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ABSTRACT This research introduces a novel approach for achieving semantic interoperability in digital
twins and assisting the creation of Asset Administration Shell (AAS) as digital twin model within the context
of Industry 4.0. The foundational idea of our research is that the communication based on semantics and the
generation of meaningful textual data are directly linked, and we posit that these processes are equivalent if
the exchanged information can be serialized in text form. Based on this, we construct a ‘‘semantic node’’ data
structure in our research to capture the semantic essence of textual data. Then, a system powered by large
language models is designed and implemented to process the ‘‘semantic node’’ and generate standardized
digital twinmodels (AAS instancemodels in the context of Industry 4.0) from raw textual data collected from
datasheets describing technical assets. Our evaluation demonstrates an effective generation rate of 62-79%,
indicating a substantial proportion of the information from the source text can be translated error-free to
the target digital twin instance model with the generative capability of large language models. This result
has a direct application in the context of Industry 4.0, and the designed system is implemented as a data
model generation tool for reducing the manual effort in creating AAS model by automatically translating
unstructured textual data into a standardized AAS model. The generated AAS model can be integrated
into AAS-compliant digital twin software for seamless information exchange and communication. In our
evaluation, a comparative analysis of different LLMs and an in-depth ablation study of Retrieval-Augmented
Generation (RAG) mechanisms provide insights into the effectiveness of LLM systems for interpreting
technical concepts and translating data. Our findings emphasize LLMs’ capability to automate AAS instance
creation and contribute to the broader field of semantic interoperability for digital twins in industrial
applications. The prototype implementation and evaluation results are presented on our GitHub Repository:
https://github.com/YuchenXia/AASbyLLM.

INDEX TERMS Asset administration shell, large language model, semantic interoperability, digital twin,
industry 4.0, generative AI, retrieval-augmented generation.

I. INTRODUCTION
In a digital twin system, different system parts may represent
entities and model data in different ways. These variations
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can cause interoperability issues, as data exchanged between
different parts of the system may not be compatible due to
mismatches in modeling and interface specifications. Conse-
quently, communication becomes impossible without a com-
mon understanding of data. Typically, resolving this issue
involves mapping data points between the various system
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parts. This mapping process often becomes impractically
complex due to its nature of handling combinatorial complex-
ity of O(C(n,2)), approximately O(n2), where ‘n’ represents
the different modeling methods.

Industry 4.0 adopts a standardization approach to address
this interoperability issue. In this context, the Asset Admin-
istration Shell (AAS) [1] is a key concept designed to enable
seamless interoperability within a digitalized manufacturing
environment. AAS provides a standardized method for mod-
eling information and interfaces associated with a physical
asset, such as a machine, a component, or a product. If all
digital twin models conform to the standardized AAS spec-
ifications, seamless communication and data exchange can
be facilitated. This standardization simplifies the communi-
cation process, reducing its complexity to a linear scale, O(n),
where each model and communication protocol aligns with
Industry 4.0 standards [1]

Participants and users within Industry 4.0 often possess
vast amounts of data. However, transforming company-
specific data into the standardized Asset Administration
Shell (AAS) format and manually creating AAS instance
models remains a challenging and labor-intensive pro-
cess. To improve the cost-benefit ratio and encourage
broader adoption of the AAS technology stack, it is essen-
tial to develop new solutions for automated AAS model
creation [2]. Researchers advocate in [3], [4], [5] for
the development of new solutions for automated AAS
creation based on available heterogeneous engineering
information, and [6] poses scientific inquiries regarding
how LLMs can be utilized in digital twin engineer-
ing. Automating the translation process—from existing
vendor-specific information models to standardized AAS
models—presents a viable and promising solution to enable
interoperability in digital twins with lower costs [3], [4],
[5], [6]

A. KEY FOUNDATIONAL CONCEPTS FOR THE SOLUTION
To handle these problems, we focus on three essential con-
ceptual building blocks: textual data serialization, semantics
interpretation, and large language models.

Textual data serialization: digital twins’ data can typi-
cally be converted into textual formats, such as code, struc-
tured data exchange files, or plain natural language text. This
conversion into text makes it technically feasible to use Large
Language Models (LLMs) for processing information within
digital twins.

Semantic interpretation: the primary focus in infor-
mation processing and utilization should be based on
the meaning conveyed by the data, rather than the raw
data itself. Systems can communicate effectively when the
data communicated is clearly defined and disambiguously
interpreted.

Large language models: they are pre-trained to acquire
the knowledge patterns to process the conceptual meaning
of text. This semantic interpretation capability is evidenced

by studies of their internal neuron structures and behaviors
[7], [8].
The combination of these three conceptual building blocks

suggests that if LLMs can offer capabilities for seman-
tic interpretation, then the information in digital twins can
be seamlessly utilized on a semantic level, overcoming
challenges such as raw form differences, modeling format
misalignments, or vocabulary discrepancies. Reducing these
barriers will enhance the interoperability of technical sys-
tems, achieving what is referred to as ‘‘semantic interoper-
ability’’, where systems exchange information and operate
based on the meaning of the data. Consequently, this will
lead to the development of a translation mechanism that
streamlines digital information flows in technical information
systems.

B. APPLY LLM TO GENERATE DIGITAL TWIN MODELS IN
THE CONTEXT OF INDUSTRY 4.0
Figure 1 articulates the key concepts and the relationships
introduced so far. In this paper, we aim to create a theoretical
framework that employs LLMs to interpret text-based data
and to translate these data according to the target system
specification to achieve semantic interoperability in digital
twin systems. To concretize and realize the theoretical gen-
eral framework with an empirical investigation, we use the
Asset Administration Shell (AAS) for a case study, which
is a standard implementation of digital twins for technical
assets under the German initiative ‘‘Platform Industry 4.0’’
[1]. AAS standards facilitate the bi-directional conversion
of AAS digital twin models into serialized JSON or XML
formats. Based on this foundation, LLMs can directly gen-
erate the data elements in these serialized forms and merge
the generated model into a digital twin system. An LLM
system is designed to process textual data collected from
technical data sheets and generate AAS models that digitally
represent technical components (sensor, actuator, controller,
and network devices) in accordance with the standardized
specifications for AAS digital twins.

FIGURE 1. Concept map: This paper’s investigation is contextualized
within the digital twin concept asset administration Shell in Industry
4.0 and maintains relevance to general digital twins.

The foundational premise for the investigation of this paper
is established on the logical equivalency of two goals:
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TABLE 1. Literature review on automated AAS model generation.

Goal 1: achieving error-free semantic communication
from a source to a target

is logically equivalent to
Goal 2: ensuring error-free generation of data required
by the target based on the meaning of the source data.

This investigation serves two primary purposes: First,
it demonstrates that our proposed general theory can be
technically realized and empirically validated through a rep-
resentative case study. Second, the software application we
implemented translates universal text-based raw data into
standardized AAS digital twin models, serving as a tool
for automating data translation and enhancing the efficiency
of AAS model creation. Finally, the generated AAS model
can be integrated into AAS-compliant digital twin software
(specifically, AASX Package Explorer) for seamless infor-
mation exchange.1

1Prototype at: https://github.com/YuchenXia/AASbyLLM.

C. PAPER STRUCTURE AND OUR CONTRIBUTION
This paper begins with reviewing existing approaches
employed to convert diverse, heterogeneous information into
AAS models. It provides a comprehensive review of their
applied methods, along with an in-depth discussion of the
strengths and weaknesses (c.f. Table 1).
Drawing insights and departing from these existing

approaches, we introduce our novel theoretical framework
that utilizes the large languagemodel to analyze the semantics
of textual data in technical information systems and translate
them into a self-contained semantic unit called ‘‘semantic
node’’ (Section III). We provide a narrative of development
in LLM technology to justify why the LLM can be used to
process the semantics of textual data (Section IV).

Diving deeper into the practical value of our proposed
framework, we conducted a case study using the semantic
node and LLM agent system to automate the generation of
AAS instance models from raw text obtained from tech-
nical data sheets of automation components. Furthermore,
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we developed a translation software called ‘‘AASbyLLM’’
(cf. Figure 2), where users can use this implemented AI tool
via web-browser to generate AAS instance model with their
own data (Section V). The developed system is comprehen-
sively tested and evaluated (Section VI), and the results are
analytically discussed and summarized (Section VII).

FIGURE 2. The presented system ‘‘AASbyLLM’’ in this work has two parts:
an implemented prototype that delivers the proof-of-concept and an
evaluation benchmark based on human feedback.

The main messages and contribution of the paper are:
• Theory: We conceptualize a framework to utilize the

large language model to interpret the serialized textual
data from digital twins to achieve semantic interoper-
ability and construct a data structure called ‘‘seman-
tic node’’ for capturing the essential semantics during
the information processing. A general approach for
creating LLM agents system to realize this process is
designed and presented.

• Implementation and Utility: We show how the
designed system can be implemented with an LLM
agent system for processing information and generating
AAS instance models. By manipulating the ‘‘seman-
tic node’’, an information processing system powered
by LLMs can generate informative and correct AAS
instance models automatically with 62-79% effective
generation rate based on human evaluation, and this
indicates that at least a significant proportion of manual
creation efforts can be converted into simpler valida-
tion efforts, reducing the cost of AAS instance cre-
ation. We publish our evaluation dataset and host a
web-service for an end-to-end testing of the thorough-
ness of this approach.

• Evaluation & Insights: We performed model-level
comparative analysis and ablation study in our eval-
uation. The results show that both the proprietary
model from OpenAI and the open-source models can
deliver satisfactory results. Our statistical analysis also
revealed the conditional effectiveness and limitations
of RAG mechanisms, leading us to propose the ‘‘Cheat
Sheet Effect of RAG’’ hypothesis to elucidate these
findings. This provides insight into how to design an
LLM system effectively.

II. RELATED WORKS TO AAS INSTANCE CREATION
The Asset Administration Shell (AAS) is a specific type of
digital twin that acts as a structured and standardized digital
representation of an asset in the context of Industry 4.0.

It includes detailed submodels describing the asset’s features,
properties, and functions, facilitating interoperability across
various applications within digitalized manufacturing sys-
tems [1].

Based on our literature review, we identified 19 papers
closely related to semantic interoperability in the context of
Industry 4.0 digital twinmodeling and the automated creation
AAS instances [2], [9], [10], [11], [12], [13], [14], [15],
[16], [17], [18], [19], [20], [21], [22], they are compared and
summarized in Table 1 for better overview. After examining
the broad-spectrum methods used to create AAS model and
their commonalities, we distilled the essential aspects of these
studies into two key categories:

A. RULE-BASED AUTOMATED CONVERSION METHODS
The most methods focus on the automated conversion
between AAS and various information sources through
precisely defined and clear-cut mappings and explicitly out-
lined target and source models. This approach ensures struc-
tured data translation but requires significant initial setup for
rule definition and managing the precise mappings between
semantics between source and target models.

B. SEMANTIC ENHANCEMENT OF AAS
This emphasizes enhancing data communication through
identifiable semantic descriptions of data. It involves assign-
ing clear semantic identifiers from standardized dictionaries
or adding detailed descriptions to data elements.

These approaches connect to the concept of ‘semantic
interoperability’, which seeks to overcome the limitations
posed by varying data formats and representation styles
through identifying the semantic equivalency of data.

III. GENERAL FRAMEWORK OF THIS WORK
We define a principal proposition of ‘‘semantic communica-
tion’’:

Effective communication between two systems can
be achieved provided that the data being
communicated is clearly defined and
disambiguously interpreted.

As listed and summarized inTable 1, themost methods [9],
[10], [11], [12], [13], [14], [15], [16], [17], [18], [19], [20],
[21], [22] utilized the rule-based mapping to bridge the dis-
crepancy of different modeling approach to enable interop-
erability. Rule-based methods adhere to this proposition and
these mappings eliminate ambiguity by clearly specifying
how data from one model should be converted to another.
However, the drawback of this approach is indeed having
these rigorous rules in place. Firstly, this mapping is fixed and
constrained by a source model and a target model, making
it difficult to adapt to new or evolving data models, these
lead to high cost in enumerating and managing of these rules
(inflexibility). Secondly, there are often nuanced differences
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between elements of two models, and a rigorous mapping
may force subtle changes and lead to semantic shift. This
results in information distortion, and an intuitive example is
that rule-based translation often falls short in translation tasks
in NLP (distortion).

FIGURE 3. Interoperability between two systems with different modeling.

The driving idea of this work is to depart from the
rule-based transformation model, engage the idea of utiliz-
ing semantics, and explore a novel conceptual approach to
translate information from one source technical information
system to another target system. The theoretical framework
of this approach is outlined in Figure 3, which emphasizes
capturing the meaning of the data being communicated and
encapsulates it into an atomic semantic unit called a ‘‘seman-
tic node’’, as illustrated in Figure 3 (B).

This implies that representation form and data for-
mat become of less concern, the disparities of diverse
domain-specific languages or model specification can be
overcome by semantic interpretation capability of LLM, thus
achieving semantic interoperability. Following this principle,
in this work, the processed data are enriched with meta-data
that contribute to articulating the semantic meaning in this
intermediate unit called ‘‘semantic node’’. This semantic
node contains several text elements used to characterize the
semantics of the communicated data: ‘‘Name’’, ‘‘Value’’,
‘‘Conceptual definition’’, ‘‘Affordance’’, ‘‘Value type’’,
‘‘Unit’’, ‘‘Source description’’. The concrete specification is
detailed in Table 2 in Section V-A. ‘‘Semantic Node’’.

IV. BACKGROUND IN LLM TECHNOLOGY
Building on the proposed theoretical proposition of semantic
communication, there remains a concrete question: How can
the ‘‘data being communicated’’ be ‘‘clearly defined’’ and
‘‘disambiguously interpreted’’? To address this, we first pro-
vide a summary of the background of LLM technology and
introduce the system design. We aim to conclusively answer
this question by the end of this section.

A. LARGE LANGUAGE MODELS INTERPRET SEMANTICS
In 2017, as OpenAI’s scientist report in [27] their discovery
of ‘‘sentiment neuron’’ – a single semantic unit in a neu-
ral network that precisely predicts customers’ sentiment in
review texts and only response to a specific meaning. This
finding encourages further use of training objectives such
as masked-language-modeling and next-token-predictions to
learn high-quality concept representations from texts. Fol-
lowing this, the invention of transformer architecture [28], its
integration into large language models, and the scaling-up of

LLMs have led to further new interesting insights: in a LLM,
the basic syntactic rules are learned in lower layer while
high-level semantic concepts are learned in higher layer [29];
Moreover, ‘poly-semantic neurons’, which handle multiple
unrelated concepts, enable the reuse of neurons in process-
ing semantic through superposition, whereas ‘mono-semantic
neurons’, representing singular meanings, enhance concept
differentiation for precise detection and reasoning [8], [7].
These neurons form elemental units of LLM’s processing
‘‘circuits’’ [7]. Furthermore, by investigating the correlation
between neuron activation and output texts, semantic neurons
can be identified [30].2 These works provide evidence that
LLMs possess an inherent structure enabling them to effec-
tively interpret semantics.

B. EMBEDDING LLM AND GENERATIVE LLM
The evolution of large language models has led to the
emergence of two distinct types: embedding LLMs and
generative LLMs. Embedding LLMs transform text into
high-dimensional vector spaces, which can be used for
indexing. Semantic relationships can be determined through
mathematical operations. For example, semantic similarities
between two sentences can be identified using embedding
LLM, making them suitable for applications like search
engines and recommendation systems. On the other hand,
generative LLMs specialize in text production. They mostly
operate on ‘‘causal language modeling’’ method, where each
new token is predicted based on the preceding sequence,
a process also known as ‘‘auto-regression’’ or ‘‘next-token
prediction’’. This method is particularly effective for content
generation, producing contextually coherent text.

C. PROMPTING OF CAUSAL GENERATIVE LLM
A causal generative LLM operates by focusing on the impor-
tant preceding tokens, predicting the next token based on
probabilistic estimation. From a high-level intuition, a prompt
can be viewed as an incomplete text sequence, providing an
anchoring context for generating a continuation. The model’s
response is shaped by how these prompts trigger the LLM’s
learned patterns, guiding the generation process towards a
specific result. This allows for a dynamic interaction with the
LLM, where the content generation can be steered through
careful prompt design in desired directions to elicit the
learned patterns and knowledge in LLM.

D. LLM AGENTS SYSTEM
Conventionally, agent-oriented system design refers to a
framework used in software engineering for building complex
systems that consist of multiple agents that interact with each
other to perform tasks and achieve goals [31]. For LLM
applications, this design methodology is especially useful for
overcoming challenging tasks by applying task decomposi-
tion and modular solution strategies (‘‘divide and conquer’’).

2For a visual example: https://openaipublic.blob.core.windows.net/
neuron-explainer/neuron-viewer/index.html.
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FIGURE 4. From single large language model to collaborative LLM agents.

The primary advantage of LLM-agent system is its capa-
bility to simplify a complex task by breaking it down into
smaller, manageable sub-tasks, each assigned to a specialized
agent. A unique aspect of LLM-agents is that their behavior
can be defined by the prompt in natural language. In the
prompt, defining a specific role is a strategic way to guide
and constrain their behavior. In our previous paper [32],
we defined a unified structure for specifying prompt for
LLM-agent. The method to create a LLM agents system is
illustrated in Figure 4.

E. RETRIEVAL-AUGMENTED GENERATION (RAG)
As the name indicates, Retrieval-Augmented Generation
(RAG) combines the generative capabilities of LLMs with a
retrieval mechanism that queries helpful information from an
external knowledge base, such as a database or a vast text cor-
pus. This approach dynamically incorporates retrieved infor-
mation into the generation process (cf. Figure 5). As a result,
RAG enhances the LLM’s ability to handle tasks that demand
task-specific information, especially in scenarios where up-
to-date or specialized knowledge is required.

FIGURE 5. Integration of Retrieval-Augmented Generation (RAG) in LLM
agents system.

F. CONCLUSION: WHY USE LLM FOR SEMANTIC
PROCESSING
Leveraging LLM is a promising approach for ensuring ‘‘data
being communicated’’ is ‘‘clearly defined’’ and ‘‘disam-
biguously interpreted’’. Firstly, LLMs are trained to inter-
pret semantics from extensive training on diverse texts
and generate language that aligns with human understand-
ing, and this capability is evidenced by the identification

of specialized semantic neurons [30] and reasoning cir-
cuit [7]. Secondly, the nuanced interpretation of texts with
model internal semantic neuron structures and the ability
to distinguish between various meanings enable LLMs to
disambiguate terms and phrases effectively. Furthermore,
the application of techniques such as text embedding for
capturing semantic relationships and generative next-token-
prediction for text production allows for precise articulation
of concepts in text. Finally, by designing LLM-agent systems
and incorporating the mechanism of Retrieval-Augmented
Generation (RAG), an information processing pipeline can
be created for task-specific applications, for instance, the
automation of AAS-instance model creation from raw textual
data.

V. DESIGN AND METHODOLOGY
To handle the semantics of a given piece of information,
we propose a data structure called ‘‘semantic node’’, designed
to encapsulate various dimensions of meaning. Building on
this foundation, we develop the use case and detail the system
design.

A. ‘‘SEMANTIC NODE’’
The proposed ‘‘semantic node’’ is specified in Table 2 and
visualized in Figure 10. The motivation for this is two folds:
Firstly, text makes meaning. We want to create an atomic
unit that materializes the semantic information into textual
elements (c.f. Section III), wherein each text element con-
tributes to defining an aspect of the semantics; Secondly, this
data structure facilitates software implementation, and can be
independently extracted, modified, evaluated, and converted
through the information processing pipeline.

The proposed semantic node is an atomic unit to capture
the meaning of a piece of information. This structure is
processed by a system constituted of LLM-agents, which
synthesizes its elements to enrich the node with specific
meanings. The most semantically rich information is consid-
ered to be the name, the conceptual definition and the use
of data (affordance). The value shall be extracted from the
source texts to ensure the nodes’ authenticity. Furthermore,
the structure includes three optional fields: a source descrip-
tion that enriches background context but requires additional
data input; and the value type and unit are not indispensable,
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TABLE 2. Specification of the elements in conceptualized data structure
‘‘Semantic Node.’’

because they contribute less to defining the meaning and can
often be inferred from other elements (semantic entailment).

This semantic node is a conceptualized structure that serves
our theoretical proposition of semantic interoperability. In the
next sections, we use this constructed semantic node to design
the software application of AAS generation software powered
by LLM agents.

B. USE CASE DESCRIPTION
The designed LLM-based system serves two primary pur-
poses: firstly, for system users, it facilitates the creation of
AAS instances by automatically generating data models that
describe the technical properties of automation components,
thereby reducing manual effort in data migration. Secondly,
for research purposes, the LLM produces semantic descrip-
tions for technical data in text, as specified in ‘‘semantic
node’’, as lustrated in Figure 2 at the beginning of this paper.
These generated texts are not only integral to the AAS for
conveying technical information but also serve as evidence
for evaluation. By examining these generated texts, we assess
the LLM-system’s ability to accurately interpret specialized
technical concepts and gauge the overall performance of the
LLM in processing and interpreting the semantics of tech-
nical data. This dual functionality underscores the system’s
utility in enhancing semantic interoperability in digital twin
implementations and providing a measurable framework to
evaluate semantic interpretation capabilities.

Figure 6 depicts the functions of ‘‘AASbyLLM’’ and the
interacting stakeholders in this work. The software provides
a web application for users to test the thoroughness of our
system and assist us (annotators and evaluators) during the
evaluation process. Additionally, the validated high-quality
semantic definition generated by the LLM-system can be
collected by a library manager and used for enrichment of
a dictionary (e.g., ECLASS).

FIGURE 6. Use case diagram of the AASbyLLM application.

C. SYSTEM DESIGN
The system component diagram Figure 7 presents an
overview of the components and the processing pathways
involved in the handling of semantic nodes. Its primary objec-
tive is to automate the creation of a structured AAS instance
model. The process begins with user interaction via a user
interface, where raw data comprising technical properties is
input. This data then undergoes semantic enrichment and
manipulation by the LLM agents in the form of semantic
node, eventually producing an AAS model instance based
on AAS standard specifications in Figure 8 [1]. The system
components are introduced as follows:

User Interface: The user interface serves as the starting
point and the user initializes the generation process by sub-
mitting the raw input textual data. This input may range from
structured data such as spreadsheets or JSON-files to unstruc-
tured text such as copy-pasted paragraphs from a technical
manual or text from a table of technical properties.

Retrieval-Augmented Generation (RAG): After initial
input, the RAG sub-system group is engaged, which com-
bines the generative LLMs with information retrieval mecha-
nism from an external domain specific dictionary library. This
RAG subsystem consists of several LLM-agents.

- Identification and Extraction Agent: In the RAG sub-
system. An LLM-agent is designed to identify and extract
the name, the value, and an initial definition for a seman-
tic node from the input text. This LLM processes the
given input text and initially creates a name, definition,
and contextual description for each semantic node as out-
put, enriching the raw data with semantic details in a data
structure.

- Semantic Search Agent: Following identification and
extraction, this system component performs a semantic
search using an embedding LLM to find semantically similar
entries in the ECLASS dictionary. The search mechanism is
based on our previous work [2], where a vectorized embed-
ding index, called ‘‘semantic fingerprint’’, is created for com-
parison between queried text and each ECLASS dictionary
entry. The result is a list of retrieved similar definition entries
from ECLASS dictionary.

- Synthesis Agent: This step incorporates the results from
the semantic search into the generation process. An LLM-
agent is prompted to generate a judgment of the relevance
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FIGURE 7. System components diagram of software ‘‘AASbyLLM’’ for AAS instance model generation with LLM agents system.

of the retrieved entries, accompanied by a short reason in
text. The purpose of this step is two folds: firstly, semantic
search is based on relationship of semantic similarity, which
is a typical proxy metric for search but suboptimal for deter-
mining precise relevance, and inappropriate results shall be
filtered out; Secondly, in this step, the generated judgement
and reason serve as intermediate textual material for consider-
ing more nuanced relationships during the whole information
analysis process by LLM. By instructing the LLM to judge
and reason for each search result, the LLM generates more
precise semantic node. After synthesis, a complete semantic
node is created based on RAG, ready for AASmodel creation.
Details about this process are illustrated in our web demo
under tab ‘‘LLM reasoning details’’, accessible per link on
our GitHub Repository.

AAS Data Formation: The system then proceeds to form
the AAS model by moving the data from the synthesized
semantic nodes into an AAS JSON template. The system
leverages established AAS framework to store the generated
texts field from semantic node for technical properties of
automation components. Specifically, it fills property name
in ‘‘IdShort’’ and extracted value in ‘‘value’’, and other fields
in ‘‘ConceptDescription’’. Furthermore, we recognize the
importance of using identifiable semantics to identify the
meaning of data properties and assign a unique ‘‘Seman-
ticID’’ for each newly generated concept definition. This
process ensures that the final AAS instance model is in the
correct format and adheres to the AAS standard specification,
as shown in Figure 8.

User Interface Feedback: The formed AASmodel is then
presented back to the user via the UI. Users can inspect the
generated AAS model, assess its accuracy and quality, and
download the created AAS instance model. Meanwhile, the
system collects the user rating.

Potential Dictionary Library Enhancement: It would
be infeasible for a dictionary to cover all possible meanings
in the world. For this specific use case, where the dictio-
nary entries (e.g., ECLASS dictionary library) in some cases

FIGURE 8. The AAS model elements generated by the implemented
software AASbyLLM; modeling based on [1].

may not be perfectly aligned with current properties, more
accurate definitions of data property can be generated by
the system. Once verified by human experts, these refined
definitions can be used for library enrichment.

D. PROMPT DESIGN
The LLM-agent is the elemental function component in the
designed system, and it is defined and realized with prompt-
ing. We designed a structured prompt template for instructing
the behavior of generative LLM-agents. This prompt template
is introduced and explained in our previous work based on
insights of NLP-research. The essential constitutes and key
elements of this structured prompt are introduced inFigure 9.
More concrete and detailed examples are released in the
GitHub Repository.

E. MODEL SELECTION
We selected four models for comparison, chosen for their
similar size and comparable performance. These include
the proprietary commercial model GPT-3.5 and three
open-source models deployable on local GPU servers:
‘‘Llama_2_70B_HF’’, ‘‘Mixtral_8× 7B_Instruct_v0.1’’, and
‘‘WizardLM_70B_v1.0’’.
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FIGURE 9. The proposed prompt design for creating LLM agent.

‘‘Llama_2_70B_HF’’ [33] is an autoregressive language
model and undergoes supervised fine-tuning (SFT) and rein-
forcement learning with human feedback (RLHF) post-
training to align with human preferences for helpfulness.
It serves as the baseline model for our comparison of open-
source models.

‘‘Mixtral_8 × 7B_Instruct’’ [34] is a model further devel-
oped from ‘‘Llama_2_7B’’ based on the Sparse Mixture of
Experts (SMoE) architecture and fine-tuned for following
instructions. It is a representative model that utilizes innova-
tive architectural designs to improve performance, enabling
it to discern complex patterns and deliver more accurate
predictions.
‘‘WizardLM_70B_v1.0’’ [35] is a model further fine-tuned

from Llama. Its specialty lies in using synthetical complex
instructions (called ‘‘Evol-instruct’’ in [35]) to train a base
model solving more difficult tasks. This model exemplifies
how further training on a curated dataset can enhance a
model. This method is promising because it utilizes auto-
matically generated synthetical data for scalable training of
LLMs. This implies that the large language models can train
themselves to become more performant.

These models are used to power the designed system.
By having a comparison basis and evaluating the outcome,
we can gain insights into how the model’s capability and
system design can have an impact on downstream task results,
how effective can our theory be realized and how well the
AAS-generation tool performs.

VI. EVALUATION
Evaluating the meaning expressed by language can be a
challenge due to the unlimited combination of texts in natural
language, which can result in an immeasurable number of
possible expressions. Automatic evaluation is not appropri-
ate. We did a human evaluation benchmark for this work
and developed a web-based software to support the evalua-
tion under various configurations. We also formulated proxy
metrics to comprehensively assess the system’s effectiveness.
The evaluation is categorized into three sections: 1) an end-
to-end evaluation for practical usability, 2) a comparative
analysis of capability of 4 different LLMs, and 3) an abla-
tion study to investigate the importance of integrating exter-
nal information through Retrieval-Augmented Generation

(RAG), with or without utilizing the external ECLASS
library.

The evaluation is fundamentally linked to how well
humans perceive the generated texts to be error-free and
informative. Though the evaluation leans on human percep-
tion, it yields quantifiable results based on statistical prin-
ciple of large number, indicating the effectiveness of our
methodology (pass rate, helpfulness score, element-level rat-
ing scores, and inaccuracy rate). Ultimately, the utility of the
proposed Asset Administration Shell (AAS) generation sys-
tem is assessed based on the extent to which it reduces human
effort, highlighting the practicality of our AAS generation
solution.

A. EVALUATION SETUPS
The evaluation assesses the ability of the designed
LLM-system to interpret technical concepts within an
automation system. Technical properties representing the
concepts were drawn from 20 automation components,
achieving diverse coverage by including 5 sensors, 5 actu-
ators, 5 controllers, and 5 connectivity components, whose
technical information is collected from different source. The
text results produced by the system provide the primary
evidence for its assessment.

In the comparative study, 8 design variations (4 large lan-
guage models × 2 mechanisms, w./w.o. RAG) of the sys-
tem were examined. These variations involved four distinct
models that have representative characteristics, each tested
in two mechanism configurations: one with the integration
of the external ECLASS library for Retrieval-Augmented
Generation (RAG) and one without it. 7 graduate students
with engineering backgrounds with above-average GPAwere
chosen as annotators to closely resemble the user knowledge
profiles. The annotators’ individual knowledge level and pref-
erence are confounding factors in this experiment. To miti-
gate potential bias, we randomly allocated the 20 groups of
technical properties among 7 annotators and examinate the
statistical results calculated from large sample size.

B. EVALUATION EXECUTION WITH SOFTWARE SUPPORT
The human evaluators are first tasked with reading the tech-
nical properties from data sheet of an automation device
and making binary statement whether they comprehend the
meaning of these technical properties. Then, they determine
whether there are errors in the generated 5 data elements
(‘‘name’’, ‘‘value’’, ‘‘conceptual definition’’, ‘‘affordance’’,
‘‘value unit’’), any inaccuracy in texts or contradiction
between their understanding and the generated elements is
determined as an error. Then, they are tasked to rate the text
quality of the two most semantic-rich elements on a scale 1 to
5: ‘‘conceptual definition’’ and ‘‘use of data (affordance)’’.
Additionally, they evaluate whether the generated texts help
them understand the clear meaning of the technical concept if
they did not comprehend themeaning of the technical concept
at the beginning (‘‘helpfulness’’). Finally, they determine
whether the overall generated semantic node has the quality to
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FIGURE 10. Screenshot of the application UI used for supporting the annotating and evaluating process.

be released without humanmodification and further improve-
ment, this ‘‘overall’’ perceived quality is also on a scale 1 to
5. This evaluation process is visualized in Figure 10.
The evaluation relies on the statistical large number to yield

valid results. During the evaluation, a total of 2,259 technical
property samples across all the 20 selected automation com-
ponents by using 4 models and 2 design mechanisms were
assessed. Derived from making 10 distinct rating decisions
for each individual technical property, this comprehensive
assessment resulted in a collection of 22,590 total evalua-
tion decisions. The details of the evaluation are released on
our GitHub Repository, including raw data, software web-
application, evaluation raw results, calculation spreadsheets,
and the analyzed results.

C. END-TO-END EVALUATION
For the end-to-end evaluation of the system designed to auto-
mate the generation of Asset Administration Shell (AAS)
models using Large Language Models (LLMs), two distinct
metrics are proposed: the effective generation rate(pass
rate) and helpfulness (ability to provide implicit knowledge).

FIGURE 11. End-to-end pass rate of the generated instance model under
different system configurations, a passed case means that the generated
semantic node of a technical property is ready for release without the
need for further human modifications.

1) EFFECTIVE GENERATION RATE
The end-to-end evaluation aims to measure the capability of
the designed LLM-system to generate semantic information,
referred to as a ‘‘semantic node’’. This end-to-end evaluation
metric is termed ‘‘pass rate’’ or ‘‘percentage of effective
generation’’, which measures if the generated result is error-
free and informative. For a sample to achieve the ‘‘passed’’
status (cf. Figure 11 above):

Passed (s) = NoInaccurateText (s)

∧ (DefinitionRating(s) == 5)

∧ (AffordanceRating(s) == 5)

∧ (OverallRating(s) == 5)

The pass rate is a proxy metric for effectiveness of the
system, indicating the readiness of generated information
models for practical application without the need for further
human modifications.

2) HELPFULNESS SCORE
In the technical domain, descriptive texts (e.g., text in a tech-
nical datasheet) often assume that the reader possesses prior
knowledge of specialized concepts, which can lead to confu-
sion and misunderstandings. This issue of ‘‘implicit knowl-
edge assumption’’ becomes prominent when the presented
data is inherently complex or incomplete, relying on a foun-
dation of technical knowledge of an agent (machine/human)
to correctly interpret the data’s meaning.

During human evaluation, the annotator first assesses
whether the bare name and value of the technical property
alone provide a clear sense making. If not, the system then
reveals the generated texts for review. The evaluator then
scores the overall helpfulness of these elements in semantic
node. Based on their effectiveness in clarifying the meaning
and enhancing understanding, the annotator rates on a scale
from 1 to 5. Specifically, the annotator is prompt to answer the
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FIGURE 12. Comparative system performance across different configurations with and without RAG mechanism. Each group represents the
performance of a system powered by a specific model, with each color indicating a proxy metric for a particular quality indicator. The comparison
between the two diagrams demonstrates the effectiveness of the RAG mechanism.

following question: ‘‘On a scale of 1 to 5, does the newly gen-
erated information help you understand the technical property
better and correctly?’’.

The resulting so called ‘‘helpfulness score’’ proxy metric
evaluates the system’s ability to provide this implicit knowl-
edge, i.e., to generate texts that aid human users in compre-
hending the clear meaning of technical properties beyond just
name and value. This helpfulness proxy metric is presented
in Figure 12, together with other detailed metrics (overall
quality, definition text quality, affordance text quality).

Helpfulness Score =

∑
Rating of each confusing case

# confusing cases

This proxy metric reflects the knowledge capability of an
LLM-powered system, specifically, the capability to deter-
mine and produce textual data aligned to specialized con-
cepts. From a communications perspective, it indicates that
even if the sender makes implicit assumption and simplify
the data being communicated to merely a name and value
(not loss-free), recipients can still accurately interpret the
intended semantics, as long as the recipient has the knowl-
edge to determine the semantics. Additionally, this metric
highlights the LLM’s ability to add informative explanation
and help humans in understanding specialized technical data
in scenarios of non-loss-free communication.

3) DETAILED VIEW ON INACCURATE GENERATION
Figure 13 details the inaccurate generation ratio. The Llama2
based model cannot reliably generate the meaning and usage
of the data, as indicated by the ‘‘definition_inaccurate’’ and
‘‘affordance_inaccurate’’ bars. While the other models rarely
generate incorrect texts.

The inaccurate generation ratio in general correlates with
the previous evaluation results. RAG only has significant
effects for Llama-2 model.

D. ABLATION STUDY OF RAG MECHANISM
Retrieval augmented generation is seen as a promising mech-
anism to enhance the performance of LLM-system by dynam-
ically incorporating queried data from external knowledge
base during the text generation process. To evaluate the

FIGURE 13. Comparative analysis of inaccurate generation rates by
different LLMs with and without RAG.

RAG mechanism’s effect, we conducted a controlled exper-
iment comparing two configurations of our LLM system:
one with RAG based on ECLASS-dictionary data definitions,
and another where RAG was disabled. The impact of the
Retrieval-Augmented Generation (RAG) mechanism on the
overall performance of each model varies, revealing distinct
patterns. The diagrams in Figure 12 and Figure 13 visually
demonstrates this effect, comparing the results with RAG
and the results without RAG. We summarize the insights as
follows:

1) RAG HAS SIGNIFICANT EFFECT FOR WEAKER MODEL
LLAMA-2, which initially had the lowest effective genera-
tion rate, shows significant improvement with the introduc-
tion of RAG. We calculate the statistical significance with
unequal variances t-test (Welch’s t-test) for each metric based
on two configurations (with RAG or without RAG) with
a significance threshold of 0.05. All metrics (helpfulness,
overall rating, generated definition rating, affordance rating)
indicate significant improvement. The t-test result is released
on the GitHub Repository, together with other detailed calcu-
lation processes and results during the statistical analysis in a
spreadsheet.

2) RAG HAS NO SIGNIFICANT EFFECT FOR STRONGER
MODELS
Surprisingly, for the other three stronger models (GPT3.5,
Mixtral, WizardLM), the experiment results indicate no
significant effect of RAG on enhancing or degrading the qual-
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ity of the generated texts on all the metrics. This observation
suggests that the stronger models may already possess the
necessary knowledge to excel in this particular task, making
additional information from the RAG mechanism redundant.
An explanation is that these models have effectively learned
the relevant technical concepts during their training phase,
indicating (hypothetically) that a saturation point has been
reached where RAG’s contribution of new knowledge does
not further enhance model performance.

3) IMPLICATIONS FOR USING RAG
An overall intuition that can be drawn from this evaluation
is that RAG can enhance the performance of weaker mod-
els, but the overall enhancement result may not surpass the
performance of fine-tuned stronger models, as illustrated in
Figure 14.

This dynamic can be metaphorically characterized as
‘‘cheat sheet effect’’ of RAG, where weaker language model
can be improved with external help, while stronger model
does not need to.

While RAG can guide the style and direction of the output
by incorporating text from external dictionaries, the seman-
tic similarity search component may also introduce noise
by fetching similar yet irrelevant information from the
external database, affecting the final output’s relevance and
accuracy.

Furthermore, another drawback of the RAG is its lower
efficiency. The implemented RAG mode statistically con-
sumes about 4.2 times the processing duration, as it needs
to process more integrated texts and more numbers of model
invocations to generate the final response.

FIGURE 14. The graphical illustration of the hypothesis how RAG affect
the performance of LLM system in technical concepts understanding
based on our observed results. The lines are drawn based on assumed
interpolation and extrapolation. Without RAG, a LLM only uses its
inherent knowledge to execute task, and task performance shall be equal
to the performance of the LLM (the 1:1 line); with RAG, significant
boosting effect has been observed for weaker model Llama2 in our
experiment, while no significant effect has been observed for stronger
models.

From these findings and the assumption that these stronger
models should have learned the conceptual meaning of tech-
nical concepts, we can formulate a hypothesis based on
observed results:

The effectiveness of the RAG mechanism is reliant
upon its ability to introduce new, previously
unknown knowledge to compensate for capabilities
that the LLM lacks.

This hypothesis highlights the importance of carefully
considering the effectiveness of the RAG mechanism, par-
ticularly in determining when its application is beneficial.
It suggests that the decision to employ RAG should be based
on an assessment of the gap between the LLM’s existing
knowledge basis and the required knowledge of the task
at hand. Furthermore, this insight can guide the strategic
development of RAG datasets, which should be tailored to
fill knowledge gaps, thereby maximizing the performance of
the LLM system for specific tasks.

VII. DISCUSSION OF POTENTIAL IMPACTS
In this section, we discuss the implications and potential
impact of our work, exploring how it contributes to the
research community and the broader field of industrial dig-
italization.

A. STREAMLINING DIGITAL TRANSFORMATION WITH
LLMs
The generated AAS models can be integrated seamlessly into
AAS-compliant digital twin software, facilitating seamless
information exchange and communication.

The use of LLM to automate AAS-instances genera-
tion provides a technological catalysator for information
exchange in manufacturing and digital twin technologies.
This approach not only simplifies the creation of standardized
digital representations for assets but also facilitates seamless
data sharing and utilization across platforms.

The two primary goals—achieving error-free semantic
communication from a source to a target, and ensuring
error-free generation of data required by the target based on
the source data’s meaning—are demonstrated to be logically
and technically equivalent based on our developed LLM
translation system.

B. SEMANTIC INTEROPERABILITY BASED ON LLM
‘‘ADAPTER’’
Semantic interoperability, the ability of different systems
to understand and interpret data consistently, is crucial for
seamless data communication and integration across diverse
technological platforms. In a broader sense, the LLMs are
integrated into a data processing pipeline and act as an inter-
pretive layer. LLMs enable a more intuitive and accurate
exchange of information between disparate data sources and
systems.

C. ENHANCING STANDARDS AND OPTIMIZATION
THROUGH LLMs
Based on our experience during the experiment, the static
data definition in ECLASS alone often falls short in covering
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all the dynamic needs for accurately annotating a given
technical property. LLMs emerge as a powerful solution to
this challenge, offering the ability to dynamically determine
semantics and generate meaningful definitions of data.

Therefore, the relationship between AAS, ECLASS dictio-
nary, and LLMs becomes synergistic. LLMs can facilitate the
continuous improvement and adaptation of ECLASS dictio-
nary library, ensuring they remain relevant and comprehen-
sive to cover a large number of possible technical concepts.
The dynamic semantic interpretation and generation capabil-
ity of LLMs is also crucial for simplifying deployment and
maintaining the utility of digital twins across various indus-
trial applications, paving the way for a more interconnected
and intelligent data exchange.

D. DATA LIMITATION
The data used to test the effectiveness of this system include
descriptive data of the technical properties of automation
components (sensors, actuators, controllers, and network
devices) selected from datasheets. These data are selected,
because it is a typical usage scenario for participants in
Industry 4.0 to share technical data model of components
across different companies and the information systems [1],
which has practical impacts and value. The generated AAS
digital twin models in this work are limited to the technical
data submodel according to AAS specifications. In the future,
we believe the proposed method can be extended to other
data types and usage scenarios (e.g., generating other AAS
submodels standardized by Industry 4.0), and we anticipate
similar results as evaluated in this study.

Additionally, incorporating LLMs to process various data
sources within digital twins, such as simulation models [36],
[37], offers the potential to expand semantic interoperabil-
ity to provide predictive and operational insights. However,
a significant challenge lies in serializing different knowledge
representations into a textual format suitable for LLMs.

VIII. CONCLUSION
This paper presents a comprehensive exploration into the
automated generation of Asset Administration Shells using
Large Language Models, with a focus on enhancing semantic
interoperability within the framework of Industry 4.0. This
approach facilitates the automated generation of AASmodels
to reduce human effort and implementation cost in creating
AAS instances. By introducing a ‘‘semantic node’’ data struc-
ture to capture the essential semantics of a piece of informa-
tion and developing a novel approach that leverages LLMs
for the semantic translation of technical properties in AAS
model, the system converts technical data into AAS models,
which can be used for error-free information exchange in
digital twins. Furthermore, the semantic definitions generated
by the LLM system possess the capability to dynamically
annotate information, and the resulting conceptual definition
can be verified by human and be used to form a dictionary
collection or enrich an external dictionary such as ECLASS.

The evaluation of various LLM configurations and the
impact of the Retrieval-Augmented Generation (RAG)mech-
anism has yielded detailed insights into the deployment of
LLM systems in this context. Our research demonstrates that
LLMs can substantially streamline the AAS instance cre-
ation process, achieving up to a 78% pass rate in generating
error-free and informative AAS model elements. This sug-
gests that a significant portion of the effort typically required
for crafting AAS models could be shifted toward more effi-
cient validation processes. Open-source models deliver suffi-
cient performance for this application and can be fairly used
for commercial use. However, our comparative analysis indi-
cates that the effectiveness of these models varies, depending
on their acquired knowledge during training and the strategic
integration of external semantic resources (RAG based on
ECLASS dictionary). Based on our observations, we propose
a new hypothesis regarding the ‘‘cheat-sheet effect of RAG’’
conjecture, which we plan to explore further. This paper
serves as a proof of concept for using LLMs to automate
the generation of AAS instances and proves the feasibility of
using LLM as information interpreter for achieving seman-
tic interoperability in digital twin systems in the context of
Industry 4.0. The research result also lays the groundwork
for further collaboration with research and industrial sectors
to amplify our findings’ value and practicality in the context
of industrial digitalization and smart manufacturing.
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