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ABSTRACT

The ongoing connection and automation of vehicles leads
to a closer interaction of the individual vehicle compo-
nents, which demands for consideration throughout the
entire development process. In the design phase, this
is achieved through co-simulation of component mod-
els. However, complex co-simulation environments are
rarely (re-)used in the verification and validation phases,
in which mixed real-virtual prototypes (e.g. Hardware-
in-the-Loop) are already available. One reason for this
are coupling errors such as time-delays, which inevitably
occur in co-simulation of virtual and real-time systems,
and which influence system behavior in an unknown and
generally detrimental way. This contribution introduces
a novel, adaptive method to compensate for constant
time-delays in potentially highly nonlinear, spatially dis-
tributed mixed real-virtual prototypes, using small feed-
forward neural networks. Their optimal initialization
with respect to defined frequency domain features results
from a-priori frequency domain analysis of the entire cou-
pled system, including coupling faults and compensation
methods. A linear and a nonlinear example demonstrate
the method and emphasize its suitability for nonlinear sys-
tems due to online training and adaptation. As the com-
pensation method requires knowledge only of the band-
widths, the proposed method is applicable to distributed
mixed real-virtual prototypes in general.

INTRODUCTION

Current trends in the automotive sector like connected
and autonomous driving functions are leading to a closer
coupling of different vehicle domains. This is for example
the case in the development of an emergency brake assis-
tants through the interaction of longitudinal control and
brake management. In order to enable a time- and cost-
efficient development of such cross-domain vehicle func-
tions, the interactions of the domains must be considered
at an early stage of the development process. Simula-
tion experts interconnect the different simulation mod-
els, by coupling various tools using the methods of co-

simulation [9]. This way complex cross-domain model-
in-loop (MiL) co-simulations are implemented. Since
the modeling and integration effort to set up such co-
simulations is high, the demand is coming up to use the
same co-simulation environment not only during the de-
sign phase, but also in the verification and validation
phase of the development process. In those phases, first
components of the vehicle are available as real hard-
ware on test benches. Coupled to the existing MiL co-
simulation, detailed mixed real-virtual prototypes are re-
alized to test the hardware or software in open context un-
der realistic (e.g. traffic) conditions. But, due to the real-
time requirement, couplings between simulation models
and hardware (HiL) always come with coupling faults
(e.g. time-delay or measurement noise). If, in addition,
the unchanged models from the MiL co-simulation are to
be used, the coupling faults even increase, since the mod-
els can generally not be compiled on a real-time operating
system, but run on a standardWindows PC. Furthermore,
there are use cases for cross-company collaboration using
mixed real-virtual prototypes, since the complexity of the
systems is increasing and their handling requires a wide
range of different competencies, which most companies
do not have in house. The additional distance between
the coupled systems in those use cases further increases
the coupling faults and their negative effect on the overall
coupled system.

This contribution addresses the time-delays in distributed
mixed real-virtual prototypes, by proposing a novel, adap-
tive compensation method combined with a detailed anal-
ysis of the dynamic effects a simulator distribution has
on the overall system. After covering related work from
the fields of distributed mixed real-virtual prototypes and
coupling fault compensation, the compensation method
based on a feedforward neural network is presented. The
results of the following analysis of the overall system in
frequency domain are then used for an optimal compen-
sation method design. Finally, the applicability of the
methodology on a nonlinear example is shown.

RELATED WORK

Recently the development of mixed real-virtual proto-
types in the automotive sector gained some momentum
through the release of the Distributed Co-Simulation Pro-
tocol (DCP) [12]. The DCP is designed to standardize the
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coupling of real-time or non real-time simulators and thus
reducing the integration effort of spatially distributed pro-
totypes.

In literature many examples for the transition from vir-
tual to real testing using mixed real-virtual prototypes
can be found. A toolchain for a seamless transition from
a MiL co-simulation to heterogeneous HiL testing is pre-
sented [11]. Using this toolchain, an engine test bench
is coupled to real-time vehicle dynamics and environment
models. Mixed real-virtual prototypes can also be used to
incorporate the driver in the testing process, e.g. by in-
vestigating the interaction between humans and an auto-
matic transmission in a driving simulator [15]. Since test
benches usually do not stand side by side, it is reasonable
to use the internet when coupling them. Examples for
mixed real-virtual prototype coupled via the internet can
be found in [7] and [16]. In [2] additionally the DCP is
used for the integration.

In all mentioned examples, the focus is on implement-
ing the coupling itself. Coupling faults as delays and
dropouts, specified in [16], are known but the use of com-
pensation methods is not yet widespread. In the sci-
entific fields of telerobotics [13] and networked control
systems [1] many methods are developed to compensate
for these coupling faults, but the compensation is imple-
mented in the controls themselves. For mixed real-virtual
prototypes, however, the physical models should not be
modified, which is why the compensation must be im-
plemented in the coupling signals [17]. In [18] a model-
based-coupling method is presented which is meant for
the usage for mixed real-virtual prototypes and is tested
on an engine test bench. The parameters of two second
order linear systems are identified online to compensate
for the delay. A linear fourth order FIR filter is intro-
duced in [17]. Together with a recursive least squares
algorithm as identification method, the filter is designed
to cope with communication time delays, data-losses and
noisy measurements.

However, there is no compensation method capable of rep-
resenting nonlinear signal behavior. In addition, the influ-
ence of the compensation on the overall system should be
predictable and verifiable and its parameterization should
ideally be based on the dynamics of the coupled system
itself.

COMPENSATION METHOD

This paper considers the coupling process between two
distributively coupled systems (e.g. vehicle components)
“A” and “B”, at least one of which is a real-time system.
The communication or macro step size ∆T is the constant
rate at which data is exchanged between the two systems.
The coupling faults that occur in a distributed coupling
of mixed real-virtual prototypes are attributable to effects
like communication time-delay, jitter, determinism and
message loss [16]. Since the time-delay is usually the most
dominant fault in a distributed system, the others are
neglected in this paper. This simplifies the faults to a
constant time-delay τ which represents the time between

sending a message from “A” and receiving it at “B” and
vice versa. The macro step size fixes its resolution, it
holds τ = k ·∆T with k ∈ N.

To compensate for the time-delay, an algorithm is needed
which is placed at each input u of each system participat-
ing in the distributed real-time co-simulation. The com-
pensation method extrapolates the delayed input ut−τ to
get a predicted input value ût at time t. In order to make
the method applicable for as many simulation tools and
real-time systems as possible, the extrapolation is signal-
based and only the current as well as past values (and no
derivatives) of the inputs are used for the extrapolation.
Figure 1 gives an overview of the coupled system, the sub-
script of y, u and û stand for the point in time at which
the signal is evaluated.

Sys A
time-delay

Sys B

yt

time-delay

neural network

neural network

ûtut−τ

Figure 1: Overview of the Considered Coupled System

For extrapolation, small feedforward neural networks are
used here. If the activation function of all network nodes
is linear and a vector ~u consisting of p past signal values is
the input to the network, the output of the network reads
as

ût = ~aT~u+ b with ~a =








a1
a2
...
ap







and ~u =








ut−τ

ut−τ−∆T

...
ut−τ−(p−1)∆T







.

(1)
The vector ~a and the scalar b are calculated from the
weights of the network. As already stated by [6], this
equals a linear autoregressive model, which is a gen-
eralization of commonly used extrapolation methods in
co-simulation as zero-order-hold (constant extrapolation,
ZOH) and first-order-hold (linear extrapolation, FOH).
The recursive FIR-Filter for time-delay compensation
in [17] is based on the same function.

The main advantage of using a feed forward neural net-
work for the extrapolation is the fact that it can be ex-
tended to represent nonlinear signal behavior, by choosing
a nonlinear activation function in the hidden layer(s). If
Rectified Linear Units (ReLU) or, to prevent parts of the
network from “dying”, leaky ReLUs are chosen as activa-
tion function, the network is enabled to switch between
different configurations of the parameters ~a and b. For ex-
ample, a hidden layer with n neurons with (leaky) ReLU
activation implements n2 different parameter sets of ~a and
b depending on which hidden node is active and which is
not. But between the switching points the network re-
tains its linear behavior from equation (1), which allows
a detailed analysis of the compensation behavior, even in
the nonlinear case. Furthermore, the structure of the neu-
ral network allows using efficient algorithms for the initial
training as well as an online adaption of the weights of the
network.



ANALYSIS OF THE COUPLING PROCESS

The coupling faults influence the behavior of a distributed
mixed real-virtual prototype significantly. It is not un-
likely that an originally stable system gets unstable due
to the coupling and the associated coupling faults. In
order to increase the confidence in mixed real-virtual pro-
totypes by making statements on robustness regarding
the coupling faults, this section aims to analyze the entire
closed-loop system including coupling faults and compen-
sation method in frequency domain. First, the transfer
function of the coupling process including coupling faults
and compensation method is calculated and second it is
shown using an example how this transfer function can
be utilized to analyze the influence of the coupling faults
and of the compensation method on the closed-loop sys-
tem. Furthermore, it is shown in the next section that the
compensation method can be initialized optimally based
on this analysis.
As already mentioned in [3], a detailed analysis of a co-
simulation is also possible in time domain via a multi-rate
approach, but due to the variable step size solvers usually
used for physical models, the analysis would become very
complex. Instead, in this paper, the analysis is carried
out in frequency domain which leads to the following as-
sumptions:

1. All sub-systems, their inputs and their outputs are
assumed to be ideally time continuous. It follows
that the numerical errors made by a solver due to
evaluating the system equations at discrete points in
time are neglected. The measurement error that oc-
curs when reading out values of real-time systems
(e.g. test benches) is also neglected.

2. The macro step size ∆T is constant and small enough
to avoid aliasing in all coupling signals. This is veri-
fied via the Nyquist-Shannon theorem with the con-
dition ω̄∆T << π for the ratio of the maximal band-
width ω̄ of the coupling signal and ∆T [4].

3. The coupling faults are simplified to a constant time-
delay τ (see previous section).

Since all inputs and outputs of the sub-systems are time
continuous, it is reasonable to assume that also the cou-
pling process is a time continuous element which includes
the overall correlation between the continuous output sig-
nal of a sub-system and the continuous input signal of
another sub-system. The coupling process includes two
different effects. On the one hand, the disturbing effects
of sampling and delay due to data exchange and commu-
nication and, on the other hand, the added methods of
compensation and reconstruction to compensate for these
effects. Figure 2 displays an overview of two distributively
coupled systems “A” and “B” and the coupling element.
To enable a closed-loop analysis of the coupled system
in frequency domain, the Laplace transform is applied to
each component separately. The transfer function of the
disturbing effects Gf (s) describes the correlation between
an output signal y(t) and the ideally reconstructed input
us(t) of another sub-system in frequency domain. Hence,

Sys A

sampling time-delay compensation reconstruction

Sys B

samplingtime-delaycompensationreconstruction

y(t) us(t) û(t)

Gp(s)

Gc(s)Gf (s)

Figure 2: Components of the Real-Virtual Prototype

under assumption 2) and 3) holds

U(s) =
1

∆T
· e−sτ

︸ ︷︷ ︸

Gf (s)

·Y (s). (2)

A detailed derivation on why the influence of the sam-
pling can be represented by a scaling with 1

∆T
under these

circumstances can be found in [4]. The authors carry
out the Laplace transformation of a coupling process of
a non-iterative offline co-simulation (without delay and
compensation).
The transfer function Gc(s) represents the frequency do-
main correlation of the ideally reconstructed input us(t)
and the applied input û(t). It holds

Û(s) = Gc(s) · U(s). (3)

Gc(s) is now derived for a feedforward neural network
with linear activation function as compensation and ZOH
as the reconstruction method. Starting point to get Gc(s)
is equation (1) which contains the sampled behavior of the
compensation method under consideration of the constant
time-delay τ . Including the ZOH reconstruction leads to
a piece wise constant function in time domain

û(t) = ~aT~u+ b with n∆T ≤ t < (n+ 1)∆T. (4)

The Laplace transform of û(t) is defined as

L{û(t)}(s) =

∞∑

n=0

w (n+1)∆T

n∆T
û(t)e−s∆Tdt. (5)

The linearity property of the Laplace transform allows a
separate transformation of each summand of û(t). For the
first summand û1(t) = a1 · ut−τ equation (5) simplifies to

L{û1(t)}(s) = Û1(s) =

∞∑

n=0

w (n+1)∆T

n∆T
û1(t)e

−s∆T dt. (6)

Since û1(t) is piece wise constant in, it holds

Û1(s) =

∞∑

n=0

û1(t)
e−sn∆T − e−s(n+1)∆T

s
(7)

= a1
1− e−s∆T

s
︸ ︷︷ ︸

Gc1(s)

∞∑

n=0

ut−τe
−sn∆T

︸ ︷︷ ︸

U1(s)

. (8)

This results in the Laplace transform of the first summand
Gc1(s) of Gc(s), which is equal to a ZOH extrapolation



scaled by a1. The transform for all other summands of
û(t) works accordingly under consideration of an addi-
tional time shift. Therefore it holds

Gc(s) =

p−1
∑

n=0

an+1e
−ns∆T ·

1− e−s∆T

s
+

b

s
e−s∆T (9)

for a compensation taking p past signal values into ac-
count. Finally, using equations (2) and (3), the overall
coupling process in frequency domain Ge(s) can be writ-
ten as

Gp(s) = Gf (s) ·Gc(s) (10)

=

p−1
∑

n=0

an+1e
−(τ+n∆T )s ·

1− e−s∆T

s∆T
+

b

s∆T
e−(τ+∆T )s.

(11)

Remarks:

• The methodology also allows using other methods to
reconstruct the input between macro time steps (e.g.
FOH) by changing equation (4) accordingly [4].

• When using a piece wise linear activation function
in the neural network (e.g. ReLU or leaky ReLU)
the behavior is nonlinear. Of course in this case the
Laplace transform is not valid any more, but since the
network will still maintain a piece wise linear struc-
ture, each linear component can be transformed sep-
arately, to examine the different possibilities of the
transmission behavior of the neural network.

Linear Two-Mass Oscillator

Using the example of a two-mass oscillator, it is shown
how the transfer function of the coupling process Gp(s)
can be used to estimate the overall system behavior of a
distributively coupled system. Here, this is done purely
in simulation with synthetic coupling faults between the
sub-systems.
Two via spring and damper connected models of single
mass oscillators form the two-mass oscillator as can be
seen in figure 3. At the dashed line, the oscillator is di-

m1 m2

c1 cc c2

d1 dc d2

x1 x2

Figure 3: Linear Two-Mass Oscillator

vided into two sub-models each containing one mass. The
models are coupled using the so called force/displacement
coupling [14] approach, where one model calculates the
coupling force and receives position and velocity of the
mass of the other model. Table 1 contains the parame-
ters of the slightly damped coupled system.
A Laplace transform of the system equations of the two
single mass oscillators [14] yields their transfer functions

Table 1: Parameters of the Two-Mass Oscillator (SI)

Parameter Value

m1,m2 100, 1

c1, c2, cc 10

d1, d2, dc 0.01

Gmass1(s) and Gmass2(s). Together with the transfer
function of the coupling process Gp(s) the coupled sys-
tem can be interpreted as a control circuit, which allows
stability analysis with Bode and Nyquist plots. Figure 4
sketches the idea.

Gp(s) Gmass1 Gp(s) Gmass2

Figure 4: Interpretation of the System as Control
Circuit.

In order to determine Gp(s) explicitly, numerical values
must be assigned to the parameters of the distributed
simulation and the compensation method. The macro
step size is set to ∆T = 0.001s and the delay per coupling
direction to τ = 0.003s. The resulting round-trip-time of
RTT = 0.006s is much lower than e.g. in a coupling
via the internet, but since the two-mass oscillator is a
strongly coupled system, even this short round-trip-time
has an effect on the system behavior.
The neural network which is used for compensating the
delay is implemented in Python using the Keras pack-
age [5]. The size of the network and especially the number
of inputs (considered past signal values) is a trade-off be-
tween computation resources needed and the capability of
the network to represent nonlinear signal behavior. With
a linear activation function of course, the capability of the
network does not increase with the number of neurons [6],
but for the time-delay compensation of a nonlinear signal
a single neuron is not sufficient. The chosen network size
of four input neurons, two hidden neurons and one output
neuron is the smallest, which gives good results also for
nonlinear signals (see nonlinear example).
For this example, the weights of the network are obtained
by training the network before simulation on a self-created
data set which is based on simulation results of the two-
mass oscillator with different initial conditions (without
faults). Since this is cumbersome, section presents how
the information from the analysis shown here can be used
to optimally parameterize the network in advance without
training. After the training the parameters (equation (1))
calculated from the weights of the network read as

~a =







2.4748
−0.6470
−0.1664
−0.6664






, b = 0. (12)

Thus, the coupling process including compensation for
this example can be determined by equation (11). Multi-



plying the transfer functions, as shown in figure 4, results
in the open-loop transfer function representation of the
overall distributively coupled system

Gsys(s) = Gmass2(s) ·Gp(s) ·Gmass1(s) ·Gp(s). (13)

Figure 5 shows the open loop Bode plot of Gsys(s).
The blue curve is the reference without coupling effects
(Gp(s) = 1), red curve is with included faults and triv-
ial (ZOH) compensation and the yellow curve is with in-
cluded faults and neural network compensation. First of
all, the two resonance frequencies of the two-mass oscil-
lator are clearly visible and, more importantly, they do
not change by adding faults or the compensation method.
This means the qualitative system behavior stays the
same. The Bode plot is also useful to verify, that the
frequency bandwidth of the system (areas with high fre-
quency amplification) is below 6rad/s and therefore small
enough to avoid aliasing (assumption 2). It is further ob-
served, that the magnitude for high frequencies is larger
when the compensation method is included in the con-
trol circuit. However, this amplification is not critical,
since the two-mass oscillator itself dampens very strongly
in this frequency range. In the bode phase diagram a
rapidly decreasing phase for high frequencies is visible,
which is typical for systems with delays. It is notice-
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Figure 5: Bode Plot of Gsys(s)

able that without compensation the phase deviates away
from the reference within the bandwidth, whereas with
compensation the phase follows the reference in a larger
frequency range.
How this affects stability can be investigated using the
Nyquist plot in figure 6. A close look at the area around
the critical point Pc = (−1, 0j) reveals a deviation of the
Nyquist locus in the case without compensation. The en-
circlement of the Nyquist locus around the critical point is
different from the reference when the faults are introduced
and changes back to the reference when the compensation
is added (Nyquist Stability Criterion). This behavior is
confirmed with simulation results: The system with faults
is unstable without the compensation and can be stabi-
lized by adding the compensation method. The reference

system is of course stable, since a two-mass oscillator is a
mechanically stable system.
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Figure 6: Enlargement of Nyquist Plot of Gsys(s) with a
pre-trained Neural Network as Compensation Method

This section revealed two important things: Firstly, an
analysis of the overall system behavior of a distributed
real-virtual prototypes in the frequency domain is possi-
ble. This allows, for example, to check in advance whether
a system can be stabilized under a certain time-delay with
a certain compensation and reconstruction method. Of
course these statements are subject to some simplifica-
tions and assumptions and can therefore not be trans-
ferred one-to-one to reality, but the basic system behavior
under certain coupling errors can be demonstrated with
this analysis approach. Secondly, it is shown that the
trained neural network is able to compensate for the cou-
pling faults.

DESIGN OF THE COMPENSATION METHOD

The idea is to use the analysis method from the last sec-
tion not only for checking the system behavior under the
influence of delays and a compensation method, but also
for an optimal design of the compensation method itself.
This eliminates the need for training the neural network
in beforehand.
The compensation method is very flexible due to the pa-
rameters ~a and b. Therefore, requirements for the be-
havior of the compensation in the frequency domain are
made first, before on that basis an optimization problem
is defined, by whose solution the optimal parameters are
found. Since the compensation depends strongly on the
configuration and properties of the coupled systems, the
requirements are defined for the transfer function of the
overall coupling process Gp(s,~a, b).
The parameters ~a and b must be chosen such that

•

∑

p ap+b = 1, which leads to limw→0 Gp(s = jω) = 1
and thus a correct extrapolation of constant signals.

• the magnitude of Gp(s) within the bandwidth of the
coupled system is neutral (|Gp(jω)| = 1).

• the phase shift of Gp(s) within the bandwidth of the
coupled system is neutral (∠Gp(jω) = 0◦).

• outside the bandwidth frequencies of the coupled sys-
tem, the combined magnitude of all coupling pro-



cesses Gp(s) does not increase faster than the magni-
tude of the coupled system decreases. This guaran-
tees that additional amplifications of Gsys(s), which
are introduced by Gp(s), will be damped by the dy-
namics of the coupled system itself.

The second and third requirement ensure the compensa-
tion of the coupling faults in frequency ranges where the
coupled system is dynamically active.
All requirements are weighted and combined into a sin-
gle objective function, but a multi-criteria optimization
would also be possible. The combined objective function
of the optimization problem with s = jω reads as

J(a, b) = αJa + βJp + γJr, with (14)

Ja =
w ωbw,max

ωbw,min

1− |Gp(jω)|

ωbw,max − ωbw,min

dω (15)

Jp =
w ωbw,max

ωbw,min

∠Gp(jω)

ωbw,max − ωbw,min

dω (16)

Jr =
w ωbw,min

0
max (|Gp(jω), 1)dω − ωbw,min (17)

+
w 2π

∆T

ωbw,max

max

(

|Gp(jω)| −

(
ω

ωbw,max

)v

, 0

)

dω.

(18)

The bandwidth frequencies of the coupled system are
within the interval [ωbw,min, ωbw,max] and the remaining
frequencies (up to the sampling frequency) in [0, ωbw,min)
and (ωbw,max,

2π
∆T

]. The optimization problem results in

min
a,b

J(a, b) such that
∑

p

ap + b = 1. (19)

Remarks:

1. It shall apply γ >> α, β, to ensure that the coupling
process stays inside the magnitude boundary for fre-
quencies outside the bandwidth frequencies. Further-
more holds α = 100β to punish a phase difference of
1◦ equally as a magnitude error of 1% [4].

2. Parameter v depends on the relative degree r of the
coupled system. It holds v = 1

2r
3. The calculation of the objective function is possible

with very little system information. Transfer func-
tions of the coupled subsystems are not necessary.
The bandwidth of the coupling signals could instead
be estimated by Fourier transformations of the cou-
pling signals and the relative degree can be set con-
servatively to one in case of doubt.

The bandwidth of the two mass oscillator is in the range
[1 rad

s
, 6 rad

s
] and the relative degree is r = 2. Thus, the

numerically found solution of equation (19) is

~aopt =







6.5103
−1.5509
−9.9296
5.9702






, bopt = 0. (20)

Figure 7 and 8 show the bode plot and the enlarged
nyquist plot with the neural network compensation, ini-
tialized with the optimized ~aopt and bopt. Similar results

as in the trained version of the neural network are ob-
tained. The deviation of the nyquist curve between the
reference and the compensated version is even smaller
than with the trained neural network.
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Figure 7: Bode Plot of Gsys with an Optimally
Initialized Neural Network as Compensation
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Figure 8: Enlargement of Nyquist Plot of Gsys with an
Optimally Initialized Neural Network as Compensation

NONLINEAR EXAMPLE

In the last section, an optimal time-delay compensation of
the form of equation (1) was designed on the basis of very
little system information. Now the question arises why
neural networks should be used as compensation method
at all, since they are more complex to calculate and imple-
ment than equation (1) (and with linear activation func-
tion they behave exactly alike). The advantages of the
neural network is that it can be adapted online by train-
ing in parallel and is also capable of represent nonlinear
signal behavior.
To show this, a nonlinearity extends the two-mass oscil-
lator system from figure 3. A mechanical stop prevents
the first mass from positioning beyond x1,stop = −0.1m.
This is implemented by reversing the velocity of the first
mass v′ = −e · v at x1,stop [8]. The coefficient of resti-



tution is e = 0.7, which leads to a partly inelastic col-
lision. For x1 > x1,stop the system behaves linear and
corresponds exactly to the two-mass oscillator from sec-
tion (all system parameters are identical), whereby the
optimized compensation parameters from equation (20)
are also optimal in the nonlinear system.

Figure 9 shows simulation results with the nonlinear two-
mass oscillator. The oscillation starts from the initial con-
dition x1,0 = x2,0 = 1 and no external forces act on the
system. The bouncing of the first mass is visible and all
curves lie on top of each other, which means that the cou-
pling faults have no significant effect on x1 during the first
50s of the simulation.
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Figure 9: Position of the First Mass for t ∈ [0s, 50s]

Figure 10, which shows the same simulations 400s later,
reveals a large deviation of the simulation results and also
different convergence properties of the coupled system.
The slight damping reduces the oscillation amplitude of
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Figure 10: Position of the First Mass for t ∈ [450s, 500s]

x1 in each period in the reference simulation as well as
in the simulation with faults and compensation. In the
end all the energy will be dissipated and the system will
end up in its equilibrium. In the simulation with faults
and without compensation, the oscillation amplitude of
x1 stays at 0.1m and the mass hits the mechanical stop
in each period. The energy fed into the system each pe-
riod due to the instability caused by the faults (figure 6)
is dissipated by the partly elastic collision with the me-
chanical stop.

Figure 11 shows, however, the problem of the compensa-
tion method designed on the linear system. The velocity
reversal at the mechanical stop causes jumps in the cou-
pling signal ẋ1, which leads to an overshoot by factor
a1,opt = 6.5103 of the compensation. In this particular
case, the large compensation errors at the jumps do not
effect the overall system behavior significantly (system is
still stable, see figure 10), but in general such large errors
should be avoided.
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Figure 11: Velocity of the First Mass with Linear Neural
Network as Compensation

Here the advantages of the neural network can be fully
utilized. Instead of a linear activation function, leaky Re-
LUs are now used in the two neurons of the hidden layer,
which enables the network to switch between four differ-
ent behaviors. The network is initialized the same way as
the linear neural network from the previous example, but
is now adapted during the simulation. The online training
is performed in parallel in an external process, in order
not to influence the computation time of the compensa-
tion. For this purpose, the values of the sampled coupling
signal are stored during the simulation and sent to the
training process together with the current configuration
of the neural network. There, training data is created
from the data points. Each training sample consist of an
input vector ~x with p consecutive data points and a re-
sponse y, which contains the data point k = τ

∆T
steps

after the latest value of the input vector. The neural net-
work from the compensation process is then duplicated
and optimized in the training process, to minimize the
cost

C(w) =
1

N

N∑

i=1

L(f(xi, yi, w)) (21)

for N training samples. The function f stands for the
neural network with the weights w. The loss function
L implements the mean-squared-error algorithm and the
optimizer Adam [10], a gradient-descent algorithm with
adaptive learning rate, solves the optimization problem.
Once the optimization is complete, the updated weights
are sent to the compensation process, where the neural
network is updated. This online adaption process can be
repeated several times during a simulation.
Figure 12 shows the simulation results of ẋ1 again, but
this time the online training was active. After the first



jump at 4.5s, the first online training cycle starts and fin-
ishes a few seconds later. This way, the network is able
to switch its behavior at the second jump and the pre-
dicted signal does not overshoot anymore. If the simula-
tion would now be carried out using the adapted neural
network as compensation method right from the start,
also no overshoot would occur at the first jump.
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Figure 12: Velocity of the First Mass with Nonlinear and
Online Adapting Neural Network as Compensation

CONCLUSION AND FUTURE WORK

Current trends in the automotive sector require dis-
tributed mixed real-virtual test approaches. In this work
a feedforward neural network is used as a generalized com-
pensation method for the coupling faults (constant time-
delay) of mixed real-virtual prototypes. In order to be
able to make statements in advance on how the com-
pensation method will behave in a spatially distributed
co-simulation, an analysis method in frequency domain
is proposed that describes the overall coupling process.
Even with very little information on the coupled subsys-
tems, it is possible to use the analysis to determine the
parameters of the neural network via optimization in such
a way that the coupling faults are compensated optimally.
Furthermore, it is shown that the neural network based
compensation is also able to adapt to nonlinear signal be-
havior using an online learning strategy.

Future work will on the one hand focus on the consider-
ation of different fault effects to be able to analyze the
coupling process in a more realistic way. On the other
hand the entire methodology will be tested on a real, in-
dustrial test bench coupled to a MiL simulation.
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