. Despite slightly underestimat-
ing very small values of px and py, of spectator nucle-
ons, HEIDi has successfully learned the pz distributions
of spectators, which differ drastically from the distribu-
tions of participant nucleons and from all other hadron
species.

Apparently, HEIDi performs well in learning the in-
dividual components of the momenta of various hadron
species. It is interesting to see how well the joint proba-
bilities of the momentum components are learned. Fig-
ure 4 shows the the transverse momentum distributions
of various hadrons. HEIDi learns accurately all pT dis-
tributions for different hadrons. With only a moderate
training dataset, HEIDi efficiently captures the complex
joint probability distributions, across six orders in mag-
nitude for all hadron species.

In addition to the learning of various features of indi-
vidual particles generated in each event, it is very impor-
tant that HEIDi captures various global properties of the
events such as the specific mean transverse momenta ⟨pT ⟩
and the average multiplicities of each hadron species sep-
arately in each and every event. The ⟨pT ⟩ distributions
of various hadrons are presented in figure 5.

A good agreement between the ⟨pT ⟩ distributions of
HEIDi events and UrQMD events for all different hadron
species can be noted. For certain particle species and
at very high ⟨pT ⟩, where the training data samples are
rather limited, HEIDi learns the distribution so well that
only moderate deviations from UrQMD distributions are
observed.

Figure 6 presents the multiplicity distributions of dif-
ferent hadron species. HEIDi distinguishes the differ-
ences in the multiplicities of various hadron types in
each event, accurately learning the relative probabilities.
HEIDi also recognizes the large difference in the multi-
plicity distributions for spectators and participants, thus
modeling well, the event-by-event fluctuations of the re-
spective interaction volumes. For certain hadron types,
HEIDi slightly overestimates the probability for very
high and very low multiplicities. The discrepancy pri-
marily probably arises from the too small training dataset
which do not contain sufficiently many events from the
tails of the distributions. Increasing the size of the train-
ing dataset can provide sufficient samples for the model
to accurately capture these tails of the distributions.

The rapidity distributions of various hadrons generated
by HEIDi are compared with those from UrQMD sim-
ulations in figure 7. The particles generated by HEIDi
follow the rapidity distributions of hadrons in UrQMD
data well. For some hadrons, a slight but visible excesses
of particles are found in HEIDi events for small rapidi-
ties and pz close to 0. HEIDi tends to overestimate the
number of very low momentum particles as their number
in the current training dataset is quite limited. However,
this only leads to a small effect on the total yield.

Despite being trained on a relatively small dataset of
18000 events, HEIDi successfully captured most of the
key properties and correlations among distinct hadron
types, as well as global event characteristics. With this
limited dataset, HEIDi is able to generate ”UrQMD like
events” with the components of momentum vector or the
transverse momentum of generated particles closely fol-
lowing the UrQMD distributions even in the tails where
the training samples are sparse. The small dataset was
chosen to demonstrate HEIDi ’s ability as an AI emulator
to learn underlying probability distributions and corre-
lations from limited samples to ultimately generate large
number of realistic samples quickly to achieve a higher
statistical significance. However, capturing all correla-
tions in UrQMD, particularly very rare or absent ones in
the training data, is inherently difficult. This limitation
is reflected in discrepancies in the tails of the multiplicity
distribution and in the number of very low-momentum
particles, indicating regions of phase space where the
model might be undertrained. A better training strat-
egy or larger training set would be necessary to improve
the accuracy of the model in these regions.

The primary motivation to develop a neural network-
based event-by-event emulator for the known traditional
heavy-ion collision simulation models is to overcome the
computational bottleneck due to the large computation
times which prevent us from performing necessary, ex-
pensive parameter estimation tasks. When deployed on
an Nvidia A100 GPU with 40 GB of memory, HEIDi
generates an event in about 30 milliseconds, whereas
the UrQMD cascade model takes approximately 3 sec-
onds per event. This speedup of about 2 orders of
magnitude is truly remarkable as it is straightforward
to train HEIDi on similar input data from more com-
plex and expensive 3+1-dimensional dynamical models,
such as UrQMD with potentials, complex in-medium mo-
mentum dependent cross sections etc. or the hybrid
model (including hydrodynamic phase) of UrQMD. Here
speedups of at least five orders of magnitude are ex-
pected. HEIDi, trained on such datasets, will be fast
enough for a comprehensive Bayesian inference of the
EoS or any other physics parameters, for which numer-
ous, multi-differential observables will necessarily be cal-
culated. HEIDi is fully differentiable: the gradients of
the objective function with respect to every single model
parameter can be calculated. Hence, novel optimization
techniques can be explored to extract the underlying
model parameters directly from event-by-event experi-
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Figure 2. (Color online) Momentum distributions of various hadron types generated by HEIDi for Au-Au collisions with b = 1
fm at 10 AGeV. Each row corresponds to one hadron type. The columns 1, 2 and 3 represent the distributions for px, py, and
pz respectively. UrQMD and HEIDi results are shown in blue and red curves respectively.
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Figure 3. (Color online) Momentum distributions of various hadron types generated by HEIDi for b = 1 fm, Au-Au collisions
at 10 AGeV. The color scheme and plot layouts are similar to figure 2.
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Figure 4. (Color online) Transverse momentum distribution of various hadrons. The results are for 10 AGeV Au-Au collisions
with impact parameter b = 1 fm. The HEIDi distributions are shown as red curves while the UrQMD distributions are shown
in blue. The dashed curves in the upper left two plots are the pT distributions for the spectator nucleons where the solid curves
in the plots show the pT distributions for participant nucleons.

mental data, without the use of pre-defined observables.

V. APPLICATIONS IN HEAVY-ION PHYSICS
AND BEYOND

HEIDi as a robust framework for comprehensive
Bayesian inference or other parameter estimation tasks

can be deployed for various important applications within
high-energy heavy-ion collisions and other detector-
intensive experiments. HEIDi uses a point cloud data
structure, which is extremely flexible and easily adapt-
able for diverse tasks in high-energy physics. Developers
of different models or detector simulations can readily
adapt HEIDi to build their own generative AI simulation
frameworks trained on specific parameter sets or physical
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Figure 5. (Color online) ⟨pT ⟩ distribution of various hadrons for Au-Au collisions with b = 1 fm at 10 AGeV. The HEIDi
distributions are shown as red curves, while the UrQMD distributions are shown in blue. The dashed curves in the upper left
two plots are the distributions for spectator nucleons and the solid curves in the plots represent the distributions for participant
nucleons.

features, thereby enabling rapid generation of large-scale
event samples without requiring detailed knowledge of
the underlying code of the physics model. In addition,
experimental collaborations can deploy models based on
HEIDi for fast, online data comparison, which can be
useful for first-level event analysis, triggers for interest-
ing physics, calibration, quality control, and real-time
monitoring, fault or anomaly detection in detector sys-
tems.

Conditional point cloud diffusion has a wide range of
potential applications beyond heavy-ion physics. Archi-
tecture similar to HEIDi can easily perform analyses and
generative tasks for scientific data processing wherever
data are collected electronically or with multiple sensors
with point cloud structure. HEIDi demonstrates the fea-
sibility of conditional generation for high-dimensional,
categorical point clouds. Similar models can find im-
portant applications across various other fields which di-
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denote the distributions for participant nucleons. The multiplicity distribution constructed from HEIDi events are shown as
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rectly benefit mankind, such as biomedical imaging and
diagnosis, predictive maintenance for technological hard-
ware, early warning systems for natural hazards, en-
vironmental surveillance, urban planning [80], and au-
tonomous systems.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

This work introduces HEIDi, a conditional point cloud
generative model for event-by-event collision output in
relativistic heavy-ion collisions. Based on [68], HEIDi
uses a PointNet-based point cloud encoder and a nor-
malizing flow-based decoder to create a latent encod-
ing which is used as a condition for a probabilistic dif-
fusion model that generates complete collision output.
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When trained on UrQMD cascade data, the model learns
to generate ”realistic” point clouds of collision output
which contains 26 most abundant distinct hadron species.
Particles generated by the DL model accurately repro-
duce different probability distributions of UrQMD data.
The HEIDi model not only capture various correlations
among different particles in each event but also learns
well the different event level properties. The generated
hadrons are shown to successfully reproduce the UrQMD

distributions, both for different components of momen-
tum vectors px,py, pz, transverse momenta pT , and mul-
tiplicities M as well as rapidities ycm. HEIDi generates
events two order of magnitude faster than the conven-
tional UrQMD cascade computations.

HEIDi can easily be extended to input various further
conditions such as collision impact parameter, collision
energy, masses and asymmetries of collision systems, var-
ious physical parameters determining the EoS etc. Fur-
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thermore, HEIDi can be adapted for any other event-
by-event collision output generation as possibly dictated
by any other physical model. The choice of the point
cloud format to represent the event-by-event collision
data makes it flexible for accelerating detector simula-
tions as well. Such extensions of HEIDi will be tackled
in future research.

HEIDi ’s high statistics heavy-ion event generation
marks a significant milestone in AI-accelerated event-by-
event heavy-ion simulations. Through ultra-fast genera-
tion of complete heavy-ion events in point cloud format,
HEIDi -based models will allow us to use computationally
expensive observables for complex parameter estimation
tasks, as well as enable ultra-fast large-scale simulations

for various theoretical studies and experimental applica-
tions of interest. As a robust and flexible generative AI
framework, HEIDi lays the ground for a first foundation
model for heavy-ion collisions.
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