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Abstract

The implementation of Urban Air Mobility represents acomplex challenge in aviation
dueto the high degree of innovation required across various domains to realize it. From
the use of advanced aircraft powered by novel technologies, the management of the air
space to enable high density operations, to the operation of vertidromes serving as a
start and end point of the flights, Urban Air Mobility paradigm necessitates significant
innovation in many aspects of civil aviation as we know it today. In order to understand
and assess the many facets of this new paradigm, a Collaborative Agent-Based
Simulation is developed to holistically evaluate the System of Systems through the
modeling of the stakeholders and their interactions as per the envisioned Concept of
Operations. To this end, models of vertidrome air-side operations, unmanned/manned
air space management, demand estimation and passenger mode choice, vehicle
operator cost and revenues, vehicle design, and fleet management are brought
together into a System of Systems Simulation of Urban Air Mobility. Through
collaboration, higher fidelity models of each domain can be integrated into a single
environment achieving fidelity levels not easily achievable otherwise. Furthermore, the
integration enables the capture of cross-domain effects and allows domain-specific
studies to be evaluated at a holistic level. This work demonstrates the Collaborative
Simulation and the process of building it through the integration of several
geographically distributed tools into an Agent-Based Simulation without the need for
sharing code.
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NOMENCLATURE
UTM Unmanned-Air Traffic Manager
UAM  Urban Air Mobility FATO Final Approach and Take-Off area
eVTOL electric Vertical Take-Off and Landing aircraft MaaS Mobility as a Service provider
ABS  Agent-Based Simulation GUI Graphical User Interface
RCE  Remote Component Environment CPACS Common Parametric Aircraft Configuration
SoS System of Systems Schema



1. INTRODUCTION

Urban Air Mobility (UAM) envisions air travel within the
urban air space utilizing small aircraft in novel concepts of
operation enabled through leveraging advanced
technologies and automation. Multiple use cases are
classified within the umbrella of Urban Air Mobility such as
Intra-City, Mega-City, Airport-Shuttle, Sub-Urban and Inter-
City, each with different requirements with respect to
technology as well as infrastructure [1]. As UAM presents a
significant difference compared to aviation as we know it
today, significant research and advancements in fields such
as urban air space management, vertiport design and
operations, fleet operations, integrated transport, and
vehicle design, among the many others (as in FIG 1) are
required [2]. In this regard, simulations have been utilized
in the literature to carry out investigations with a primary
focus on a singular domain. Simulations have been
performed in literature to investigate the demand for UAM
[3,4], the operating costs [5], concepts for airspace
management [6,7], vertiport operations [8-10], as well as
vehicle and fleet design [11,12,10,13]. However, a focus on
one domain typically comes at the cost of the modelling
fidelity of the other domains, which pose a challenge in a
UAM network that depends on tight integration between
domains. Therefore, not only the advancements in the fields
themselves but also the integration between these domains
are necessary to enable the envisioned concepts of
operations.

As the UAM network is currently still shrouded by
significant uncertainty due to its early developmental stage,
an integrated modelling of UAM system of systems can
serve as a powerful tool in understanding and reducing the
uncertainty. From the perspective of a single domain, it may
be difficult to evaluate the effect a change in a domain
specific parameter may have on the entire UAM network.
Consider the number of FATOs at a given vertiport, an
analysis solely from the vertiport perspective may be more
forgiving to delays due to the limitations of the FATOs
during peak hours, but considerations from a holistic
perspective may find that the delays at the vertiport in peak
hours would reduce the time savings possible for a
passenger which may result in passengers rather choosing
other modes of transport thereby reducing the revenue
realized by the vehicle operator as well as the vertiport
operator. Furthermore, delays for landing slots would
require the vehicle to loiter in the airspace further
congesting the airspace potentially leading to scheduled
missions to be delayed if the airspace is saturated, which
may in turn impact the revenue of the operators. As
demonstrated by this brief example, changes in a single
domain may have snowball effects due to the high level of
interactions required across these domains, highlighting the
need for holistic modelling even when conducting the
domain-specific studies.

In order to achieve this holistic modelling, the authors of
this work chose to collaborate together to bring together the
higher fidelity models of the different domains into a single
modelling environment upon which further studies can be
performed. A first collaborative approach with various
disciplines has been presented by [14], taking a sequential
approach to the integration of the disciplines. In this study,
a parallel approach is taken to the integration of the
disciplines into an Agent-Based Simulation. By employing
a collaborative modelling approach, domain specific studies
can be carried out by the expert teams in a holistic manner
without compromising the fidelity of the other domains.

Agent-Based Modelling was chosen for this integration due
to its effectiveness in modelling each stakeholder or entity
involved in UAM and the interactions between them as they
may occur in a real-life scenario. Through Agent-Based
Modelling, the knowledge available to each entity can be
modelled through only passing the data that is required/
what would be available to the entity as defined in a concept
of operations. This property also makes it suitable to model
the On-Demand operations as the foreknowledge of the
prospective passenger demand cannot be assumed, which
may be more challenging to accomplish through analytical
models. Critically, Agent-Based Modelling can be used to
model the behavior and decision logic of each stakeholder
as independent agents, as they would act in a given
scenario. Moreover, Agent-Based Modelling also enables a
visual representation of the UAM network which would
allow for a better understanding of the operations of the
network in addition to the data generated by the simulation.
For these reasons, an Agent-Based Simulation was chosen
as the backbone upon which all domain tools are
integrated. The Hanseatic City of Hamburg was selected
as a model city because it is one of the most congested
cities in Germany. Furthermore, it is home to a large
community of aviation researchers and industry, and it is
pushing innovative aviation concepts.
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FIG 1 Urban Air Mobility as a System of Systems,
retrieved from [11]
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2. METHODOLOGY

Urban Air Mobility can be decomposed into its
stakeholders to gain a better understanding of its
constituent systems and their interactions. The different
stakeholders involved in UAM are considered to be the
Customer/Passenger, Mobility as a Service provider,
Vehicle Operator (and Manufacturer), Vertidrome Operator,
Unmanned-Air Traffic Management Operator (UTM) and
the People & Regulators (as in FIG 2). Their roles are
considered to be as follows:

1. Vehicle Operator:
e Operates a fleet of eVTOL vehicles
e  Seeks to maximize profit through transporting
the greatest number of passengers at minimal
cost
2. UTM & ATM
e Controls unmanned and manned airspace
e Seeks to ensure highest level of safety while
maximizing operational density of the
airspace



3. Vertidrome Operator
e  Operates either one or many Vertidrome(s).
e  Seeks to maximize profit through processing
as many passengers as possible in the
shortest time
4. Passenger
e  Customer of Urban Air Mobility Service
e Wants to get from A to B cheaply and quickly
5. Mobility as a Service Provider (MaaS)
e Operates a platform that
Passengers with Mobility Services
e Wants to maximize people using the platform
through giving the best mobility services
including UAM and connecting ground
transport modes
6. People & Regulators
e Inhabitants, leadership and regulators of the
area within which UAM service is provided
e Wants to ensure safe living environment and
minimize disturbances such as noise and
visual annoyances
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Operator
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Operator

Mobility as
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FIG 2 Urban Air Mobility and its Stakeholders,
retrieved from [15]

2.1. Concept of Operations - CONOPS

The Concept of Operations is developed taking
inspiration from the user experience of the existing On-
Demand ride-sharing services, and the operational
requirements from the commercial aviation services and is
presented in FIG 3. For UAM to be successful it is
envisioned that the Customer interfaces with a singular
application/website (MaaS provider), which seamlessly
integrates all the aviation service providers and the ground
transport options [16], to request travel options and book
the desired itinerary from point A to point B with first and
last mile options considered. As one of the most significant
benefits of UAM is the travel time savings. In order not to
lose the time saved it is critical that a seamless integration
of UAM with the ground transport modes can be achieved.
Once the customer makes the trip request to the Maas, the
MaaS compiles all travel options including ground transport
modes, as well as UAM intermodal options together with the
price of each option. It is considered that the MaaS
communicates with the vehicle operator(s) to find a seat on

a suitable vehicle, who in turn communicates with the UTM
operator to find a suitable 4D trajectory and departure and
arrival slots. The customer, when given the options, can
select a binding transport option from those provided. Once
the passenger selects the binding offer, the information is
passed to the relevant entities and the itinerary is fixed. In
this study, it is assumed that there are no deviations from
the schedule and that everything happens exactly as
planned.

Travel Options Flight Plan
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Customer [ Mass } { Vehicle Operator |
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FIG 3 Booking Process of Trip
2.2. Components of Collaborative Agent-Based
Simulation

The stakeholders of UAM are further broken down into
domains considering the expertise involved. The passenger
is decomposed into the Demand and Mode Choice tools,
representing a subset of potential passengers of UAM and
a decision model on whether UAM or alternative transport
mode is taken respectively. The Vertiport Operator is
decomposed into an air and ground side operations, where
the airside is represented in this work by the Vertiport
Airside Tool. The UTM is represented by the trajectory tool
ensuring conflict free routes. The vehicle operator is
decomposed into several different disciplines, from the
vehicle itself through the Vehicle Design Tool, mission
scheduling through the Vehicle Allocation Tool and the
Mission Planning Tool, and the economic aspects through
the Cost and Revenues Tool. The Agent-Based Simulation
is extended to be able to communicate with the individual
tools, and this extended version is referred to as the “Agent-
Based Simulation Core”.

2.2.1. Agent-Based Simulation Core

The Agent-Based Simulation Core (ABS-C) is the
agent-based simulation environment developed in python
which serves as the backbone for the integration of the
domain-specific tools. The DLR in-house agent-based
simulation [17,15,11] is extended in this work to be able to
communicate with the other tools, prepare inputs, trigger
workflow components, and parse their outputs. The
aforementioned communication is achieved through the
use of Remote Component Environment (RCE) which
allows tool integration and execution as “black boxes”,
further details can be found in Section 2.3. This extended
version of the ABS is referred to as ABS-C in this work. The
ABS-C acts as the coordinator and integrator of each tool
and triggers each module in the right order as defined by
the CONOPS to retrieve the necessary outputs. For each
flight request, the ABS-C communicates with the RCE
workflow, and after getting its final output, models the
customer decision and subsequent flights if any. The ABS-
C acts as the active database, as it simulates each
stakeholder and their activities throughout the day based on
the outputs from the RCE workflow components. In
developing the collaborative simulation, it was decided that
the ABS-C would act as the single source of truth upon



which all domain-specific tools act. This was done to avoid
potential accounting errors which could be introduced when
dealing with multiple, disconnected databases. At the
initialization of the simulation, all air vehicles are distributed
across the vertiports as per the user input, are fully charged,
and are without any scheduled missions. Throughout the
day passengers request and accept flights, flights are
created and assigned, passengers are flown, vertiport slots
and trajectories are occupied. Consequently, any incoming
requests are processed given the exact current state of the
UAM network at the time of the request. The GUI
representation of the Urban Air Mobility Simulation is
depicted in FIG 4, where the considered vertiports in
Hamburg, active flights, and passengers at the vertiports
can be observed.
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FIG 4 Visuaiization of Ufbéh Air Mobility Simulation
(base map retrieved from [18,19])

2.2.2.

The air vehicle which compose the UAM fleet in the
Collaborative Simulation are small, vertical take-off and
landing capable, fully-electric aircraft. A design tool for
vertical take-off and landing aircraft is developed [20] to
provide the designs and performance that can be integrated
into the Agent-Based Simulation. The design tool is capable
of designing vertical take-off and landing aircraft of different
architectures including tiltrotor (as in with FIG 5) a broad
range of top-level aircraft requirements. Special attention is
given here to ensure flexibility of the design tool so that a
wide design space can be explored.

Vehicle Design Tool

FIG 5 A 4 Pax Tiltrotor concept. Credits: DLR

2.2.3.

The Demand Tool defines a large dataset of trips in high
spatial and temporal resolution (FIG 6 and FIG 7) for which
UAM may be a viable option due to the distance between
origin and destination.. This dataset contains detailed
information about each individual trip including location of
origin and destination as well as the time the individual
starts their journey. In order to generate travel requests,
departure and arrival vertiports that are closest to origin and
destination are identified, as well as travel times to them.
This allows to determine the earliest time the person would
reach the origin vertiport which is needed for mission
planning.

Demand Tool

% Vertidrome @ Origin

FIG 6 Spatial distribution of transport demand and
vertiports
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2.2.4. Mode Choice Tool

After the actual departure time, flight duration and UAM
ticket price are provided by ABS-Core, the Mode Choice
Tool first completes the travel chain for the route involving
UAM by accounting for first and last mile travel modes. It
then constructs a complete route with alternative transport
means without the use of UAM. For both complete routes,
the time and costs of each mode including the alternative
transport modes are considered. Then, the Mode Choice
Tool uses a multinomial logit model that uses the total travel
times and travel costs of all alternatives as input and
determines the probability for each transport mode for each
passenger. Based on the calculated probabilities, a random
assignment is made to assign the passenger to one of the
available means of transport. In case the UAM is selected,
the transport offer will be confirmed. In the current version
of the simulation, only car is available as an alternative
mode, but it is planned to consider other modes at a later
stage.



2.2.5.

The Missions Planning Tool (component of ABS-C)
decomposes a travel request into multi-leg missions if the
vehicles in the fleet are unable to perform the direct flight.
In the case of a heterogenous fleet, multiple potential
mission decompositions are performed and vehicle is
searched for each leg. Moreover, for each leg of each
mission, a priority is placed on grouping the passenger on
existing scheduled missions, only where this is not a
possibility, a new mission is requested. Based on the
different route options, a final route is chosen for the
passenger and each leg in the itinerary is confirmed.

2.2.6.

The Vehicle Allocation Tool finds the ideal vehicle from
the fleet when a new mission needs to be scheduled
considering the existing scheduled missions, the location of
the vehicles, available and required energy of the vehicle,
and best match between the estimated number of
passengers for the mission, and the vehicles passenger
capacity. Two separate approaches are available to the
Collaborative Simulation in this regard, one through an
external tool and the other directly integrated in the ABS-C.

2.2.7.

The Vertidrome Airside Tool allocates the next available
and conflict-free take-off and landing time slot for each UAM
request. This requires to keep track of all actual traffic being
processed at each vertidrome inside the UAM network.
Therefore, a detailed knowledge about the traffic flow and
the current airside capacity is necessary. This information
is calculated and provided by the V-Lab simulation which
describes a discrete-event based simulation covering the
airside air and ground operation of a vertidrome and which
was specifically adjusted to fit the system-of-systems
analysis. The full-size V-Lab simulation module is
introduced in [21]. The SoS-tailored V-Lab simulation
provides two different vertidrome layouts including two
different concepts of operation, on the one hand targeting
one-directional independent vehicle traffic flows , and bi-
directional interdependent vehicle traffic flows on the other
hand [22,8]. Furthermore, it considers designated approach
and departure paths for arrival and take-off procedures and
performs the overall simulation of the airside traffic flow. A
high-level workflow of the Vertiport Airside Tool is displayed
in FIG 8.
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FIG 8 High-level workflow of the SoS-tailored V-Lab
simulation (Vertidrome Airside Tool)

2.2.8.

The Trajectories Tool provide a set of trajectories for
each mission, based on the origin and destination
vertidrome as well as the available time slot at the origin. In

Trajectories Tool

order to calculate a conflict-free trajectory, it is necessary to
keep track of all the active or planned missions in the
airspace. Conflicts are resolved by changing the departure
time of the UAM. The calculated trajectories are returned to
the Vertidrome Airside Tool with the corresponding arrival
time to check, which trajectory matches the available time
slot at the destination. The trajectory that satisfies the
conditions is then suggested as a possible route. The
workflow is summarized in FIG 9. Two route management
approaches are defined within the tool, a trajectory-based
approach and a slot-based approach. The two approaches
are visualized for the city of Hamburg in FIG 10. The slot-
based approach considers a fixed route network whereas
the trajectory-based approach considers a free route
network.

Aircraft
characteristics

Calculate x different trajectories

Origin Vertidrome ‘

—— | Check for conflicts with active
Available time slots [l missions

—l I3

Solve conflicts by changing the
departure time for each
calculated trajectory

Deconflicted 4D Trajectories with
arrival time at destination

—
Route network

FIG 9 High-level workflow of the trajectories tool
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FIG 10 Airspace management approaches, slot-based
approach (left) and trajectory-based approach
(right). Retrieved from [23]

2.2.9. Cost and Revenues Tool

The Cost and Revenues Tool sets the base fare and
price per kilometer for UAM based on the revenue obtained
through ticket sales, and the cost of operation of the fleet.
The model considers the fleet size, share of deadhead
(empty) flights, energy consumed by the entire network,
load factor of the flights, and other parameters in its
computations. The ticket price parameters are fine-tuned at
the end of each simulation run based on the data from that
simulation run. As the ticket price and the mode share
achieved by UAM are directly related, the ticket price
parameters have to be computed in an iterative loop
between the Collaborative Simulation and the Cost and
Revenue tool until the ticket price parameters converge.

2.3. Integration of Components

A parallel integration of the tools and the Agent-Based
Simulation is required to be able to closely model the On-
Demand Operations as defined in the CONOPS.
Essentially, the tools are to be triggered in a predefined
order, using the data from the Agent-Based Simulation
Core throughout its runtime i.e. the ABS-C runs in parallel
with the intermittently executed tools. This is as opposed to
executing each tool and the ABS-C in a sequential manner,
one after the other's completion. The developed simulation
is governed by the following logic depicted in FIG 11: the
demand tool provides a set of trips within Hamburg, and the
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times at which they depart from their origin and would arrive
at the origin Vertiport were they to take a UAM flight. The
ABS Core, takes this data as an input, and creates each
passenger request to the model a defined time period
ahead of their potential arrival at the origin vertiport. By
default, this time period is set to 30 minutes, i.e. the
passenger requests a UAM flight 30 minutes prior to when
they would arrive at the vertiport giving them ample time to
make their mode choice selection. This request is
processed by the Mission Planning Tool of the ABS-C,
which assesses whether the request can be allocated to an
already scheduled mission. If this is the case, the Mode
Choice Tool is directly triggered and a mode choice
decision is obtained. If this is not the case, a new mission
must be scheduled, requiring the allocation of the request
to a vehicle in the fleet through the vehicle allocation tool
which considers the scheduled missions, energy needed
and available, and fleet positioning.

"~ FIG 12 RCE Workflow for the integration of the tools into the ABS-C, composing the Collaborative Simulation

Once a vehicle is obtained, the vertiport and airspace tools
are triggered to find a takeoff FATO slot at the origin
vertiport, a trajectory to the destination vertiport, and an
arrival FATO slot. Subsequently, the ABS-C compiles the
information and based on the ticket pricing structure
compiles a total fare and estimated arrival time to the Mode
Choice Tool. Based on the chosen mode, the passenger’s
seat on the flight is fixed. The Vehicle Design Tool provides
the aircraft design and performance at the start of the
simulation for all vehicle concepts used in the study, which
are passed to the tools where needed through the ABS-C.
The Cost and Revenues tool is triggered at the end of an
entire simulation run, to evaluate and assess the best ticket
prices given the history of performed flights.

In order to achieve while still preserving the intellectual
property and tool ownership, an integration using Remote
Component Environment (RCE) [16] is realized. This
approach allows the sharing of tools as “black boxes”
through which data is processed, while achieving the
desired capabilities without the need for code sharing.
Furthermore, using RCE, this tight integration can be
achieved in a distributed network where the tools can be
located across multiple computers based in multiple
locations. The interface between the tools and the ABS-C
is set using a version of Common Parametric Aircraft
Configuration Schema [24], adapted to describe the Urban
Air Mobility network. However, as the tools need to be
triggered during the runtime of the Agent-Based Simulation,
a typical integration of the Agent-Based Simulation within
RCE alongside the other modules would not suffice as a
tool cannot stay active within an RCE workflow and
communicate with other tools at the same time. The desired
behavior is achieved through establishing a link between
the ABS and a block within RCE which can be used to
transfer the inputs and outputs between RCE and the ABS,
this modified version of the ABS is referred to as the ABS-
C in this work. Using this approach, the ABS-C can trigger
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FIG 13 An excerpt of the interface with ABS and Vertiport
and Trajectory Tool

the workflows in RCE during runtime, passing the relevant
inputs and processing the output of each module which in
turn are integrated into the ABS-C. The RCE workflow
connecting the ABS-C and the domain tools through the
PYRCE block is shown in FIG 12. Each domain tool is
placed in its own color group with a description, with
multiple copies of the tool allowing for parallel processing
as detailed in the subsequent section.

The integration of the tools into the ABS-C was achieved
through establishing common interfaces. This was done by
taking CPACS as the basis, and extending it to be able to
describe the UAM system of systems in the fidelity level
required. An excerpt of one such interface is depicted on
FIG 13. The interfaces were defined with as much
commonality as possible, although the flexibility allowed by
having the ABS-C as the common interface with all tools
meant it was not a requirement.

One major change was made to the overall integration of
components to improve the runtime of the simulation: the
grouped execution of flight requests. During the
development process of the collaborative simulation, it was
identified that the computational resources of the tool hosts
were not under full utilization during the execution of the
Collaborative Simulation with only one tool instance active.

Furthermore, a non-insignificant portion of the overall tool
execution time was devoted to the transferring of data
between tool hosts and the start-up of tools. Most
commonly, RCE workflows are exploited for
computationally heavy tools with relatively low iterations
needed. In this case however, the computational effort
demanded by each tool was minimal however the number
of iterations were exceedingly high in the order of
thousands, as each passenger request has to be processed
through the RCE workflow. As a consequence, this meant
that a significant amount of time was dedicated to the
transmission of data from one tool to the other over the
network. The change implemented by grouping the
requests, alleviated both of the aforementioned issues. The
logic of the simulation was modified such that the flight
requests can be grouped together within a user defined
interval and processed at the same time. In order to ensure
compatibility with all tools, serial and parallel processing of
these grouped requests were implemented. In particular,
the vehicle allocation and vertiport and trajectory tools
required parallel triggering of the tools for each of the
grouped requests due to the specific inputs required. Each
flight request in the grouped requests queue is parallelly
executed in one of the multiple tool instances in the
workflow (see FIG 12). This ensures a higher utilization of
the resources available to the tool host, and reduces the
time needed for processing the requests by up to the
number of tool instances available. For the mode choice
tool, serial processing of the grouped requests was
implemented, meaning several requests are input to the
tool at a time. This reduces the time spent in transferring
data and starting up the tools, by reducing the number of
times these actions are performed. For the computational
resources used in this project, 8 parallel instances of the
vertiport and trajectory tool could be realized. However, it is
noteworthy to mention that the exact performance
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improvement achieved is also related to the temporal
distribution of flight requests, and the grouping interval
used.

System of systems simulation problems are highly
complex, due to the many stakeholders involved and the
interactions between these stakeholders. Therefore, a clear
dissemination method is needed. Towards this goal: the
modified XDSM diagram System of Systems Simulation
Design Structure Matrix [15] is presented for the
Collaborative Simulation in FIG 14 which clearly states the
stakeholders considered, the processes and interactions
between them, and the assumptions taken for each
stakeholder.

3. DISCUSSION AND RESULTS

A study is setup in Hamburg to demonstrate a proof-of-
concept of the collaborative simulation. A fleet of 30
vehicles of Tiltrotor Architecture (see FIG 5) with a capacity
of 3 passengers and a pilot are distributed across 20
Vertiport locations as defined in FIG 4, and a ticket price of
2 EUR/km is considered. The slot-based approach for
airspace management is applied, as depicted in FIG 10.
The demand dataset used is as visualized in FIG 6 and FIG
7.

In this work, results are generated for the Hamburg use
case over a 4-hour period with several of the modules
active within the agent-based simulation, specifically the
Vehicle Design Tool, Vertidrome and Trajectory Tools,
Mode Choice and the Demand Tools. The Cost and
Revenues Tool were not executed in this study, due to the
limited window of runtime used, and the Vehicle Allocation
Tool was also omitted in this run, in favour of the vehicle
allocation algorithm onboard the ABS-C for simplification
purposes. In this study, the tools most active within the
workflow and without an alternative were included to be
able to assess and demonstrate the proof of concept of the
collaborative simulation. Future publications will address
comparative scenario analyses and sensitivity analyses of
the domain-specific parameters.

In order to address the explanatory scope of the
collaborative simulation, the results of the brief 4-hour study
will be explored. The results are exemplary, and further in-
depth investigations are required to make any conclusions
with regards to its findings. In the 4-hour window of the
study, a total of 1239 flight requests were processed, of
which 43 took UAM indicating a 3.4% mode share. The use
of the slot-based approach means that longer distances are
travelled than the direct point to point distance as with the
trajectory-based approach. As the ticket prices are
computed based on the actual distance travelled, the slot-
based approach indicates higher relative ticket prices
according to the assumptions used in this study, which may
consequently lead to lower mode share. The mode share of
UAM throughout the study period is shown in FIG 15. The
distribution of the passengers who chose UAM onto flights
and the induced deadhead flights are depicted in FIG 16.
It can be observed that the number of flights does not scale
proportionally with the passenger, as multiple passengers
can be grouped onto the same flight if the conditions are
satisfied. The figure also denotes the deadhead flights,
which are the non-revenue repositioning flights, required to
fulfil the demand when an aircraft is not available at the
origin vertiport. These results are of interest to the Vehicle
Operator stakeholder. An insight relevant to the UTM
stakeholder is given in FIG 17, on the number of aircraft in
the airspace at any given time. Such a view can help in

understanding whether the airspace is in full utilization, and
at which value this is reached.

Histogram of all flight requests and UAM passengers
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FIG 15 All flight requests and passengers taking UAM with
time

Histogram of mission departure times by Mission type
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FIG 16 Passenger and flight times throughout the day
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FIG 17 Number of active in the airspace by time

Histogram of Mission Ranges by Mission type
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FIG 18 Distribution of missions by their range

An insight on ranges of flights for which people are opting
for UAM is given in FIG 18. This can be a useful insight for
the vehicle operator or designer, and also helps to get a
better understanding of the internal functioning of the UAM
SoS. Further insights can be derived from the perspective
of the passenger, vertiport management, and others. The
results presented in this work, are not meant to be
conclusive or decisive but rather demonstrating the proof-
of-concept of the collaborative simulation. In future work, by



evaluating several complete scenarios, deeper insights
could be drawn into the UAM network.

4. OPPORTUNITIES AND CHALLENGES

The collaborative  simulation  presents  many
opportunities for future research. The integration of the
domain-specific modules into a SoS simulation enables a
broader scope of evaluation. The domain specific studies
can be performed and evaluated considering not only its
impacts on that specific domain, but also on other domains
and the overall SoS. Moreover, as any of the variables
within the simulation can be varied, such as vertiport
number and placement, separation distances enforced by
air traffic management, time taken to clear the FATO area,
the uncertainty associated with these domain specific
variables can be assessed and better understood with
respect to their impact on the overall SoS.

In addition to the evaluation of the impact of domain
specific variables on the overall system, complete
scenarios can be assessed as well. As an example, low
maturity UAM scenario can be compared against a high
maturity UAM scenarios in terms of the desired metrics
such as mode share achieved, air space occupancy etc.

On the topic of evaluation metrics, in SoS problems it is
desirable to evaluate the SoS from the perspectives of each
major stakeholder. This is done through definition of key
performance indicators (KPIs) at each stakeholder level,
which can then be measured based on the specific SoS.
The individual stakeholder KPIs could then be merged into
a singular KPI by using metrics to evaluate the importance
of each stakeholder in the SoS. The Collaborative
Simulation can support this as it models the stakeholders
and their actions and can collect the relevant data at each
stakeholder level to compute their KPIs, and subsequently
a singular KPI is so desired.

Another research opportunity is the optimization of the
SoS and the constituent systems and domains. The large
SoS design space can be explored with the developed
collaborative simulation, with the potential for optimization
based on a set of criteria and constraints.

The collaborative simulation was developed to simulate
nominal conditions, i.e. all constituent systems operate as
planned and there are no deviations from the plan. While
the nominal conditions are sufficient for addressing many
research questions, the off-nominal conditions can open
additional avenues of research. As Urban Air Mobility
requires operation over inhabited areas at a fast space over
densely congested airspace, the investigation of off-
nominal conditions is critical to ensure the design of a safe
and robust SoS constellation. As the Collaborative
Simulation is an Agent-Based Simulation, it is apt for the
introduction of stochastic events to model off-nominal
conditions and approaches to deal with them. In future
work, this field of research can be explored.

When considering the opportunities posed by the
collaborative simulation, it is pertinent to keep in mind the
challenges associated with it as well. Due to the high
degree of collaboration to achieve this, implementing
certain changes especially those affecting the interfaces
and the logic behind it, can require more effort than a
standalone development. In the same way, the execution of
studies requires all participating tools to be reliably online
for the duration of the run which can exceed half a day. This
can often not be the case, and can be a challenge to
resolve, more so when the tools are geographically
distributed as in the case of the Collaborative Simulation.

Another challenge associated with this distributed approach
is the commonly faced issue of debugging. In any software
development project, a non-insignificant time contribution
goes toward debugging and bug fixing. The time required
to debug the collaborative simulation was significantly
higher in part due to the nature of collaboration itself and
also due to the no code-sharing approach used. In simple
terms, bugs can be harder to find when there are more
places they could hide in, especially if some of those places
are out of sight and reach. At the same time, achieving
collaboration without code-sharing is also one of the biggest
advantages of this approach, as it ensures the competency
is maintained where it was generated. Needless to say, this
work is not the only work utilizing RCE workflows to perform
studies. However, the unique aspect of this work is due to
the integration of the workflow into the Agent-Based
Simulation, which provides several benefits but is also the
root of many of the challenges faced. As aforementioned,
the agent-based simulation acts as the orchestrator,
integrator and database for the workflow. This means that
a failed workflow execution due to tool unavailability or
memory issues, cannot be continued from the failed point
and has to be restarted from the same point to ensure
consistent and meaningful results. In other words: the
simulation is sensitive to its starting point. This coupled with
the long runtime and geographical distribution of the tools,
can make for a considerable challenge. However, it is of
utmost importance to note that many of these issues faced
in this work are due to the novel approach taken, and
several of the challenges have already been alleviated, and
the rest could be entirely solved as the approach is
matured.

Overall, the opportunities opened up by this work
outweigh the challenges faced, of which many could be
resolved. Further efforts can be made to completely resolve
the remaining challenges and ensure the ease of
exploitation. In this work, the authors were able to
demonstrate the proof of concept of the Collaborative
Simulation approach taken, and show some of its merits
and challenges. The scope for future work is broad, and can
take the perspective of any of the individual domains
involved in the work, but also most interestingly, the holistic
perspective of the UAM network. UAM SoS is shrouded
with large degrees of uncertainties and unknowns, such a
Collaborative Simulation can aid in the reduction of those
uncertainties and unknowns, through integration and
assessment of the large body of research in each of the
constituting domains of the UAM SoS.
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