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Abstract

Effective decision-making in automation equipment selection is critical for
reducing ramp-up time and maintaining production quality, especially in
the face of increasing product variation and market demands. However,
limited expertise and resource constraints often result in inefficiencies dur-
ing the ramp-up phase when new products are integrated into production
lines. Existing methods often lack structured and tailored solutions to sup-
port automation engineers in reducing ramp-up time, leading to compro-
mises in quality. This research investigates whether large-language models
(LLMs), combined with Retrieval-Augmented Generation (RAG), can as-
sist in streamlining equipment selection in ramp-up planning. We propose a
factual-driven copilot integrating LLMs with structured and semi-structured
knowledge retrieval for three component types (robots, feeders and vision sys-
tems), providing a guided and traceable state-machine process for decision-
making in automation equipment selection. The system was demonstrated
to an industrial partner, who tested it on three internal use-cases. Their
feedback affirmed its capability to provide logical and actionable recommen-
dations for automation equipment. More specifically, among 22 equipment
prompts analyzed, 19 involved selecting the correct equipment while consid-
ering most requirements, and in 6 cases, all requirements were fully met.
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1. Introduction

Global manufacturing demands agility, driven by increasing product com-
plexity and rapidly changing market conditions, making efficient production
ramp-up essential [1]. Automation design, especially equipment selection, is
critical in reducing ramp-up time and addressing challenges resulting from
global trends like digitalization [2], globalization, and sustainability [3]. The
ramp-up phase relies on an effective design stage, where equipment choices
must be made quickly to align with market demands and stay competitive.
Key challenges mirror those in manufacturing, including complexity man-
agement [4]-[5], skills shortages [6], supply chain reliability [7], and quality
control [8]. While methods for equipment selection support have been intro-
duced, they often rely on static rules and predefined knowledge [9], which
lack generalization and require users to adhere to specific syntax to align
with the workflow [10]. While Large Language Models (LLM) show poten-
tial to generate customized and dynamic interactions in other domains [11],
they lack transparency [12] and resilience [13]-[14] and often suggest generic
options [15].

For equipment selection, however, tailored [16], transparent [17], as well
as dynamic solutions are required to support automation design and enable
efficient ramp-up processes [18]-[19]. Retrieval-augmented generation (RAG)
techniques have demonstrated their effectiveness in incorporating tailored
information, reducing hallucinations, and improving response quality, espe-
cially within specialized domains. [20]. This article explores whether these
recent advancements in factual-driven RAG-LLMs, combined with a state-
machine architecture, can fulfill the requirements of the equipment selection
process and guide automation equipment design effectively.

The literature’s existing approaches were investigated using the Scopus
and Web of Science search platforms, which retrieved 198 and 85 articles,
based on the selected search string provided in the Appendix (Section Ap-
pendix A). Among the retrieved literature, Meyer et al. [21] highlight the
potential of generative AI for creating assembly instructions, demonstrating
how LLMs can document processes to guide new workers on manufacturing
lines. Similarly, Lim et al. [22] investigate the use of LLMs for human-robot
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communication, where the LLM serves as an interface to the operational ca-
pabilities of robotic systems in manufacturing. Also, fine-tuned LLMs have
been proposed as question-and-answer systems in product management and
production line operations [23], with some utilizing RAG for enhanced in-
formation retrieval [24]. These models have also been applied to extract
information from technical manuals and other documents [25]. Furthermore,
LLMs have been explored for generating theoretical process selections, such
as flowcharts [26].

However, no studies have been identified that propose LLM-driven meth-
ods or tools specifically designed to support automation engineers in equip-
ment selection during the ramp-up phase. To address this gap, we propose a
factual-driven copilot based on RAG-LLMs designed to support the selection
of automation equipment in manufacturing.

First, the copilot design is introduced in Section 2. Next, Section 3
presents feedback from an industrial partner. Lastly, limitations and po-
tential directions for future research are derived in Section 4.

2. Copilot Design

The LLM-based copilot consists of multiple components. At its core is the
primary agent, which orchestrates subcomponents based on the multi-agent
design pattern proposed by Wu et al. [27]. These include the equipment
selection procedure, the relational knowledge system, the semi-structured
knowledge system, and the answer generator. All are either based on or con-
nected to an LLM via an Application Programming Interface (API), with the
knowledge behind the retrieval systems derived from scientific literature and
lecture materials. Figure 1 represents these components as a state machine,
illustrating the copilot’s interconnections.

The knowledge underpinning these systems is derived from a combination
of scientific literature, lecture materials, and domain-specific datasets.
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Figure 1: State machine diagram of the copilot

Users can either ask general questions, which are answered by the pri-
mary agents LLM (orchestrator) with support from the relational and semi-
structured knowledge systems, or initiate the equipment selection procedure,
which also utilizes both systems in a multistep procedure. Firstly, the pro-
cess of equipment selection is outlined, following a description of the semi-
structured and structured knowledge systems.

The equipment selection process is triggered when the user specifies re-
quirements for an assembly process. The LLM interprets the term spe-
cific based on a predefined prompt (pre-prompt) but can also be reinforced
through a provided template. The workflow 1 is initiated by analyzing the
provided requirements. The requirements are structured and grouped into
general assembly components, such as robots, and feeding systems based on
a pre-prompt that describes them. Using this information, the system deter-
mines the appropriate elementary operation e.g. for robotic handling based
on the structured knowledge. Following the determined elementary opera-
tion, a more specific type of equipment, such as a Cartesian Robot, is selected
based on the structured and semi-structured knowledge. Therefore, the selec-
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tion process relies on information from both relational and semi-structured
knowledge. This leads to specific equipment within the chosen elementary
operation category. Once a specific type of equipment is selected, the work-
flow progresses to the evaluation selection step, where the LLM reflects the
suitability of the decision to alleviate Hallucination [28]. In case of an unsuit-
able selection, additional information about the decision is requested from
the user to enhance a further iteration of the equipment selection process
based on the reflection, restarting the selection of the elementary operation.

Alternatively, when tasked with answering general queries, the agent
accesses the relational- and semi-structured knowledge systems to directly
process the user request to provide a dedicated expert answer. The semi-
structured knowledge system is a RAG-based component that processes text
chunks containing semi-structured information on our partner’s most relevant
automation equipment types: Robotic systems, feeder technologies, and ma-
chine vision systems. This information is sourced from lecture slides and
dissertations provided by the WZL institute and formatted in Markdown.
The text chunks are embedded and indexed in RAG, with a chunk size of
750 and an overlap of 150. Overlapping chunks improve retrieval accuracy by
ensuring context-aware responses [29]. The system retrieves the three most
matching chunks, ordered by their relevance score. It is calculated as the dot
product indicating the similarity between the embedding of the request and
chunk [30].

The structured knowledge system maps specific equipment such as feed-
ers, robots, and vision systems to their corresponding attributes in a rela-
tional format. It is linked to product- and equipment catalogs by the selected
supplier of the respective domains. The mapping is done based on scientific
books [31]. Once the relevant information is retrieved, the system passes it
to the answer generator, which synthesizes a response with a defined pre-
prompt.

The copilot is implemented in LangGraph [32] using a state machine
model. OpenAI’s GPT-4o model [33] is employed as the LLM model and
integrated with LangGraph via its API. Django REST Framework provides
the relational and vectorized database API [34]. Chroma [35] is used as
a vector database, providing chunk embeddings generated with the open-
source model all-MiniLM-L6-v2 by Hugging Face [36]. SQLite3 is selected to
provide the structured knowledge. The user interaction is facilitated through
Gradio, which visualizes the chat and the states [37]. The system is hosted
directly on Microsoft Azure, enabling the industrial partner to access it for
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the case study [38].

3. Industrial Case-study

The copilot, accessible as a web application, was presented to our indus-
trial partner, an international manufacturer of plastic products with about
850 employees, operating six factories across three continents. Two automa-
tion engineers tested the system on three ramp-up planning use-cases: two
for products in Europe and one in China. More specifically, the system was
used to derive automation components for robots, feeders, and vision applica-
tions within the design process. Operational requirements were provided as
context, and the components suggested by the copilot were compared against
the internal selection. Table 1 provides examples of each component type,
including the input prompt und equipment suggestions. However, not all
prompts can be shown because they involve confidential company informa-
tion.

6



Table 1: Input prompts and components suggestions by partner and copilot for different
operations

Name Type Context (and
prompt)

Component
suggested by
partner

Component sug-
gested by copilot

Pre-
feeding
of bush-
ings

Feeder The first equipment
serves as an input
buffer for 25 x 12
x 12 mm bushings
weighing 20g, manu-
ally loaded by per-
sonnel. It acts as a 1-
hour buffer, supply-
ing at least 8 bush-
ings every 40 seconds
for subsequent pro-
cessing.

SLL 800-1200 Hudson Robotics
PlateCrane EX,
RNA SLK-05

Movement
to clean-
ing and
inspec-
tion

Robot Equipment is needed
to work with a com-
posite plastic and
steel housing com-
ponent, measuring
45 × 45 × 30 mm
and weighing 60 g.
It must provide a
wide range of motion
to perform complex
tasks, including flex-
ible movements and
turning the housing
to work on all its
faces. Precision and
repeatability are
critical requirements.

Epson Artic-
ulated arm
robots N2-
A450

Brand: RNA Type:
Flexible Feeder
Model: FlexCube
380, Brand: Epson
Type: Articulated
Arm Robot Model:
C8-A1401 (C8XL),
Brand: LMI Tech-
nologies Type: Laser
Scanner Model:
GOCATOR 2150-
3R-REVD

Inspection Vision Equipment is needed
for a visual inspec-
tion of the part af-
terward. The cam-
era requires at least 5
Mega Pixels and two
pictures need to be
taken within a small
timeframe. The field
of inspection varies
for each part.

Area-scan
cameras
with over
5MP/30FPS

OPTRONIS CP-
CYCLONE-21-230-C
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Among the 22 equipment prompts analyzed, three involved selecting the
correct equipment type, such as a feeder system, but not identifying the
appropriate subtype, like a vibratory bowl feeder. In thirteen instances, a
sufficient component was chosen by selecting the correct equipment subtype,
such as a SCARA-Robot, and also considering most specific requirements,
such as arm length. Notably, the selected component was fully suitable in
six cases, successfully meeting all relevant requirements, reflecting a positive
outcome. Therefore, the system delivered logical component suggestions,
aligned with the partner’s requirements. Nevertheless, it also had certain
limitations. Firstly, it does not support layout design as an important aspect
of the work of the automation engineer that influences the equipment selec-
tion itself. Additionally, it does not incorporate the ramp-up implementation
phase. Nevertheless, it effectively supported the selection of appropriate au-
tomation equipment based on the provided context prompts.

4. Conclusion

The increasing complexity of manufacturing workflows, combined with a
shortage of expertise, presents significant challenges in accelerating the inte-
gration of new products into production lines without compromising quality.
This study introduced a factual-driven copilot utilizing RAG and tailored do-
main knowledge to assist engineers in streamlining ramp-up processes. The
copilot demonstrated promising feedback in an industrial manufacturing use-
case by providing structured and tailored features in traceable recommenda-
tions. These were derived from academic lectures, industrial literature, and
a comprehensive supplier database, ensuring dependable local and interna-
tional equipment suggestions. This underscores the potential of LLM-based
systems to enhance the automation equipment selection process. However,
limitations remain, as the copilot does not address the ramp-up implemen-
tation phase or layout design considerations. Future research should ex-
plore further integration, creating a comprehensive solution that spans design
through to the ramp-up implementation phase.

5. Usage Notes

The software will be made available on request to the authors Jonas Wer-
heid (jonas.werheid@rwth-aachen.de) and Dominik Joosten (dominik.joosten@rwth-
aachen.de).
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Appendix A. Search String

(("manufacturing" OR "production line*" OR "production

planning" OR "production optimization" OR "production

processes" OR "automation engineering" OR "fabrication" OR

"assembly line*" OR "assembly automation" OR "industrial

automation") AND

("ramp-up" OR "ramp up" OR "quality" OR "efficiency" OR

"resources" OR "optimization" OR "quality assurance" OR

"quality control" OR "labor") AND

("large-language models" OR "language models" OR "LLM*"

OR "retrieval-augmented generation" OR "RAG" OR "GPT*" OR

"copilot" OR "generative AI" OR "AI assistant" OR "intelligent

assistant"))
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