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Abstract

A CAD command sequence is a typical parametric design paradigm in 3D CAD systems where a model is constructed by overlaying
2D sketches with operations such as extrusion, revolution, and Boolean operations. Although there is growing academic interest in the
automatic generation of command sequences, existing methods and datasets only support operations such as 2D sketching, extrusion,
and Boolean operations. This limitation makes it challenging to represent more complex geometries.

In this paper, we present a reinforcement learning (RL) training environment (gym) built on a CAD geometric engine. Given an
input boundary representation (B-Rep) geometry, the policy network in the RL algorithm generates an action. This action, along with
previously generated actions, is processed within the gym to produce the corresponding CAD geometry, which is then fed back into
the policy network. The rewards, determined by the difference between the generated and target geometries within the gym, are used
to update the RL network. Our method supports operations beyond sketches, Boolean, and extrusion, including revolution operations.
With this training gym, we achieve state-of-the-art (SOTA) quality in generating command sequences from B-Rep geometries. In
addition, our method can significantly improve the efficiency of command sequence generation by a factor of 39X compared with the
previous training gym.

Keywords: Reinforcement learning, training gym, command sequence, boundary representation.

1. Introduction

In our daily lives and industrial production, objects ranging
from small items like cups to large structures like airplanes are
designed using a series of 2D and 3D modeling operations in
computer-aided design (CAD) software. The process of record-
ing these parametric operations results in a command sequence
that encapsulates domain expert knowledge by precisely defin-
ing a sequence of modeling steps to generate CAD geometries.
However, obtaining the command sequence directly is often not
feasible. Instead, we should generate the corresponding com-
mand sequence using other modalities, such as boundary repre-
sentation, and point clouds.

Over the past few years, generative models have flour-
ished, demonstrating immense potential. Representative ap-
proaches include diffusion models [1], GANs [2], autoen-
coders [3], large language models (LLMs) [4, 5], and vision-
language models (VLMs) [6]. These methods have been ex-
tensively applied in generating CAD models, such as bound-
ary representation (B-Rep) autoregressive encoder BrepGen [7],
end-to-end point cloud-to-command sequence generation model
CADSIGNet [8], text-to-command sequence generation model
Text2CAD [9], multi-modal command sequence generation
model CAD-MLLM [10], B-Rep to command sequence gen-
eration model Fusion 360 Gallery [11], voxel-to-command se-
quence generation model SECAD-Net [12] and SfmCAD [13],
autoregressive command sequence generation models HNC-
CAD [14], SkexGen [15], and DeepCAD [16], as well as
LLM based CAD code generation algorithm [17] and platform
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1Equal contribution

Zoo.dev [18]. Despite their success, most of these methods sup-
port only basic operations like 2D sketch, extrusion, and Boolean
operations.

Traditional CAD geometry generation algorithms rely on
CAD geometric engines, which provide essential functionalities
such as validity checks and constraint solving – capabilities that
supervised learning alone cannot achieve. Meanwhile, SOTA
large language models such as DeepSeek r1 [19] and OpenAI
o1 [20] employ RL techniques to enhance text generation quality
and model reasoning capabilities. In bionic robotics, RL-based
simulation training has also yielded impressive results in robot
motion control [21] and manipulation [22].

Inspired by these advancements, we introduce a CAD RL
training gym based on a CAD geometric engine (RLCAD). In
this framework, the policy network of the RL framework gener-
ates a command sequence, which is executed in the gym to pro-
duce the corresponding CAD geometry. This geometry is then
fed back into the policy network to calculate rewards and update
the network.

Based on this training gym, we propose a RL-based CAD ge-
ometry generation algorithm that converts B-Rep models into
command sequences. Our approach supports operations beyond
sketches, Boolean, and extrusion, including revolution opera-
tions. As shown in Figure 1, including revolution operation en-
ables the generation of more complex geometric shapes, such as
the battery, nuts, chess pieces, etc. We summarize our contribu-
tions as follows:

• We present a CAD RL training gym based on a CAD geo-
metric engine, bridging RL algorithms with CAD geometric
engines. We provide a high-level Python interface wrapper
and support for parallel environment sampling, enabling the
creation and interaction with multiple CAD environments.
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Figure 1: Demonstration of various CAD models generated by RLCAD. Including of revolution operation enables the generation of more complex geometric shapes,
such as the battery, nuts, chess pieces, etc.

• We present a RL-based CAD generation algorithm that con-
verts B-Rep models into command sequence. We design
a multi-modal policy network integrating revolution opera-
tions with cross-modal feature extractors and hybrid-reward
functions.

• We integrate RL algorithm library Stable Baseline3 [23] and
the OpenAI Gymnasium interface [24] with RLCAD, mak-
ing it easier for researchers and developers to implement,
test, and benchmark RL algorithms.

2. Related Work

We review related work in four aspects: CAD datasets, CAD
model generation, B-Rep to command sequence generation, and
RL training gyms.

2.1. CAD Datasets

Current parametric CAD models typically are stored as B-Rep
[25] and/or command sequence [26]. B-Rep includes the analyt-
ical representation of the surface and curves of a 3D shape, while
command sequences record the historical construction process of
the shape. B-Rep models consist of trimmed parametric surfaces
along with topological information describing their adjacency re-
lationships.

The ABC dataset [27] is the most widely used B-Rep dataset in
academia, containing one million CAD models. DeepCAD [16]
cleaned 170,000 pairs of B-Rep and command sequences from
the ABC dataset. Text2CAD [9] constructed hierarchical de-
scriptions for the DeepCAD dataset, ranging from coarse to fine
granularity, using LLMs and VLMs, adding text descriptions to
the command sequences. CAD-MLLM [10], using a method
similar to DeepCAD, extracted 185,000 models from the ABC
dataset and generated corresponding text descriptions, multi-
view images, and point clouds for these models. However, these
datasets primarily contain 2D sketches, such as lines, arcs, and
circles, along with extrusion and Boolean operations.

2.2. CAD Model Generation

CAD model generation involves generating a B-Rep model or
command sequence from inputs such as B-rep models, multi-
view images, textual descriptions, or point clouds. CAD re-
construction remains a challenging problem because it requires
reasoning over continuous parameters (e.g., dimensions of basic
solids) and discrete operations (e.g., Boolean and extrusion op-
erations), resulting in a hybrid combinatorial search space.

BrepGen [7] combines vector variational autoencoders and
latent space diffusion models for the autoregressive generation
of B-Rep models. CADSIGNet [8] employs layer-wise cross-
attention between point clouds and command sequences to learn
implicit representations of CAD models, enabling end-to-end
point cloud to command sequence generation. HNC-CAD [14],
SkexGen [15], and DeepCAD [16] quantize and encode CAD
command sequences, generating corresponding latent space fea-
tures and training through an encoder-decoder autoregressive
model. SfmCAD [13] uses voxels as input and proposes a dif-
ferentiable sketch and sweeping path modeling operations to re-
construct the CAD model in a self-supervised manner.

2.3. B-Rep to Command Sequence Generation

Several commercial CAD softwares [28] employ heuristic
feature extraction to generate command sequences from B-
Rep models. Fusion 360 Gallery [11] is a representative deep
learning-based approach that first extracts features to obtain
continuous geometric parameters for basic operations (e.g., 2D
sketching, extrusion, etc.). It then uses imitation learning to gen-
erate confidence scores of the command sequence from the in-
put B-Rep model. Finally, a confidence-based local search al-
gorithm, combined with geometric similarity comparison, opti-
mizes model accuracy in a simulation environment. However,
this method only supports face-extrusion operations, and the lo-
cal search algorithm heavily relies on the accuracy of the confi-
dence scores from supervised learning.

2.4. RL Gym

RL involves updating states and receiving rewards or penal-
ties through agent-environment interactions to maximize long-
term returns, thereby learning decision-making strategies [29].
Based on environmental modeling methods, RL can be divided
into model-based and model-free categories.

Model-based approaches first model the state transition func-
tion and reward function of the environment using small-scale
datasets, then optimize the policy network under the RL frame-
work using the environment model [30]. A representative
method is RL with Human Feedback [31], widely used in pre-
training large language models. Model-free methods replace
the environment model with real-world environments or physical
simulators, obtaining immediate feedback on the policy network
through real-time interaction within the RL framework [32].
These methods are widely applied in bionic robot training simu-
lations, such as robot motion control and dexterous hand grasp-
ing [21, 22]. Representative robot simulation engines include
Isaac [33], MuJoCo [34], and Genesis [35].
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Therefore, we propose to build a CAD training gym based on
the CAD geometric engine, Parasolid [36], which can be easily
extended to integrate with other CAD engines, such as OpenCas-
cade [37] or ACIS [38].

3. Overview and Preliminary

In this section, we provide an overview of our approach and
introduce key preliminaries.

3.1. Our Approach

RL is an unsupervised method where an agent achieves its
goals through interaction with an environment. The agent out-
puts its actions to the environment, and the environment, upon
receiving these actions, proceeds to the next step, returning the
next observation and the reward generated by the action to the
agent. This interaction produces a series of observations, and the
agent’s objective is to learn a policy that maximizes the cumula-
tive reward from these observations.

The overall training pipeline is depicted in Figure 2. The
whole network can be divided into two parts: feature extraction
network and Actor-Critic network. Inspired by advancements
in natural language processing (NLP), we consider incorporat-
ing the action sequence as part of the state and fusing it with
B-rep features using cross-attention. This allows us to measure
the gap between the current action sequence and the target geom-
etry. Specifically, for the current B-rep and target B-rep, we use
Graph Transformer Networks (GTN) to extract features from the
face adjacency graphs, obtaining gc and gt. These features are
stacked to form Gstack, and self-attention is applied to fuse gc and
gt, resulting in G̃stack. For the action sequence, we use an L-layer
GTrXL network to extract features. And then we take the last
valid action hlast valid as the feature of the action sequence. Cross-
attention is then applied to fuse hlast valid and G̃stack. Finally, the
fused feature is served as input to the Actor and Critic networks,
predicting the probability distribution of actions and the cumu-
lative reward of the current state, respectively. The action is
sampled from the probability distribution and interacts with RL-
CADGym to obtain the reward and the next state. Through mul-
tiple rounds of interaction and network parameters update, the
optimal action sequence is predicted.

3.2. Preliminary

We formulate the CAD reconstruction task from B-Rep to
command sequence as a Markov Decision Process (MDP). The
key components of this formulation are defined as follows: States
(s) ∈ S contains the current and target B-Rep geometry, we use
a face-adjacency graph [39] to represent the B-Rep geometry.
Action (a) ∈ A represents a modeling operation that allows the
simulator to modify the current geometry with extrusion, revolu-
tion and Boolean operations. State transition kernel T allows the
simulator to apply the modeling operation to update the current
geometry. Reward (r) ∈ R : S × A → R allows the simulator to
calculate the difference between the current and target states, and
reward discount γ ∈ [0, 1), determining the importance of future
rewards.

Our objective is to optimize a policy network πθ(at |st) that gov-
erns the selection of modeling operations. The episodic trajec-
tory τ generated by following policy πθ is given by:

τ =
(
(s0, a0, r0), ..., (s|τ|, a|τ|, r|τ|)

)
.

The RL objective is to maximize the expected cumulative re-
wards:

maximize Eτ∼πθ
[ |τ|∑

t=0

γtrt

]
.

4. CAD Training Gym

We developed a CAD training gym based on the Parasolid ge-
ometric engine. By encapsulating the API of CAD engine, we
design a set of high-level development interfaces for command-
sequence-based modeling. Each interface corresponds to an ex-
trusion or revolution operation combined with a Boolean oper-
ation (newbody, intersection, union, or subtraction) that incre-
mentally modifies the geometry. The gym also supports parallel
sampling across multiple scenarios, improving RL training effi-
ciency.

To illustrate the modeling process, we take battery construc-
tion as an example. As shown in Figure 3, the initial B-Rep
geometry is represented as a face-adjacency graph with unique
face IDs. The gym defines two fundamental modeling opera-
tions, allowing the RL algorithm to explore different command
sequences and parameter settings. The trained model generates
command sequences that closely approximate the input B-Rep.

Our Gym is encapsulated into the following domain-specific
language (DSL):

M := G; [X]

X := E | R

E := add extrude(F, F,O)

R := add revolve(F,O)

F := face ID

O := newbody | intersection | union | subtraction

Each generated model M can be represented by a current ge-
ometric state G and a command sequence X that modifies the
current geometric model. The command sequence X includes
the extrude operation E and the revolve operation R. The extrude
operation E takes two face IDs as its starting and ending faces,
along with a Boolean operation O that determines whether the
extruded face is combined with the original model via newbody,
intersection, union, or subtraction. The revolve operation R takes
a face ID as the target face, which is geometrically parsed to ob-
tain the rotation angle, axis, and profile. Additionally, a Boolean
operation O determines the composition manner with the original
model.

4.1. Face-Extrusion Operation

As shown in Figure 3, the extrusion operation takes a sketch
as the initial geometry and then extrudes it from 2D to 3D. In
the extrusion process, we need to specify a distance parame-
ter to determine how far the profile is extruded along the nor-
mal direction. Additionally, a Boolean operator is required to
specify whether the operation is newbody, intersection, union,
or subtraction. Thus, our operation can be represented as
{start face, end face, op}. Here, the start face and end face are
a set of parallel planes on the target object, and op represents the
type of Boolean operation. The start face defines the sketch for
the extrusion operation, while the end face marks the extrusion
distance. Therefore, the shape of the end face does not need to
be identical to the start face; it only needs to be parallel to it.
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Figure 2: RLCAD employs Graph Transformer Networks (GTN) to extract features from the current B-Rep and target B-Rep, obtaining feature vectors gc and gt ,
respectively. These feature vectors gc and gt are then fused using self-attention. For the action sequence, a L-layer GTrXL is utilized to extract sequential features, and
the last valid action hlast valid is taken as the final feature of the sequence. Cross-attention is applied to fuse the features of G̃stack and hlast valid, followed by a MLP for
feature transformation. The transformed features are then used as inputs to the Actor and Critic networks.

4.2. Revolution Operation

(a) Cylinder

Projected Point Sample Point Center Profile

(d) Cone

(b) Torus (c) Sphere

u

v

(f) Parametric Domain(e) Torus

Figure 4: Revolution operation. The rotation profile is constructed using sam-
pling points from the parametric domain, which are projected and connected
based on the surface type. For cylinders and cones, points are projected onto
the rotation axis to form the profile. For tori and spheres, the profile arc is deter-
mined by the major and minor radii or the sphere center and radius. The rotation
angle is defined by the parameter range in the parametric domain.

The revolution operation takes a profile as the revolution sur-
face, a line coplanar with the profile as the axis of rotation, and
a rotation angle then rotates the 2D profile around the axis under

the rotation angle to form a 3D shape. We select a curved sur-
face on the target geometry as the resulting surface of the revolve
operation. The operation can be represented as {face, op}, where
face represents the revolution surface, and op denotes the type of
Boolean operation.

We can extract the rotation axis from the B-Rep model and
then use feature extraction to calculate the rotation profile and
angle. As shown in Figure 4, we first sample the parametric do-
main of the given surface to obtain the blue sampling points at
{umin, vmin} and {umin, vmax}. For cylindrical (Figure 4a) and coni-
cal (Figure 4d) surfaces, since these surfaces can be generated by
revolving a generatrix around an axis, we project the sampling
points onto the rotation axis to obtain the red projection points.
Connecting these points in order forms the profile shown in the
black box, which defines the profile of the revolve operation. In
contrast, toroidal and spherical surfaces require a different ap-
proach. For a torus, we determine the center using the major
radius and construct the profile arc by combining the sampling
points with the minor radius. If the profile arc forms a full cir-
cle, it is used directly as the profile (Figure 4b); otherwise, the
sampling points are connected to the center to form a partial cir-
cular arc (Figure 4e). For a sphere (Figure 4c), the center and
radius define the profile arc, which is further connected to a line
segment passing through the center of the sphere to complete the
profile, establishing the revolve profile. The rotation angle is de-
termined by the difference in the range of the parameter u in the
parametric domain provided by Parasolid, while the range of the
parameter v corresponds to either the length of the generatrix (for
cylinders and cones) or the degree of the profile arc (for tori and
spheres).

4



Analyze

Subtract

Revolve(1, Unite)

Subtract

Unite

Analyze Revolve
Axis

Profile

Axis

Profile

Revolve

2
3

4

1

5

6

Extrude(3, 4, Subtract)

Extrude(6, 2, NewBody)

Revolve(5, Subtract)

Analyze

Analyze

Extrude Direction

Extrude Direction

Major Radius

Axis

Minor Radius

Axis

Sample Point

Projected Point

Extrude

Extrude

Process

Process

Figure 3: Battery modeling process using the gym interface. The leftmost image shows face IDs on the surfaces. The right sequence illustrates four extrusion/revolution
operations with Boolean operations applied iteratively to generate the final geometry.

5. Generation of CAD Command Sequence

In this section, we will delve into the training process of com-
mand sequence generation. Extensive experiments across differ-
ent RL frameworks indicate that the Proximal Policy Optimiza-
tion (PPO) algorithm [40] produces the highest-quality command
sequences.

5.1. Proximal Policy Optimization
PPO is a widely adopted on-policy RL algorithm that supports

parallel sampling over multiple environments. Its key advantage
is the use of an ε-clipped surrogate loss, which limits the update
step between the new and old policies, thereby preventing drastic
changes that could destabilize training. The PPO objective is
defined as:

Lsur(θ) = Et

(
min

(
πθ(at |st)
πθold (at |st)

Ât,

clip
( πθ(at |st)
πθold (at |st)

, 1 − ε, 1 + ε
)
Ât

))
,

where Ât is computed via Generalized Advantage Estimation
(GAE), which combines the advantages of Monte Carlo estima-
tion and Temporal Difference (TD) methods, effectively balanc-
ing TD error and variance [41]:

Ât =

|τ|−t∑
k=0

(γλ)kδt+k.

where δt = rt + γVηold (st+1) − Vηold (st) and λ ∈ (0, 1) is a discount
factor.

The value network Vη following policy π is updated by mini-
mizing an ε-clipped value loss:

Lval(η) = Et

(
max

(
clip

(
Vη(st),Vηold (st) − ε,

Vηold (st) + ε) − R̂t

)2
,
(
Vη(st) − R̂t

)2
))

with R̂t = Ât + Vηold (st).

5.2. Face Adjacency Graph

We systematically convert B-Rep models into attributed
graphs through three sequential stages: surface feature extrac-
tion, adjacency construction, and graph normalization. Let G =
(V,E) denotes the graph where nodes vi ∈ V represent CAD
faces and edges ei j ∈ E encode face adjacency [39].

Each node aggregates surface attributes to capture local ge-
ometry. The surface type is encoded as an 8-dimensional one-
hot vector x(i)

type, where x(i)
type(k) = 1 if and only if vi be-

longs to the k-th predefined surface category (e.g., Plane, Cylin-
der). To ensure scale invariance, 100 sample points {pk} on
the face are normalized by axis-aligned bounding box diago-
nal ∆ = max(∆x,∆y,∆z, 10−2), resulting in a feature x(i)

points =[ p1
∆
, . . . , p100

∆

]
∈ R300. Normal vectors {nk} at these points are

concatenated into x(i)
normals ∈ R

300, while a binary trimming mask
x(i)

mask ∈ {0, 1}
100 indicates parametric validity, with x(i)

mask(k) = 1
if pk lies within the valid trimmed region. The final node feature
combines these attributes as X = [xtype, xpoints, xnormals, xmask] ∈
R708.

Edges are derived from B-Rep topology links to en-
code global structure. For each directional link l ∈

L, bidirectional edges are created by validating node exis-
tence: E =

{
(i, j) | ∃ l : vi = source(l), v j = target(l), vi, v j ∈ V

}
∪

{( j, i) | (i, j) ∈ E}. The adjacency matrix A ∈ {0, 1}|V|×|V| is sym-
metrized through A = max(Araw,A⊤raw), where Araw represents
the initial directional adjacency.

Graph normalization stabilizes training by augmenting self-
loops and applying row-wise scaling. Self-connections are added
via the identity matrix I, and degree normalization is performed
using the degree matrix D, where Dii =

∑
j(Ai j + δi j) with δi j as

the Kronecker delta [42]. The normalized adjacency is computed
as Â = D−1(A + I), ensuring ∀i,

∑
j Âi j = 1 . Isolated nodes are

handled by zeroing invalid degrees, and the result is stored in
sparse coordinate format for computational efficiency.

5.3. Action Encoding

In CAD modeling tasks, efficient action representation is cru-
cial for the performance of RL algorithms. We propose an index
mapping method that directly maps CAD operations to discrete
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action space, effectively reducing the dimensionality of the state-
action space. Each CAD operation is defined by four key com-
ponents: a = ( fs, fe, ot, at), where ot represents the operation
type (including Newbody, intersection, union, and subtraction),
at indicates the action type (extrude and revolve), for extrude op-
eration fs denotes the starting face ID, fe denotes the ending face
ID; for revolve operation fs equals fe.

We observe that not all actions are valid, and invalid actions
can interfere with the agent’s learning process, making the net-
work difficult to converge. To address this issue, we perform a
validity check on the actions to identify all valid actions. The
number of valid actions is also used to define the action space.
We denote the action space as A, and set A = Avalid. The valid
action generation process is described in Algorithm 1, which
first identifies planar and non-planar faces in the target graph,
and then groups planar faces based on their normal vectors. For
each group of planar faces and non-planar faces, possible extru-
sion and revolution operations are generated. To rapidly deter-
mine feasibility, each candidate operation is executed individu-
ally within the CAD training gym, leveraging geometric engine
constraints to validate whether the operation can be successfully
performed.

Algorithm 1 Valid Action Generation Algorithm
1: Partition V into planar P, non-planar S
2: for g← GroupParallelFaces(P) do
3: for all pi , p j ∈ g do
4: Avalid ← Avalid ∪ {ValidExtrude(pi, p j)}
5: end for
6: end for
7: for s ∈ S do
8: Avalid ← Avalid ∪ {ValidRevolve(s)}
9: end for

10: returnAvalid

5.4. Policy Network

Our policy network consists of feature extraction modules and
Critic-Actor network. As shown in Figure 2, the network pro-
cesses three inputs: B-Reps of the target and current models, and
historical action sequences. First, we extract B-Rep modeling
of the target and current models, encoding each B-Rep graph
through an independent GTN with two TransformerConv layers
[43] to produce 256-dimensional embeddings gt (target) and gc
(current). These embeddings are stacked into Gstack ∈ R

2×256,
which undergoes 8-head self-attention alignment, where Gstack
serves as both Query and Key/Value inputs. This generates the
refined tensor G̃stack. We then split G̃stack along the stacking di-
mension to obtain enhanced features g̃t and g̃c, finally concate-
nating them into a fused geometric representation Gcat ∈ R

512.
For action sequence processing, historical actions

(a0, a1, . . . , at) are first embedded into 256-dimensional vectors
with sinusoidal positional encodings, then fed into an 8-head
Gated Transformer-XL (GTrXL) [44] module composed of L
stacked blocks. Each GTrXL block stabilizes the modeling of
long-range dependencies through a gating mechanism. Finally,
we extract the temporal features h(L)

last valid from the hidden state
of the last valid action in the L-th layer. We empirically choose
the number of stacked layers L = 3.

Cross-modal fusion aligns geometric and action features
through attention mechanisms: h(L)

last valid serves as Query while

stacked geometric features G̃stack act as Key/Value, producing
action-conditioned context Fa ∈ R

256. The fused features Fa
and Gcat are concatenated into a 768-dimensional vector, which
is projected to 2048-dimensional through MLP.

Finally, the Critic-Actor network processes the 2048-
dimensional feature using a dual-head MLP to estimate the cu-
mulative rewards and action probabilities. We use dropout lay-
ers to avoid overfitting and ReLU activations to preserve non-
linearity.

5.5. Reward Shaping
The reward function plays a critical role in guiding the agent’s

exploration during the CAD modeling process. We begin by
adopting Intersection over Union(IoU) as the foundational met-
ric for measuring global volumetric alignment between the gen-
erated model G and the reference model S.

Intersection over Union(IoU) is utilized to measure the sim-
ilarity between generated models and the ground truth.

IoU(G,S) =
G ∩ S

G ∪ S
,

where G ∩ S denotes the overlapping volume between the refer-
ence and generated models, and G∪S represents their combined
volumetric union. A value of 1 indicates perfect alignment, while
0 signifies no overlap.

However, observations reveal that relying solely on IoU led
to suboptimal policies. The agent prioritized maximizing coarse
volumetric overlap while neglecting fine geometric details. To
address this limitation, we introduce two complementary met-
rics: Minimum Matching Distance (MMD) [45] and Normal
Consistency (NC) [46], which explicitly enforce local geomet-
ric fidelity and surface quality.

Minimum Matching Distance (MMD) quantifies the average
distance between the generated model and its closest-matching
reference shape. It leverages Chamfer Distance (CD) and Earth
Mover’s Distance (EMD) [45] to measure bidirectional geomet-
ric discrepancies. For two point clouds X = {xi}

N
i=1 and Y =

{y j}
M
j=1sampled from the surface:

Chamfer Distance (CD) calculates point-wise proximity be-
tween point clouds sampled from X and Y:

dCD(X,Y) =
1
|X|

∑
x∈X

min
y∈Y
∥x − y∥22 +

1
|Y|

∑
y∈Y

min
x∈X
∥y − x∥22.

Earth Mover’s Distance (EMD) measures the dissimilarity
between two point clouds more accurately by finding the optimal
bijection. It is widely used to evaluate the performance of point
cloud reconstruction and completion with excellent results.

dEMD(X,Y) = min
ϕ:X→Y

∑
x∈X

∥x − ϕ(x)∥2,

where ϕ is a bijection.
The MMD metric aggregates the minimum CD and EMD val-

ues between each reference shape and all generated candidates:

MMD-CD(G,S) =
1
|S|

∑
Y∈S

min
X∈G

dCD(X,Y),

MMD-EMD(G,S) =
1
|S|

∑
X∈G

min
Y∈S

dEMD(X,Y).

The MMD reward term is formulated as:
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RMMD = −
1
2

(MMD-CD(G,S) +MMD-EMD(G,S)) ,

where the negative sign converts distance minimization into re-
ward maximization.

Normal Consistency (NC) explicitly rewards alignment of
surface normals, critical for preserving sharp edges and smooth
curvature transitions. Let ns and ng denote the normal vectors of
points s ∈ S and g ∈ G, respectively. NC measures the maximum
cosine similarity between corresponding normals:

NC(G,S) =
1
|S|

∑
s∈S

max
g∈G

(
ns · ng

)
.

The final composite reward function combines these metrics
through a weighted sum:

R = α · IoU(G,S) + β · RMMD + γ · NC(G,S),

where the weights α = 0.2, β = 0.5, and γ = 0.3 were determined
through iterative experiments to balance global shape alignment
α, local geometric fidelity β, and surface quality γ.

This hierarchical design aligns with the progressive nature of
CAD modeling: IoU guides coarse volumetric exploration in the
early stages, while MMD and NC refine geometric details as the
model converges.

6. Experiments and Comparison

We evaluate our CAD command sequence generation algo-
rithm on a workstation equipped with 2 × 16-core AMD Ryzen
9 9950X CPUs and an Nvidia RTX 3090 GPU (24GB memory).

6.1. Evaluation Metrics

To assess the quality of the generated CAD models, we first
convert the B-Rep models into point clouds. Let S denote the
reference models and G represent the generated models. We em-
ploy IoU, COV, MMD-CD, JSD and NC as metrics to evaluate
the quality of our generated CAD models [45]. IoU, MMD-CD,
and NC have been introduced in Section 5.5.

Coverage (COV) evaluates the quality of 3D shape synthesis
by measuring whether the generated shape set covers the refer-
ence shape set. Specifically, the COV metric represents the pro-
portion of shapes in the reference set that are matched to at least
one shape in the generated set. If every shape in the reference
set can be matched to at least one shape in the generated set, the
COV value is 1. Otherwise, if some shapes in the reference set
cannot be matched, the COV value is less than 1.

COV(G,S) =
|{arg minY∈S dCD(X,Y)|X ∈ G}|

|S|
(1)

Jensen-Shannon Divergence (JSD) measures the dissimilar-
ity between two point clouds from the perspective of voxel dis-
tribution.

JSD(PG, PS) =
1
2

D(PS||M) +
1
2

D(PG||M), (2)

where M = 1
2 (PS + PG) and D is the KL-divergence. PG and PS

are distributions of points in the generated and reference models.

Ground Truth GAT GCN GTN

Figure 5: Comparison of different GNN architectures on reconstruction tasks.
GTN outperforms GCN and GAT in reconstructing fine geometric details.

6.2. B-Rep Modeling Comparison
We compare three graph neural network (GNN) architectures

for reconstructing B-Rep models:

• Graph Convolution Network (GCN): Uses fixed-weight
neighborhood aggregation, which is computationally effi-
cient but struggles with capturing heterogeneous geometric
details.

• Graph Attention Network (GAT): Incorporates learnable
attention mechanisms; however, its single-head attention
limits multi-scale feature integration.

• Graph Transformer Network (GTN): Utilizes multi-head
self-attention with edge-aware positional encoding, effec-
tively capturing long-range dependencies and global topo-
logical constraints.

Table 1 and Figure 5 illustrate that GTN outperforms both
GCN and GAT. In particular, it achieves the highest IoU (0.7326),
a 0.5% improvement over GCN and a 3.1% gain over GAT. The
performance improvement is attributed to the effective process-
ing of relational information between nodes in the graph and the
successful capture of long-range dependencies.

Table 1: Performance comparison of GNN architectures on reconstruction tasks.
Higher values for IoU, COV, and NC indicate better performance, while lower
values for MMD-CD and JSD indicate better.

IoU↑ COV↑ MMD-CD↓ JSD↓ NC↑
GCN 0.7291 0.5951 0.0589 0.3232 0.7570
GAT 0.7102 0.5941 0.0215 0.2947 0.7573
GTN 0.7326 0.6380 0.0510 0.2675 0.7753

6.3. Training Efficiency Comparison
We compared our gym environment with Fusion 360 Gym [11]

over 10,000 training steps. Using parallel computation (1, 8,
and 16 environments), we evaluated both memory consumption
and execution time per step. Tables 2 shows that Fusion 360
Gym consumes substantially more memory. The frequent use of
the revert operation in Fusion 360 introduces a risk of memory
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overflow. In contrast, our gym employs a stable mark-and-revert
mechanism that maintains steady memory usage without signifi-
cant fluctuations. In addition, by replacing Fusion 360’s network
communication mechanism with multi-process parallelism and
shared memory architecture, we achieve significant reduction in
data transmission latency between reinforcement learning algo-
rithm and the gym. We get up to 39X speedup compared with
Fusion 360 Gym, as shown in Table 3.

Table 2: Comparison of memory usage between Fusion 360 and our gym (unit:
MB).

Fusion 1-env 8-env 16-env
Initial Memory 1203.6 9.3 10.4 9.5
Final Memory 6362.7 10.2 11.8 10.3

Table 3: Comparison of execution time per step (unit: ms) and achieved speedup.
Fusion 1-env 8-env 16-env

Execution Time 1674 198 52.5 42.18
Speedup - 8.45 31.89 39.69

6.4. Training Strategy
Our training strategy consists of two phases: feature extraction

and command prediction. Since the command encoding retains
only face IDs (without explicit geometric details), the pre-trained
command generation network loses effectiveness on new geome-
tries. Therefore, we reinitialize the command generation net-
work for each new input. For the feature extraction network, we
employ curriculum learning to enhance generalization. We con-
struct a training dataset of 500 geometries, progressively train on
the dataset ordered by increasing complexity and update weights
from simple models as initialization to complex ones. A compar-
ison with a case-by-case training strategy (where each geometry
is trained independently) confirms that curriculum learning leads
to superior overall performance, as summarized in Table 4.

Table 4: Comparison of training strategies on our dataset. The curriculum
learning-based strategy outperforms the case-by-case approach across all eval-
uation metrics.

IoU↑ COV↑ MMD-CD↓ JSD↓ NC↑
Case by case 0.8354 0.8544 0.0165 0.1307 0.8638
Curriculum 0.8757 0.8692 0.0139 0.1111 0.8812

6.5. Reward Ablation Study
We perform an ablation study on the reward function, which

guides the RL agent via cumulative feedback. Table 5 demon-
strates that combining IoU, MMD, and NC yields the best per-
formance across all metrics.

6.6. Comparison with Imitation Learning
We further compare our method against an imitation learning

approach from Fusion 360 Gallery [11]. Fusion 360 Gallery
extracts continuous geometric parameters from B-Rep models
and uses imitation learning to generate command sequences, fol-
lowed by a confidence-based local search for optimization. Fu-
sion 360 Gallery originally limited to extrusion operations, we
extend it to include revolve operations. For comparison with Fu-
sion 360 Gallery, we select 9K CAD pairs of B-Rep and com-
mand sequence from ABC dataset [27] as the training set, while

Table 5: Reward function ablation study. The combination of IoU, MMD, and
NC produces superior results.

IoU↑ COV↑ MMD-CD↓ JSD↓ NC↑
IoU 0.7045 0.5748 0.0204 0.3235 0.7437

IoU +MMD 0.7436 0.6474 0.0132 0.2577 0.7790
IoU +MMD + NC 0.7932 0.7190 0.0084 0.2229 0.7889

our curriculum learning algorithm requires the training dataset
of 500 B-Rep. The test set of 500 B-Rep are selected from ABC
dataset for both our method and Fusion 360 Gallery. Our method
achieves higher scores on all evaluation metrics (see Table 6) and
produces visually more accurate reconstructions, as illustrated in
Figure 6.

Ground Truth Fusion 360 Gallery Ours

Figure 6: Qualitative comparison with Fusion 360 Gallery. Our method can
generate more precise command sequence from B-Rep.

6.7. Failure Case
We categorize the cases that our method currently cannot han-

dle into three types. The first type, as shown in Figure 7a, con-
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Table 6: Quantitative results on B-Rep-based reconstruction tasks. Our method
significantly outperforms Fusion 360 Gallery across all metrics.

IoU↑ COV↑ MMD-CD↓ JSD↓ NC↑
Fusion 360 Gallery 0.7393 0.6502 0.0678 0.3030 0.7640

Ours 0.8757 0.8692 0.0139 0.1111 0.8812

sists of complex models with smart features. Our method fails to
learn the slight feature in hidden space. The second type arises
from the limitations of the supported operations of our train-
ing gym. For example, models with fillet and spline surface, as
shown in Figure 7b. We will support such operations in the fu-
ture. The third type is related to the reward design. For example,
in Figure 7c, since the sphere is the primary geometric feature
and the reward score exceeds 0.99, subsequent details such as
extrude receive minor reward variations, which has minimal im-
pact on the network training.

(a)

Ground Truth

Ours
(b) (c)

Ground Truth

OursVase

Clamp

Figure 7: Examples of failure cases categorized into three types: (a) complex
models with numerous slight features; (b) models requiring unsupported opera-
tions (e.g., fillet and spline surface); (c) reward mechanism failure.

7. Conclusion and Future Work

7.1. Conclusion

Most current CAD model generation algorithms are based on
supervised learning methods, where the validity of the gener-
ated geometries cannot be effectively verified and fed back to the
training network. We are the first to present a geometric engine-
based CAD model training gym and introduce an online RL al-
gorithm based on the gym to CAD model generation. Our RL
algorithm has added support for revolution operation, enhancing
the capability of generating comand sequence for complex mod-
els. Experiments demonstrate our method can significantly im-
prove the precision of command sequence generation compared
with supervised learning methods.

7.2. Future Work

Through extensive experiments, it has been found that our
method still has shortcomings in detailed feature learning and
reward design. Additionally, the current training gym only sup-
ports extrude and revolve operations. In the next phase, we will
focus on developing a more detail-friendly feature extraction net-
work, designing reward functions that better balance primary and
detailed features, and expanding the gym to support more com-
monly used modeling operations.
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