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Abstract

The importance of simulation at machine level in industrial environments is steadily increasing espe-
cially in the design and commissioning phase. Using models during the operation phase together with
the real machine or plant is referred to as online simulation. Online simulation is used for system
monitoring, predictive analyses, decision support or online optimization and therefore has various
advantages and a wide field of applications. This paper has the aim to characterize online simula-
tion at machine level in industrial automation focusing on key technologies and common applications.
Therefore, a set of 60 relevant publications, which are focusing on this subject, is found by database
search, expert consultation, and snowballing. As key technological aspects, the used model types,
interfaces and platforms, and the aspects of initialization and synchronization are further investi-
gated. The results are interpreted and limitations, knowledge gaps and future prospects are discussed.
The potential of online simulation at machine level especially arises due to the increasing availability
of component and machine models from the design and commissioning phase, which can be reused
for online simulation. Remaining challenges are identified concerning implementation, simulation
platforms, model maintenance and especially in the field of synchronization.
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1 Introduction

Modern production plants are complex because
of the increasing variety of products with various
characteristics, while the number of human opera-
tors is decreasing. To maintain today’s production
plants efficiently and to make optimal decisions,
technical experts and autonomous intelligent sys-
tems need to have access to the exact plant state
remotely. For this, it is necessary to provide the
internal state of the plant, its machines and its
components as precisely as possible and to be able
to predict the plant behavior in near future. This

problem is inter alia solved by online simulation
at machine level. [48]

In the past, dynamic simulation based on first
principle models (FPMs) were used offline in the
system design phase, for testing and validation,
and for process planning. Due to advances in
industrial communication technology, reduction of
hardware costs and development towards flexi-
ble, automated and highly connected production
environments, online simulation became more and
more popular in the recent years. [60]

Online simulation means, that a process or
system behavior is simulated during the system
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operation and the simulation is directly coupled
with the real system to consider the same sys-
tem state and real-time inputs that affect the real
system [14]. Therefore, it is somehow connected
to the real system, which could be a mechatronic
component, a machine, a process or even a whole
production plant or facility.

Online simulation has multiple applications
and advantages [14, 17, 51, 54]:

• Determination of quantities that cannot be
obtained by measurement directly (virtual sens-
ing)

• Substitution of expensive sensors
• Accessibility and easier visualization of system
state and internal quantities

• Prediction of system behavior
• Validation of control laws
• Optimization of system operation
• Decision support
• Performance monitoring
• Diagnosis, fault detection and maintenance

In the past it was expensive and time consum-
ing to build and maintain simulation models [20].
Today, an increasing number of simulation models
is existing from sizing tools, model based engi-
neering and most recently also from virtual com-
missioning. This development paves the way for
online simulation, as the expenses for simulation
models and platforms are decreasing and the pos-
sibilities of application in a modern Industry 4.0
environment are extensive.

Early examples of online usage of simula-
tion models are observers, like the Kalman Fil-
ter [32], or Model Predictive Control (MPC).
However, these applications mainly use simpli-
fied linear models, which are embedded deeply
into mechatronic control systems. Online simu-
lation in industrial automation today comprises
significantly more. Applications reach from simple
calculations for control tasks to complex simu-
lations of entire manufacturing facilities. As an
online simulation is a digital replica of a machine
or plant which is coupled to the real system
in the operation phase, it is also referred to as
simulation-based digital twin [64].

However, there is no consistent understanding
of online simulation in literature. Different the-
oretical considerations and practical realization
studies of online simulation have been published

increasingly in the recent years, but there is no sys-
tematic overview of online simulation at machine
level to the knowledge of the authors.

This article presents the state of the art on
online simulation at machine level through a sys-
tematic literature review. It focuses on the tech-
nical aspects, like initialization, synchronization,
interfaces and platforms. Furthermore, exemplary
applications of online simulation are presented.
Through the reviewing process, knowledge gaps
within the field of online simulation at machine
level are identified, setting directions for future
work.

The remainder of this article is structured as
following: In the next section, the used methods
for the systematic review with a focus on literature
research are described. In section 3, the results of
the literature research are presented. This section
is structured based on different technical aspects.
Section 4 reviews the publications and summa-
rizes limitations and challenges, as well as future
potential. In the end, a short conclusion is given.

2 Methods

This paper follows a systematic approach. In par-
ticular, the methodology of this paper is based on
Webster and Whatson [73], Booth et al. [55] and
the PRISMA statement [38].

At first, a clear aim is defined. The central
research question is:

Which approaches, methods and techniques con-
cerning online simulation at machine level are
existing and how are they applied in industrial
practice?

This is further refined by the following ques-
tions, which should be answered by this article:

• Which different methods, approaches and tech-
nologies are existing?

• Which different types of models are used for
online simulation?

• How are the aspects of initialization and syn-
chronization addressed in literature?

• Which platforms and interfaces are used for
online simulation?

• Which applications exist for online simulation?

Furthermore, in the discussion section, remain-
ing challenges and knowledge gaps are to be
identified.
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To find relevant publications, database search,
snowballing (using the references between papers
to identify additional papers) and expert consul-
tation is used. For the database search, the most
important terms in the field of online simulation
at machine level are identified. This comprises
different spellings of online simulation and track-
ing simulation, which is an important variation
of online simulation, and terms to express the
industrial context. By connecting the terms with
boolean operators the following advanced search
string for database search results:

( TITLE-ABS-KEY ( {online simulation} ) OR

TITLE-ABS-KEY ( {on-line simulation} ) OR

TITLE-ABS-KEY ( {tracking simulation} ) OR

TITLE-ABS-KEY ( {tracking simulator} ) )

AND ( TITLE-ABS-KEY ( manufacturing ) OR

TITLE-ABS-KEY ( plant ) OR TITLE-ABS-KEY (

"industrial automa*" ) )

Besides scopus, the databases IEEE Xplore
and ACM Digital Library are chosen. This search
string yielded 191 results on scopus. With slight
variations concerning the syntax, the search string
is applied to IEEE Xplore and ACM Digital
Library and led to 117 results at IEEE Xplore
and six results at ACM Digital Library. The
publications were collected in April 2023.

As the scope of this review is online simulation
at machine level, especially in industrial automa-
tion, only publications, which focus on this subject
should be included. To narrow down the set of
relevant publications to this field and filter irrele-
vant papers systematically, the following exclusion
criteria are defined:

• not referring to online simulation: publications,
which do not refer to online simulation at all and
therefore are completely irrelevant (affecting 57
publications)

• not in the context of industrial automation and
manufacturing: publications referring to areas
other than the mentioned ones, for example
power plants or sewerage control (affecting 83
publications)

• not focusing on online simulation: publications,
which emphasize on a subject, where online sim-
ulation is only handled as a side aspect and
therefore not covered in detail (affecting 38
publications)

• Limitation to shop-floor level: publications,
which are focusing too much on shop-floor level

excluded as not
relevant
(n = 210)

database search (n = 314)
scopus (n = 191)

IEEE Xplore (n = 117)
ACM Digital Library (n = 6)

relevance
screening
(n = 252)

removed duplicates
(n = 62)

relevant
publications

(n = 60)

expert consultation
and snowballing

(n = 18)

Fig. 1: Accumulation of relevant papers (based
on PRISMA flowchart [38])

online simulation and where the content can
hardly be transferred and applied at machine
level (affecting 32 publications)

After removing duplicates, the articles were fil-
tered by the application of these predefined exclu-
sion criteria, resulting in a corpus of 42 papers.
The huge number of results, which do not refer to
online simulation at all, are due to the ambiguous
meaning and use of the terms online and track-
ing together with simulation. A major part of
the research on online simulation before the 1990s
was done at shop floor level, especially to support
real-time scheduling [34].

A lot of these publications are irrelevant for
online simulation at machine level and there-
fore excluded. Most of the irrelevant papers were
excluded during an initial abstract screening and
the remaining papers were excluded after further
analysis.

By including nine articles, which were found by
snowballing, and nine articles, which were found
by expert consultation, a final set of 60 rele-
vant publications is defined. This step ensures
that relevant papers, which are not found by the
database search, are included in this review. The
overall process of literature selection is depicted
in Figure 1. The identified set of relevant pub-
lications was analyzed comprehensively and the
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results concerning the defined research questions
are presented in the next section.

3 Results

Using simulation integrated and in parallel to the
operation of a real system is called online simula-
tion. In the past, the main application at machine
level was visualization and monitoring of process
quantities, but as mentioned before, there is a wide
variety of use-cases. The main goal of online sim-
ulation at machine level is to support the optimal
and undisturbed operation of the plant.

The following deals with different aspects
of online simulation. It summarizes used model
types, interfaces and platforms. Furthermore the
aspects of initialization and synchronization are
described and an overview of applications is given.

3.1 Model types

At first, different model types, which are used
for online simulation, are compared. Online
simulation models should represent the real
system as accurate as possible, but also be
re-configurable [31]. Modeling in general should
need minimal effort, so there has to be found an
optimum of accuracy and complexity.

3.1.1 Discrete-event models

In production and logistics, discrete-event simu-
lation (DES) is used for analyzing, planning and
optimizing processes. DES models are based on
instantaneous actions, which occur at a single
moment and effect the system in its state. [18]

DES is suitable for simulating flow of material
or the capacity and utilization of production envi-
ronments. Therefore, DES models are often used
to determine optimal production flow or waiting
times on logistics or shop floor level. DES is an
effective tool for simulating alternative scenarios
predictively [79]. Examples of DES models are
Petri nets and final state machines [8, 28].

On the other hand, continuous models are
used for motions, speeds, cycle times and other
processes, which often are real-time dependent
and prevalent at machine level [71]. Neverthe-
less, to model the business and operation logic
or communication state machines of automation
components, DES models are also necessary at
machine level.

actors mechanics sensors

process materials

simulated plant

control

machine / plant

process materials

real plant

Fig. 2: Structure of HiL online simulation
(adapted from [30])

3.1.2 Hardware-in-the-Loop and
Software-in-the-Loop models

In the phase of plant engineering and commission-
ing, Hardware-in-the-Loop (HiL) and Software-in-
the-Loop (SiL) models are used, for example for
tests of control systems. These models can also
be used in the operation phase, for example as a
reference for intended behavior. As the HiL and
SiL models are usually representing the opera-
tion logic of components or machines and only
rough physical models, they are used in operation
phase mainly for comparing the logical behavior
of a system to its intended behavior [30]. In com-
bination with precise physical models, they can
also be used for detailed monitoring and visual-
ization of production processes and many other
applications.

Kain et al. [30] present an exemplary structure
of a HiL model for online plant simulation (see
Figure 2). The simulation uses a model consist-
ing of mechanics, sensors and actuators, as well
as process materials. Just like for HiL testing,
the simulation environment is directly connected
to the control, which could be a programmable
logic controller (PLC) or a computer numerical
control (CNC) and therefore needs corresponding
interfaces [31].
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3.1.3 Physical and statistical models

Nakaya et al. [52] distinguish rigorous models,
which are based on physical laws or phenomena,
and statistical models, which are data-driven and
consider the historical process data. The rigorous
models are commonly referred to as FPMs, which
can be defined as models based on fundamental
engineering, physics and chemistry principles [54].

Statistical models are especially useful, if
unknown phenomena, which could not be recon-
structed by physical laws or are expensive to
identify manually, have to be considered in the
simulation model. Examples for statistical mod-
els are artificial neural networks, look-up tables or
generally different types of regression [5]. While
FPMs can be reused easier, statistical models can
be set up faster. The disadvantages of FPMs are
that the modeling and initial parameter tuning
is complex and inexplicable phenomena cannot
be considered. Statistical models in contrast have
to be maintained and provide less accurate esti-
mations as long as they are in their learning
phase [52]. Additionally, they are not able to pre-
dict unusual behavior [64]. When it comes to
model adaption, data-driven statistical models are
often newly learned, while physical models have
to adjust their parameters [62].

Usual structures of statistical models are
Multiple Linear Regression (MLR), Principal
Component Regression (PCR), Partial Least
Squares (PLS) regression or Just-In-Time (JIT)
models [47]. The latter one is most suitable for
applications with different operation ranges, as
other methods tend to over-fitting. Neural net-
works also suffer from over-fitting and furthermore
are unintelligible in their meaning [53].

When models are adjusted to a certain oper-
ation range to strong, they usually are worse
applicable to other operation ranges. JIT models
store historical data in a database and only con-
sider the relevant dataset for determining a local
model. The relevant dataset is chosen by a similar-
ity factor, for example correlation, the Euclidean
distance or other distance measures [65]. By imple-
menting a threshold, a new model is only built
when the relevant dataset changes significantly.
JIT modelling is also called lazy learning or locally
weighted learning.

To combine the advantages of both, first prin-
ciple and statistical models, hybrid models are

used. Generally, three types of combinations are
possible (see Figure 3):

• statistical model as input for the physical model
(Figure 3a)

• statistical model as compensation for the phys-
ical model (Figure 3b)

• statistical model processing the differences
between physical model and real system
(Figure 3c)

Nakabayashi et al. [47] applied a hybrid model
consisting of a physical and a JIT statistical model
on an online simulator for a steam reforming plant
and proposed a new Mahalanobis distance-based
JIT (MJIT). The Mahalanobis distance consid-
ers the covariance so it is correlation based, but
does not need a hyper-parameter for weighting it
relative to the distance measure. Hence, only the
remodeling threshold has to be set. This is an
advantage, as these hyper-parameters have to be
set by trial-and-error, so they should be avoided
or work as clear as possible [65].

3.1.4 Fluid dynamics modeling

For fluid dynamics, which are necessary for indus-
trial applications like bottling drinks or painting
and casting steel, diverse methods are applica-
ble. Generally, models are divided into meshed
and meshless discretization. The most popular
method using meshed discretization is Reynolds-
averaged Navir Stokes, as it is strongly sim-
plified. For a higher resolution and turbulent
flow, large-eddy-simulation or direct-numerical-
simulations are common alternatives, but require
a higher computational power. Meshless meth-
ods can model turbulent flow more easily because
of variable discretization. As meshless methods
are scalable, suitable for parallelization and have
a high time step tolerance, they are more suit-
able for real-time simulation. Examples are the
smoothed particle hydrodynamics (SPH) method,
the reproducing Kernel particle method (RKPM),
and the finite point method (FPM). [36]

For online simulation, Krotil et al. [36] define
that before each iteration of model execution, the
model is adjusted. They distinguish fluid-specific
model evolution, where sources and sinks are
defined, and geometry-specific model evolution,
which is derived from a CAD model.
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Plant

Physical
Model

Statistical
Model

Plant Model

(a)

Plant

Statistical
Model

Physical
Model

Plant Model

(b)

Plant

Statistical
Model

Physical
Model

Plant Model
+

-

(c)

Fig. 3: Possible combinations of physical and statistical models in hybrid modeling (adapted from [48])

3.1.5 Automatically generated models

Manual modeling in general is laborious and
requires system experts. Hence, efforts are made
to generate models automatically. As statistical
models are generated by computation anyways,
the main challenge of automatic online simulation
model generation is the generation of underlying
first principle models. For this, information map-
ping algorithms are utilizing various information
sources to map data into a simulation language.
Possible data and information sources are: [64]

• Initial process design and equipment data sheets
• Piping and instrumentation diagram (P&ID) in
process industry

• Automation I/O tables
• 3D plant models
• Control application programs

As the real plant behavior may deviate from
the automatically generated model, manual cor-
rection, applying an online parameter estimation
or using tracking simulation, where the model
parameters are optimized during operation, is rec-
ommended [64]. Reasons for the deviation are that
the system is built different from the design or
due to degradation. Santillán Martinez et al. [64]
present a method, where they firstly generate
a steady state model from preliminary process
design data, which is then converted to a dynamic
simulation model. Alternatively, the dynamic sim-
ulation model can be built from the P&ID or
automation I/O tables and enhanced by further
information. Afterwards, the simulation models
are connected to the manufacturing execution
system (MES) and enterprise resource planning
(ERP) systems for the operation phase. The
method carries out the following steps:

1. Automatic model generation
2. Model integration within the plant
3. Model optimization
4. Online model parameter estimation

Other terms, which are used in this context,
are model adaption and model deployment. In
this context, Model adaption is the optimization
of models, which were generated automatically or
in another context, like in the design phase, for
the use in online simulation. The model integra-
tion within the plant is also referred to as model
deployment.

Automatic model generation is still in its
infancy, but is particularly important for economic
efficiency and therefore for the widespread use in
the production industry.

3.1.6 Surrogate models

As computing power is limited in mechatronic
systems and online simulation at machine level
requires real-time capability, high-fidelity simu-
lation models are not suitable. To address this,
surrogate low-fidelity models are built.

To combine multiple models with different
fidelity, multi-model-data-fusion is used [5]. By
learning the fusion process with real measure-
ments as ground truth, a hybrid of an existing
model and a statistical model, which is repre-
sented by the fusion process, results. Bergs and
Heizmann [5] present a generic approach for gen-
erating virtual sensors from high-fidelity models
in that way. In particular, low-fidelity models
together with learning fusion operators are used
to approximate the results of the high-fidelity sim-
ulation. After a learning phase, the new combined
model can be applied for online simulation, pro-
viding more accurate results than the low-fidelity
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model itself and being computationally cheaper
than the high-fidelity model.

3.2 Initialization

One of the most important characteristics of
online simulation is that it is initialized with the
actual state of the system [14].

To identify the actual state of a system, the
following aspects have to be fulfilled [19]:

• Clear definition of the data forming the system
state

• Availability of that data
• Sufficient quality of that data
• Sufficient update frequency of that data

This section summarizes different initialization
strategies and presents a way of initialization data
standardization.

3.2.1 Initialization strategies

Online simulation has to be initialized with a state
that is as close to the real system state as possi-
ble. Hanisch et al. [21] present two possibilities for
initialization.

The first option is to initialize an online simu-
lation instance from a parent simulation instance,
which is synchronized to the real system. This
requires an enhanced simulation platform, which
is on the one hand able to copy a child simula-
tion from a running simulation instance and on
the other hand able to synchronize the parent sim-
ulation with the real system. This option has the
advantage that it is possible to gather the entire
system state at one point of time.

The second option is to initialize simulation
by using measurements of sensors or state infor-
mation from system components. This requires
suitable connectivity and higher quality of data,
but provides less restrictions regarding simulation
platforms, as most of them are able to read and
process initialization data [21]. Especially if the
measurement cycles are not synchronized, a higher
measurement frequency enables a more accurate
initialization. However, in some systems a frequent
cyclic measurement might not be possible, so this
is not applicable in general. Another common
problem is that there might be relevant informa-
tion or quantities, which are not captured by any
sensor. The determination of workpieces’ location

is often solved by retrofitting with radio-frequency
identification (RFID) technology [1].

Cardin et al. [10] list another approach, which
is a synthesis of the aforementioned options:
Observers use a model of the system to process the
measurements and estimate the current state of
the system, which is used for initialization. Using
observers is powerful, as it can be applied nearly
everywhere and also provides the full state at
any time. Cardin et al. [12] emphasize the impor-
tance of centralizing plant data using an observer,
which:

• gathers the events occurring in the distributed
manufacturing environment

• interpolates the behavior of the manufacturing
units between the points of measurement

• makes the system state data available for the
whole manufacturing environment

Another hybrid approach is presented by San-
tillán Martinez et al. [61]. They perform a rough
database-based initialization with initial condi-
tions, which is then tuned in a validation stage.
In the validation sequence, firstly the simulated
state and then the model parameters are adjusted.
The offline tuning process can be repeated itera-
tively to get closer to the actual system state. This
process is called offline adaption and is followed
by online adaption, which basically is a tracking
simulation (see section 3.3). In this phase, the
simulation is synchronized with the real plant. If
the discrepancy between simulation and real plant
gets too strong during the online adaption, the
offline adaption can be repeated.

Especially if models do not allow to directly set
a certain state, a further possibility is to initialize
the model with a standard state and use a simu-
lated control system to align the simulated state
to the actual state in an offline simulation [63].

The choice of initialization strategy is depend-
ing on the availability and quality of initialization
data [25].

3.2.2 Initialization data

As stated before, it is important to clearly define
the system state. There has to be a consistent
understanding of which information and data is
part of the system state and how the data has to
be interpreted.
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To enable interoperability between simulation
systems there are various standards developed
within the Simulation Interoperability Standards
Organization (SISO). One of these standards is
the core manufacturing simulation data informa-
tion model (CMSD-IM), which focuses on inter-
operability between simulation and manufacturing
applications. The CMSD-IM provides information
models and data structures in form of the Unified
Modeling Language (UML) and the XML schema
definition language (XSD). Bergmann et al. [4]
are mapping state information into CMSD-IM
classes for the initialization of simulation mod-
els. Specifically, the classes Resource, Part, Job,
JobEffortDescription, Schedule, ScheduleItem and
ProcessPlan are used. Bergmann et al. [4] propose
to extend the CMSD-IM by a timing property that
indicates the process of a currently processed job.

Although the concepts refer to shop-floor level,
they can be transferred to the machine level very
well. While jobs on shop-floor level are manu-
facturing or maintenance operations, on machine
level they may be operation steps in a flexible
production environment or steps/states within the
execution of a specific program. An exception are
the interfaces, as Bergmann et al. assume to take
the data from an Enterprise Resource Planning
(ERP) system or a Manufacturing Execution Sys-
tem. At machine level, such centralized systems
often do not exist. Nevertheless, the availability of
real-time data is improved due to the industrial
Internet-of-Things (IIoT), so that there are com-
ing up many other possibilities for gathering the
machine state.

3.3 Synchronization and Tracking
Simulation

Synchronization is necessary to ensure that the
online simulation can represent the current state
of the real plant [10]. Due to wear, reconfiguration
and malicious manipulation, the plant behavior
is changing in its life cycle [78]. As manual syn-
chronization would be costly and error prone,
there have to be automatic synchronization mech-
anisms or at least monitoring systems, which
detect deviations for maintenance personnel.

At machine level, this monitoring can be done
utilizing the network. Manufacturing machines
typically consist of controllers, which are con-
nected to actuators and sensors via fieldbuses.

Control
System Process

Model

Online Simulation

(a)

Control
System Process

Model

Update

Tracking Simulation

(b)

Fig. 4: Differences of standard online simula-
tion (a) and tracking simulation (b) (adapted
from [61])

Passive capturing only observes the present data
stream in the network, while active capturing
sends messages to gather information about the
system state. [78]

Besides monitoring, adapting the simulation
to be synchronous with the plant is a major
challenge. One way to solve the synchronization
problem is by tracking simulation.

3.3.1 Tracking simulation

The concept of a tracking simulator was firstly
presented by Nakaya et al. [49]. They describe
it as a dynamic process simulator, which works
simultaneously with a target plant. To ensure
accuracy and minimize discrepancy between the
real plant and the simulation, the model param-
eters are adjusted. This is done by comparing
sensor data with simulation results and updat-
ing the model parameters recursively, in a way
that the simulation output converges to the real
system output. A visualization of this princi-
ple is pictured in Figure 4. While basic online
simulation does not use any feedback mecha-
nisms (see Figure 4a), tracking simulation pro-
cesses the difference between process output and
simulated output to update the simulation model
(see Figure 4b).

Reasons for diverging behavior between plant
and simulation could be different operating con-
ditions compared to the design base, changing
characteristics due to degradation, or simply inac-
curate simulation models [46].
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Model Creation Model Structure
Update Model Tuning Model

Initialization
Tracking

Simulation
Predictive
Simulation

Model Adaption

Fig. 5: Stages of model adjustment for tracking simulation according to Santillán Martinez (adapted
from [62])

Santillán Martinez et al. [61, 62] distinguish
different stages of model adjustment (see Figure
5). In the model structure update, the model con-
figuration is changed according to the plant, as the
model created in the design phase could deviate.
This step often has to be carried out by experts. In
the model tuning stage, the model parameters are
re-estimated. At model initialization, the obtained
system state and suitable parameters are trans-
ferred to the simulation. In the case of tracking
simulation, the state and the model parameters
are continuously adjusted further on. The tracking
simulation instance may then be used as parent
simulation for several predictive simulations.

Pantelides et al. [54] also propose three stages
of model adaption:

1. Offline model validation and parameter estima-
tion

2. Offline model-to-plant calibration
3. Online calibration

Nevertheless, initial conditions for tracking
simulation must be chosen carefully, as the recur-
sive determination of suitable parameters could
take a long time, if the parameters are inaccurate
in the beginning. Hence, the initial values should
be chosen as precise as possible. [50]

3.3.2 Model parameter adjustment

Besides common applications and advantages of
online simulation, tracking simulation is useful to
determine model parameters [51].

The first approach was to adjust a parameter
in a way inspired by a PI control. For a parameter
Λ, Nakaya et al. [49] determine the correction ∆Λ
with:

∆Λ = Kpe+Ki

∫
e dt , (1)

where e is the difference between measurement
and simulated output and Kp and Ki are feedback
gains, which define how the feedback effects the
parameter adjustment.

Friman et al. [20] also describe their tracking
simulator as PI controller, whose error to mini-
mize is the difference between simulated and real
output and whose control value is an unknown
parameter.

However, PI controllers can only be used, if
the sign of the process gain is known. Otherwise,
wrong control gains can increase the simulation
error. Hence, the choice of control gains is not
trivial.

Pietilä et al. [57] are using a proportional
and derivative part for an error function. For
the parameter update, they are using a predictor
based estimation together with the error function.

An alternative solution is to use a sliding mode
controller for the parameter adjustment. This has
the advantage that sliding mode control has a
better disturbance rejection than PI-based con-
trollers. Furthermore, the sliding mode control
needs less information about the system and is
robust against uncertainties. The disadvantages
are that a sufficiently small step size and minimal
delay is required. As the sliding mode controller
needs to know the derivatives of system and
simulation outputs, an additional sliding mode
observer is necessary in most cases. [60]

Another possibility is to record an output
trajectory and solve an optimization problem
to estimate optimal parameter adaptions, but
this approach needs more computing power. The
advantage of an optimization algorithm is that it
does not need that much tuning parameters [57].

For the model tuning, Santillán Martinez et
al. [62] utilize optimization algorithms that are
applied on historical data. In particular they
present two variants, based on QNSTOP [2], the
Levenberg-Marquardt algorithm, and Broyden’s
method [9]. The Levenberg-Marquardt algorithm
was also approved by Fagervik et al. [17]. A prob-
lem of optimization algorithms for data reconcili-
ation is that often analytic values for the Jacobian
matrix of the system are necessary, which is not
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always given [63]. Another problem is that scalar
optimization algorithms may only find a local
optimum.

In general, optimization problems can be
solved by enumerative (brute-force), determinis-
tic and stochastic approaches. Enumerative ones
are least efficient and only applicable to discrete
or discretized problems, with a small solution
space. Deterministic approaches often need certain
assumptions, so they are only applicable if these
assumptions can be taken. Härle et al. [22] there-
fore propose to use an evolutionary approach. As
optimization problems need a large computational
effort, they are not suitable for real-time adap-
tion. Nevertheless, they can be used for periodical
adaption of real-time online simulation. [22]

3.3.3 Enhancements of tracking
simulation

As the dynamic online adjustment of parameters
often is limited, further mechanisms are necessary
for the model adjustment. The tracking simulator
by Nakaya et al. [49, 50] was enhanced in [68],
where the simulation is divided into three parts:

• The mirror model is tracking the quantities of
the real system by using measured values as
explained before.

• The identification model is adjusting certain
model parameters periodically by data recon-
ciliation using a least-squares method on a
state-space representation. (also referred to as
Dynamic Data Reconciliation technique [53])

• An additional analysis model is used for predic-
tions, optimization, performance analysis and
controllability improvement.

All parts rely on the same plant model. The
mirror model and the identification model are
exchanging information in the form of variables
and parameters [48].

Another enhanced architecture is proposed by
Santillán Martinez et al. [63]. They also divide the
simulation system into three simulators:

• The online simulator is running in parallel
to the real plant. An initialization manager
takes care of the model initialization. During
the tracking simulation, the dynamic estimator
adjusts the model parameters to align the simu-
lation to the real process. The online simulator

Control
System

Adaption

Simulation

Process
Process

Input

Adapted
Process Input

Simulated Output

Process Output

Fig. 6: Synchronization approach by Zipper [77]

is also used for the initialization of child simu-
lations as predictive or optimization simulators.

• The optimization simulator runs offline model
optimization on historical data. The optimized
parameters are fed back to the online simulator.

• The predictive simulator is used to be exe-
cuted faster than real-time for forecasting of the
process.

In addition to the process model, they use a
control system model, as this enables predictive
simulation and a control model is easier to inte-
grate than a real control. Hence, a replicate of the
control application is used in the same simulation
environment as the process model.

3.3.4 State synchronization without
model adaption

Another approach, which also uses the difference
between the simulation output and real output
as feedback, but does not adapt the simulation
model directly, is presented by Zipper [75–77]. The
approach considers black-box Functional Mockup
Interface (FMI) models, so the simulation system
does not know about all model parameters and
could not adapt them properly. Instead, the sys-
tem input is adapted for the simulation in a way
that the difference between simulation output and
real system output is compensated. A visualiza-
tion of this principle can be seen in Figure 6.
Hence, this approach is closely related to tracking
simulation.

For the minimization of the simulation dis-
crepancy, an optimization algorithm over a certain
time span is performed. This time span is depend-
ing on the simulation steps needed for a changing
input to affect the output. This is depending on
the number and constellation of simulation units
in the co-simulation. As optimization algorithms,
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Zipper validates L-BFGS and the derivative-free
BOBYQA.

Alternatively to adapting the simulation input,
the system’s estimated state can be handled sep-
arately from the simulation result and therefore
be updated by measurements. This approach does
also not require model adjustment but addresses
state synchronization only indirectly.

3.4 Interfaces and platforms

Predefined interfaces and existing software and
hardware platforms are necessary for online sim-
ulation at machine level to establish in industrial
practice.

3.4.1 Hardware platforms

Ebner et al. [15] implemented a HiL test and sim-
ulation platform. It comprises flexible hardware,
such as a floating point digital signal processor
(DSP), a field programmable gate array (FPGA),
a pulse-width modulation (PWM) unit, an incre-
mental encoder interface and a V/f-sensor inter-
face, and high-speed communication interfaces. To
enable flexibility, expandability, and reusability,
an appropriate operating system was developed.
Even though the main application of the authors
was to test control mechanisms for electric drives,
the platform is perfectly suitable for online sim-
ulation, as models can be simulated in real-time
and high-speed communication interfaces provide
an appropriate connectivity towards the machine
level and supervisory levels. For modeling, they
are using Dymola, which is a Modelica-based
tool for modeling and simulation of mechanical,
electrical, thermodynamic, hydraulic, pneumatic,
thermal and control systems. Dymola provides a
code export functionality, which is allowing to con-
vert the model into C-code for execution on the
real-time platform.

Other applications do not utilize real-time
targets for simulation. Fagervik et al. [17] for
example are using a personal computer, which is
able to handle multiple input and output signals.
However, due to the used operating systems, sim-
ulations on a personal computer are not real-time
capable in the most cases.

HSC simulation
model

Matlab parameter
estimator

Actual process

System input

Estimated
system output

Estimated
parameters

System output

Disturbances

Fig. 7: Chemical process simulation with contin-
uous parameter adaption using Matlab (adapted
from [57])

3.4.2 Software platforms

A general term that is used for simulation plat-
forms in industry is computer-aided production
engineering (CAPE). CAPE tools are able to sim-
ulate manufacturing scenarios with various pro-
duction resources and control functions [71]. The
advantage of using CAPE tools for online simu-
lation is that they provide numerous predefined
models and, at best, a model of the plant is
already present from the design or commissioning
phase. Furthermore, they already provide common
interfaces.

Nakaya et al. [27, 49] are using the dynamic
simulation environment OmegaLand by the
Japanese company Omega Simulation Co. [68].

Pietilä et al. [57] are using the Outotec HSC
simulator, which is a simulation tool for chemical
processes. They are using it as part of the tracking
simulator and for evaluation. The tracking simu-
lator consists of a parameter estimator, which is
implemented in Matlab, and the HSC simulation
model. An overview of the constellation is shown
in Figure 7.

Martinez et al. [61–63] are using the pro-
cess simulation Software Apros combined with
OPC UA as an interface to the plant. OPC UA
is a client-server-based communication standard,
which provides a unified interface for heteroge-
neous data sources in Industry 4.0 environments.
The communication structure for tracking simula-
tion with OPC UA is depicted in Figure 8. The
OPC UA historical access is used for the model
tuning before model initialization. As in many
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Fig. 8: Online Simulation with OPC UA and pro-
cess historian (adapted from [62])

cases the time-steps are irregular, the data series
has to be interpolated. This is a disadvantage for
simulations with fixed step sizes and optimiza-
tion algorithms relying on evenly distributed time
series.

Petschnigg et al. [56] realized an interface
to robot operating system (ROS). As a simu-
lation platform, they use CoppeliaSim (formerly
V-REP). With an extending script, path planning
for robotic applications is possible. It is connected
to CoppeliaSim with the CoppeliaSim client API.
The API client can control the simulation state,
retrieve and edit simulation data, like object posi-
tions, and enqueue planning targets, which are
target poses for the tool center point.

In industrial automation, Modelica models are
popular. Modelica is an object-oriented simulation
language, which is used by multiple simulation
platforms and hence, provides many ready-to-use
models [15]. Further popular simulation platforms
in industrial automation are ISG-virtuos, machi-
neering iPhysics, Matlab/Simulink and Siemens
tools like Siemens plant simulation. Some of them
come with real-time simulation targets, which can
be used for HiL simulation.

To sum up, domain specific simulation plat-
forms were often used and adapted to the require-
ments of online simulation. A software platform
especially intended for online simulation does not
exist to the knowledge of the authors. However,
many existing simulation platforms already pro-
vide suitable interfaces for online simulation. In
future, standards like the FMI will play an impor-
tant role, as they enable the co-simulation of
various existing component models that cant set
up a machine or plant model.

Some of the reviewed implementations also use
programming languages like C/C++, Java and
Python directly. In practice, newly coding com-
ponent or machine models with general purpose
programming languages is expensive and therefore
not suitable for the most applications, but a way
to be more flexible in research and testing.

3.4.3 Cloud services

Depending on the model complexity and the opti-
mization mechanisms, online simulation might be
computationally costly. In this case, cloud com-
puting services are considered, as they allow scal-
ability and parallelization. Especially for small
and medium-sized companies, third party cloud
services like Amazon Web Services (AWS) and
Microsoft Azure are attractive, as they provide the
infrastructure and are paid per use. [23]

Hofmann et al. [23] present an exemplary
model for the deployment of a DES simulation
on the AWS cloud (see Figure 9). The data pro-
ducer could be a real production system, which
collects information with its sensors and triggers
corresponding events. These events are captured
by AWS Kinesis, which handles the data stream
and acts as a communication interface. The events
are processed first-in-first-out by AWS Lambda.
AWS Lambda updates a Dynamo DB database,
which stores the events. The DES model is also
implemented as AWS Lambda function. Accord-
ing to the occurring events, the state variables are
changed in the Dynamo DB database. The AWS
Lambda functions are executed depending on cell
updates in the Dynamo DB. The simulation time
is synchronized with the real system.

3.4.4 Interfaces

The synchronization of online simulation to a real
system, as well as the cooperation with other
mechatronic or virtual systems require consis-
tent interfaces. While on shop-floor level human-
machine-interfaces to the simulation are used not
only for supervision and monitoring but also for
manually providing system inputs [29], the online
simulation at machine level has to focus especially
on machine-to-machine communication.

Machine-to-machine communication is
divided into different architectures, such as
service-oriented architectures (SOA), Rep-
resentational State Transfer (REST) and
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Fig. 9: Exemplary deployment of DES in AWS cloud environment (adapted from [23])

message-oriented architectures [45]. In practice,
the communication is realized by standardized
Internet-of-Things (IoT) protocols on the one
hand and APIs to proprietary apps and platforms
on the other hand [39].

Apart from this, it is also possible to con-
nect the simulation to the mechatronic sys-
tem using fieldbuses and Industrial Ethernet
protocols. Industrial fieldbuses are necessary,
if the application requires real-time capability.
Zipper et al. [78] for example use the Ethernet-
based PROFINET and map the process data to
the corresponding simulation inputs. Test access
points, which are located between the controller
and the considered components, capture the data
from the communication network directly. This
has the advantage that the high amount of data is
processed close to the process and does not have
to be spread through the factory network or even
further [78].

Cardin et al. [11] implemented a simulation
system containing a discrete event simulation as
an observer and initialization basis for predictive
online simulation instances. An OPC server is used
to synchronize the event-based observer simula-
tion to the real system. The OPC server sends
events, when predefined variables are changing.
For the initialization of the predictive online simu-
lation instances a database containing production
data is used.

Martinez et al. [63] propose an architecture,
where three different simulators (an online simu-
lator, an optimization simulator, and a predictive
simulation) are connected to a historical data
repository, which stores process and simulation
data in a database. For the historical data reposi-
tory, they use a Prosys OPC UA historian, which
also uses an SQL-based database.

OPC UA has a service-oriented architecture.
With OPC UA Pub/Sub, a cyber physical system

can register to a topic as publisher or subscriber
and a broker coordinates the data distribution.

An alternative to OPC UA is Message Queu-
ing Telemetry Transport (MQTT), which is a
message-oriented protocol that offers multiple
advantages for asynchronous data streams. An
MQTT broker running on a server manages the
message distribution inside a network. MQTT is
supported by several open-source libraries. [45]

In the case of Müller et al. [45], different online
simulation instances for different manufacturing
units exchange their state information via MQTT.
They used an update interval of 200 ms, which
is acceptable for the communication with MES
systems or non-real-time components, but can-
not compete with protocols used in mechatronic
systems internally, like industrial Ethernet.

3.5 Real-time behavior and
temporal synchronization

Online simulation at machine level is subjected
to real-time constraints, as the simulation results
are needed at a certain point of time at the plant
and may be irrelevant afterwards [14]. Real-time
behavior of a system refers to the ability to keep
deadlines and, especially regarding simulation, to
be able to synchronize to the real clock. Both
aspects play a vital role within online simulation.

Nakaya et al. [48] see the application of their
tracking simulator for a petrochemical plant on
minute-level to hour-level and even in the static
domain, which corresponds to day-level. That
means, that their proposed tracking simulator is
not suitable for real-time use on machine level,
where control cycles are in the order of millisec-
onds.
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HiL models, which usually are connected to a
control system via a fieldbus, underlie hard real-
time requirements. They often operate on the con-
trol’s cycle, which is in the order of milliseconds
for PLCs.

Also for real-time decision making, it is impor-
tant to provide information by time. In this case,
the time scale is depending on the application,
but as several possibilities have to be simulated
until certain decision points, the simulation has to
be performed much faster than real time. There
has to be found an optimum of simulation time
scale and simulation speed concerning simulation
accuracy, which is related to a longer simulation
duration, and expressiveness, which is shrinking
with the simulation’s duration due to drifting of
the real system’s behavior [6]. The simulation time
scale and simulation speed can be influenced by
computing power, simulation step size and level of
detail.

3.5.1 Parallel and predictive online
simulation

Online simulation can be run in parallel to the real
system or sped up to predict the system behav-
ior. Important applications of parallel simulation
are monitoring, diagnosis and robust operation.
The diagnosis aspect of parallel online simulation
is important for the service and maintenance of
a plant, as deviations to the intended behavior
can be detected and tracked more easily. By auto-
matically replying to these deviations, a robust
operation is provided [30].

Predictive online simulation has to run faster
than real time and, in contrast to parallel online
simulation, also model and simulate the control,
as future inputs and reference values have to be
considered. However, a control model is often also
used for parallel online simulation, as it is eas-
ier to integrate the control into the simulation in
that way [63]. Predictive online simulation aims
to forecast failures in the plant behavior and
also determines degradation, which enables early
scheduling of service tasks. Another application of
predictive online simulation is process optimiza-
tion. Different control options can be evaluated by
simulation and the best option is chosen for the
process. In that way, decision support is given and
optimal process control is enabled. [30]

Cardin et al. [10] use predictive online sim-
ulation for decision making in holonic manufac-
turing systems (HMS). They presented a novel
approach of proactive production activity con-
trol systems using online simulation [11]. Instead
of periodically launching predictive simulations,
like for model predictive control and other proac-
tive production activity control systems (see
Pujo et al. [58]), the predictive simulation can
be launched on demand. By simulating different
options of control, the predictive simulation is
used to support decision making. For accurate ini-
tialization of the predictive online simulation, a
real-time simulator is used as an observer. This
approach is used often, as it provides a straight-
forward and accurate way to obtain the system
state for the initialization of further simulation
instances (see section 3.2.1).

To reduce computing time for predictive sim-
ulation, Manivannan and Banks [43] propose a
combination with a knowledge base, which pro-
cesses simulation results and observations of the
real plant to assist a discrete event simulation.

3.5.2 Temporal Synchronization

Cardin et al. [11] present a simple mechanism to
synchronize an event driven simulation to the real
system. When an event occurs in the simulation, it
waits for the real event to occur before the simula-
tion is continued. When an event occurs in the real
system and the simulation is not waiting for it, the
simulation is continued, but the next occurrence
of the event in the simulation is suppressed.

Manivannan and Banks [43] synchronize their
discrete event simulation by synchronizing the
event list.

Bessey [7] proposes a method, which adapts
the length of successive predictive simulations to
cause similar simulation horizons. This is nec-
essary for the simulation results to be better
comparable.

3.6 Application scenarios

In this section, some of the most important appli-
cations for online simulation at machine level and
relevant applications of the aforementioned tech-
niques are presented, including implementation
details.

Pantelides et al. [54] distinguish between
closed-loop and open-loop online model-based

14



Input Layer (measurement data, 3D models,
standard tools, etc.)

Database Support Layer

Online simulation
module

Offline simulation
module

Data processing tool Analysis
module

Model
process
module

Fig. 10: Structure of the symbiotic simulation
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applications (OMBAs). Closed-loop control
OMBAs provide direct feedback to the physical
system for process control. These could be virtual
sensors or model predictive controllers. On the
other hand, open-loop advisory OMBAs have no
direct feedback and are used mainly as support
systems, such as monitoring, error detection or
forecasting [63].

Another distinction is made between OMBAs
for plant monitoring, which extend the informa-
tion of the plant provided by the sensors, and
OMBAs for plant forecasting.

The simulation can run continuously (e.g. for
process monitoring), on demand (e.g. for deci-
sion making), or at scheduled times (e.g. for
performance monitoring). [54]

3.6.1 Virtual assembly supported
system

A virtual assembly supported system for gas tur-
bine manufacturing is presented by Meng et al.
[44]. The system consists of an input layer, includ-
ing measurement data, 3D models, etc., a database
support layer, and a layer consisting of an online
simulation module, a data processing module, an
offline simulation module, an analysis module and
a model process module (see Figure 10).

The online simulation is responsible for real-
time guidance and supervision of the assembly
process. This means, it finds deviations and errors,

generates warnings and provides a feedback mech-
anism for the offline simulation. It is implemented
as a real-time HiL simulation.

The offline simulation deals with process plan-
ning and analysis and is implemented in the
virtual space. Both modules are cooperating, as
the offline simulation is a preview and reference
for the online simulation.

The simulations use actual data from the
assembly system and enhance the assembly by
feeding back process information. There is diverse
cooperation between the modules, where infor-
mation is exchanged and resources are shared.
Such compositions are known as symbiotic
simulations [66].

3.6.2 Decision making

Online simulation has been used for decision mak-
ing at MES level for a long time [26]. The simu-
lation is used to evaluate different scenarios and
therefore simplify the decision making.

Cardin et al. [11] apply their proactive activ-
ity control, which basically is an online simulation
system for decision making, to a holonic manu-
facturing system consisting of different working
stations and a transportation system. Different
orders are created and handled by the manufactur-
ing system. When a new order is created, a specific
number of transporters have to be assigned. By
predictive simulation of the manufacturing sys-
tem, the choice of transporters was optimized in
a way that the productivity was increased by 30%
in average.

Yoshitani et al. [74] apply this principle to a
reheating furnace for slab heating. They are using
a high-fidelity model for predictions within a long
range and a low-fidelity model fort short term pre-
dictions. The approach is comparable to model
predictive control, where an optimal future control
trajectory is simulated and the determined control
input is applied to the plant.

Other examples of online simulation for deci-
sion support are Manivannan and Banks [43],
Bessey [8] and Krishnamurthi and Vasudevan [34].

Besides operational decision making, where
online simulation mainly is used to evaluate short-
term decisions by predictive simulations, decision
support is also needed for engineering services.
This comprises condition monitoring and asset
life-cycle management. Tjahjono et al. [72] present

15



an online simulation framework, which consists
of a reliability estimator, an engineering service
simulation model and a condition monitoring sys-
tem. The reliability estimator uses the condition
monitoring data to determine a likelihood of fail-
ure. This indicator is used to plan maintenance
actions. The engineering service model enables
predictive simulation to achieve an optimal main-
tenance activity. A data capturing module collects
data from the real system to synchronize to the
actual state. This state is used to initialize predic-
tive online simulation. Their experiments showed
that online simulation compared to traditional
methods allows an improved monitoring, espe-
cially concerning systems with dynamic behavior
and perturbation. This is a valuable advantage for
flexible manufacturing systems in the context of
Industry 4.0.

However, online simulation for decision making
is less prevalent at machine level, except model-
based control methods. The major reason might
be that machines had a fixed repetitive opera-
tion in the past, where usually no adaptions were
made. This will change within Industry 4.0 due
to individualization and lot size one approaches.
Additionally, adaptions need experts at machine
level, while at shop floor level simple heuristics
and adequate information are usually sufficient.
Hence, decisions and optimizations at machine
level might be more complicated than shop floor
level decision support and optimized production
scheduling.

3.6.3 Simulation-based early warning
system

Hotz et al. [25] use online simulation for an early
warning system. The idea of simulation-based
early warning systems is, to collect data from pro-
duction control centers, according databases or
even from CNCs or PLCs and use them together
with simulation models to provide information
about the future behavior of a production system.
An early warning system is designed indepen-
dently from the simulation tool and the simulation
has to be embedded invisibly, so that the user of
the early warning system does not need to think
about the simulation. Hence, parameterization,
initialization and the execution of the simulation
have to be automated.

3.6.4 Tracking simulator for steam
reforming plant

In the process industry, the system behavior
is changing over long time due to degradation
of catalyst activity and process drift [48]. The
idea of a tracking simulator came up thinking
about transferring offline simulators from the pro-
cess industry (petrochemical, steel or paper plants
etc.) into an adapting online simulation [49]. That
is why Nakaya et al. [46–53] are using a steam
reforming plant for a fuel cell as a demonstrator,
where it was commercially implemented later on.
For this, they use statistical models and FPMs
for a hybrid model simulation [52]. The statistical
model is fed with measured values and data from
the simulation.

Ishimaru et al. [27] also applied the track-
ing simulator to a depropanizer process with a
distillation column.

The main purpose of the tracking simulator
in this case is to serve as a virtual sensor for
different chemico-physical quantities. Besides, it
provides possibilities for trend forecasts and opti-
mized operation conditions. Nakaya et al. [48]
propose the use of tracking simulation together
with model predictive control (MPC) and real-
time optimization (RTO) as MPC and RTO need
current estimations for unstable parameters.

3.6.5 Vibration Reduction

Due to energetic efficiency and material costs,
lightweight machines are built more often. How-
ever, lightweight machines are prone to vibration,
which has to be avoided. Measuring resonant fre-
quencies of a machine before the commissioning
depending on machine positions is costly. Sekler
et al. [69, 70] propose a method to determine res-
onant frequencies from a simulation model, whose
behavior is calculated continuously on the control
device during the operation. In particular, prede-
fined models are coupled based on the machine
position to determine the resonant frequencies for
the current machine position.

3.6.6 Wood-frame panel prefabrication

Altaf et al. [1] implemented an online simula-
tion for a wood-frame panel prefabrication facil-
ity, which consists of an RFID data acquisition
module, a central database and a discrete event
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simulation. Here, the simulation is applied to a
production line, consisting of multiple machines,
but the principle can also be applied at machine
level, for example for a machine tool.

The database contains the building panel
information from 3D models, the production
schedule, and the panel locations, which are fed
from the data acquisition module.

The online simulation is implemented in
Simphony.NET, where the production steps are
modeled as tasks, which are done by machines
with workers as resources. The simulation initial-
izes with data from the database and runs based
on task-time formulas, which are developed empir-
ically and determine the processing time based on
the panels geometry. Data, which could not be
obtained automatically, like the number of human
workers, are put in via a user interface.

The simulation is used to predict the perfor-
mance of the production line and to evaluate the
real performance. This is necessary, as the panel
size is an insufficient indicator for the production
time [1]. Transferring this to machine level, online
simulation provides new measures, which can be
used to determine the performance of a machine.
These new measures are perfectly suitable for
pay-per-use approaches.

3.6.7 Digital Twin for CNC machine
tool

CNC machine tools are prevalent in manufactur-
ing. Luo et al. [42] present a digital twin for a
CNC machine tool, which provides precise simula-
tion, self-sensing, self-adjustment, self-prediction,
and self-assessment. The mentioned aspects play
a key role in Industry 4.0 concerning the con-
cepts of cyber physical production systems and
decentralized intelligence. One important pillar
therefor is modeling and simulation. In particu-
lar, Luo et al. [42] use a system level simulation
consisting of a descriptive model and an algo-
rithm model, which accesses real-time data for
fault prediction using a fuzzy neural network.

3.6.8 Flexible robot manufacturing

Traditionally, robot movements are typically hard-
coded and sensors detecting the workpieces and
obstacles are not available. However, a lot of
tools exist, which enable the simulation of robots,
for example to test applications and code. Some

tools even support automatic path generation.
Virtual robots are used to reduce the companies’
time-to-market and to improve the production
processes. [56]

Petschnigg et al. [56] mention several difficul-
ties of using simulation for robot operation:

• Dynamically changing environment impedes
collision detection, when paths are planned by
the simulation. Hence, either some kind of feed-
back information of the environment via sensors
or a dedicated cell, where the environment is
fixed, is necessary.

• Dynamic change of the workpiece during the
simulated process is hard to include into 3D
simulation with CAD models.

• The necessary degree of detail is crucial, but
hard to obtain. Therefore, often it is tried to get
an as detailed and as accurate model as possible.

• The dynamic behavior of the end effector is hard
to pre-calculate.

In their work, they connect a production envi-
ronment with a parametrizable simulation, which
can calculate robot trajectories adapted to the
current state of the environment. The size and
pose of obstacles and workpieces and the current
joint configuration of the robot are fed into the
simulation system, where they are used for path
planning.

3.6.9 Online collision avoidance

Flexible production systems demand new safe-
guarding solutions, especially when online adap-
tions and reconfiguration to the production sys-
tem increase the risk of a collision. In [67] and [24]
a concept for an online collision avoidance system
is presented. In such a system an online simulation
is used, to calculate the motion of the real produc-
tion systems in parallel. In the virtual world the
parts are surrounded by bounding volumes. Typi-
cally those bounding volumes are larger than their
real world counterpart to detect collisions virtu-
ally before real collisions occur. Alternatively, the
online simulation is run predictively. If a collision
is detected in the online simulation, this informa-
tion can be used to stop the production system or
initiate another reaction to prevent the collision.
In [33] such a solution is realized for a robot cell.
This makes the close and flexible cooperation of
three industrial robots possible.
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3.6.10 Operation monitoring

In flexible manufacturing systems, a plant
often consists of different production units,
which dynamically execute jobs on work pieces.
For dynamic collaboration, the controllers need
detailed online state information of the machines
and robots. For this, Jahn [28] uses synchronized
online simulation to reflect the state and behavior
of production cells. By this, simple sensors can be
used to update and synchronize the online simula-
tion with respect to the mechatronic system and
detailed state information is provided at any time
by the online simulation. In particular, Jahn [28]
applies DES, but generally, any type of simulation
may be useful to determine system information.
The model type has to be chosen depending on the
kind of information that is necessary for operation
monitoring.

4 Discussion

In this section, the investigated publications on
online simulation at machine level are inter-
preted and the results are discussed. This includes
knowledge gaps and limitations as well as future
potential.

4.1 Current limitations and
remaining challenges

Fowler et al. [19] identified two major challenges
for online simulation in 2005. Firstly, synchro-
nized factory models with real-time data access
should be run permanently. This challenge is
weakened in Industry 4.0 due to high availability
of accurate real-time data and increasing com-
putational power on edge and cloud devices, but
still existent. Furthermore, there still is a lack of
synchronization techniques.

Secondly, the factory models have to be built
automatically. The excessive costs of model devel-
opment is one major reason, why online simulation
is not applied in practice [54]. Santillán Martinez
et al. [63] also state that a focus for future work
should be set in reducing the efforts for modeling
and integration. This challenge is still present, but
there already are multiple activities in solving this
problem [3, 13].

Besides automatic model generation, auto-
matic validation of simulation models is a current

challenge that is necessary for online simulation on
the one hand and could be solved by online simu-
lation on the other hand, also concerning models
that are not only used during the operation phase.

In the following, further limitations and chal-
lenges are derived.

4.1.1 Implementation

A lot of theoretical concepts have been presented,
which can be used or transferred to machine
level. However, there is still a need for practical
concepts, to implement online simulation in indus-
trial practice [63]. Especially at machine level, the
implementation is difficult, as real-time process
data has to be handled. If the simulates takes place
in the cloud, suitable interfaces have to be estab-
lished in the mechatronic system. If the simulation
is run on field level, a device has to be found that:

• has enough computing power for the simulation
• can access the real system’s inputs
• has interfaces to provide the generated informa-
tion to the control system and to analysis and
maintenance tools

• provides an environment, where the simulation
is conducted, administered and maintained

Online simulation needs to access the real system’s
inputs in any case. These inputs comprise endoge-
nous inputs, which are inputs coming from the
control system, and exogenous inputs, which are
mostly unwanted impacts, which the system has
no control of [14]. The exogenous inputs are hard
to consider, as the mechatronic systems often do
not provide sensors for these quantities.

Implementation challenges also include real-
time capability. Especially cloud solutions and
high-fidelity models have to be improved regard-
ing this to meet the future requirements.

In total, there are no general and clear
approaches on how to proceed to realize an appro-
priate online simulation for a specific applica-
tion or problem, but only separate theoretical
approaches with individual implementation exam-
ples.

4.1.2 Platforms

Simulation platforms are helping to overcome
implementation challenges, as they provide appro-
priate simulation and modeling tools, various
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interfaces to the mechatronic system and some-
times also real-time capable simulation devices
(see section 3.4).

ISG-virtuos for example is real-time capable
and can be connected to common fieldbus systems,
like CANopen, Ethernet IP, EtherCAT, Profinet,
Profibus, or Powerlink. Furthermore, it supports
the use of FMI models and has a C++ SDK.
To be integrated directly into the mechatronic
system and to separate simulation from model-
ing, ISG provides the Realtime Target, which is
a compact, cabinet-based industrial PC. Hence,
ISG-virtuos as an example already provides the
most important features for online simulation.

However, to the knowledge of the authors there
is no simulation platform that is explicitly dedi-
cated for online simulation. As described, current
simulation platforms already provide important
features for online simulation, but especially meth-
ods for synchronization and instantiation of child
models, with the ability to run in different simu-
lation speeds, have to be developed.

4.1.3 Real-time capability

Real-time capability is a vital aspect for online
simulation at machine level. Using existing plat-
forms saves implementation efforts, but may
restrict the simulation system concerning real-
time capability depending on the real-time behav-
ior of the simulation platform. Besides interfaces,
where industrial Ethernet is recommended for
real-time communication, the operating system
and the computing power of the simulation device
are the main bottlenecks. Many operating systems
cannot provide the necessary real-time capability
at all. In other cases the models are to complex
to be executed with real-time conditions. Depend-
ing on the simulation platform, there even is an
overhead additionally to the model complexity,
for example due to a Simulation Master for co-
simulation or for administrative functionality. To
provide cheap computing power to handle com-
plex models, cloud services are used. This solves
the problem of computing power, but enhances the
problem of real-time capable communication.

For these reasons, many of today’s implemen-
tations of online simulation at machine level are
not real-time capable. In the considered set of 60
relevant publications, only 16 publications address
real-time capability and nine publications consider

HiL models, which usually are real-time capable
(see Figure 11).

An example, where real-time capable simula-
tion of mechatronic systems is already realized,
is virtual commissioning with HiL models. This
example could serve as a role model for online sim-
ulation at machine level and simulation platforms
can be reused for both applications.

Furthermore, approaches are necessary to
reduce the model complexity and to save comput-
ing power, maintaining the informative value of
the online simulation.

4.1.4 Model maintenance

As the modeled plants and machines are changed
and reconfigured over time, also the models
for online simulation have to be adapted. This
exceeds the synchronization techniques mentioned
in section 3.3, as models not only are optimized
towards gradual changes in behavior but may
have to be completely reconfigured. As online
simulation aims to reduce maintenance efforts
of production plants, the maintenance effort for
the simulation itself has to be minimized. Today,
maintenance of models is complicated and entails
a lot of effort, as large parts are done manually.
This problem not only exists in the context of
online simulation but generally in the field of digi-
tal twins, where the concept of an evolving digital
twin [16, 37, 40] came up recently. Companies
are having high expenses for keeping their digital
twins up to date. This is a huge challenge to be
solved in future.

Model sustainability is highly related to
this and entails solvability, maintainability and
tractability [54]. Hence, models should not be
too complex but also not too simple. Further-
more, they should be adaptable and modular
by design [41]. The distinction between model
maintenance, model adaption and model synchro-
nization is vague in literature.

Another aspect affecting model maintenance
is model reuse. For this, models should be flexi-
ble in their application, so that they can not only
be used for online simulation, but also for vir-
tual commissioning or in the design phase. As the
models might have to be adapted for the different
applications, version management is necessary.

19



re
al
-t
im
e
ca
pa
bi
lit
y

H
iL

m
od
el
s

m
od
el
re
us
e

st
at
e
sy
nc
hr
on
iz
at
io
n

m
od
el
sy
nc
hr
on
iz
at
io
n

0

10

20

30

40

16

9

17

42

26

Fig. 11: Number of the relevant publications
found (see methods, section 2) addressing an issue
(total number of considered publications: 60)

4.1.5 Synchronization

The aspect of synchronizing the online simulation
to the real system is essential. State synchroniza-
tion, where only the state variables are adjusted
to fit the real system state, is distinguished
from model synchronization, where the simula-
tion model is adapted corresponding to the actual
system behavior. Figure 11 shows that 42 of the
60 investigated publications address the aspect of
state synchronization and another 26 publications
also address model synchronization. The shown
statistics are not quantitatively representative but
show a clear qualitative direction.

Model synchronization is especially necessary,
if the behavior of a system is changing over time.
As mentioned before, this could be due to degrada-
tion, changing environment or changing operation
conditions. Additionally, inaccurate models are
improved by model synchronization. This is why
the concept of tracking simulation is a fundamen-
tal step towards the usage of online simulation in
industrial automation.

The state synchronization method by Zipper
has several disadvantages compared to regular
tracking simulation, as the models themselves are
not tuned and the simulated state only is cor-
rected indirectly. If model parameters are incor-
rect due to bad modeling or changing behavior,
the synchronization method by Zipper compen-
sates this by changing the simulation input in a
way that may be unrealistic, which could cause
the internal state to be unrealistic. However, the
implementations of tracking simulation presented
in the literature are not suitable for co-simulation
with black-box models. As the modeling effort
is reduced if the models of machines are made
up from component models and composed in a
co-simulation environment, and component mod-
els provided by the component manufacturers are
supposed to be more accurate, black-box model
co-simulation could supposably be the future stan-
dard for machine modeling in machinery man-
ufacturing. The approach by Zipper is intended
especially for this scenario.

A limitation of the current synchronization
techniques is that they do not consider the uncer-
tainty of measurement, which is used for the
model and state correction. Also, if there is high
noise, the state and model are adjusted too often
and too strong. Using the Kalman filter as a
role model, the uncertainty of measurement and
the uncertainty of simulation should be consid-
ered to achieve statistically optimal state and
model adjustments. Furthermore, determining the
uncertainty of the state estimation would help
for further processing. Apart from this, Bessey
[7] proposes a method, which weights simulation
results of predictive simulations, which were con-
ducted successively, as the different simulations
used different real-time data for initialization.

An explicit gap exists in the combination of
model synchronization with HiL models, which is
not addressed by the reviewed literature at all.
Model synchronization and real-time capable sim-
ulation is addressed only by Santillán Martinez
et al. [63] and Bessey [6], which only deals with
the need for model synchronization and real-time
capability independently, but not in combination.
At machine level, real-time capability is especially
important, since the simulation results should be
used in the control system directly. HiL mod-
els play a key role here, as they already exist
from testing and virtual commissioning and are
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real-time capable innately. Feedback from the real
system and proper reaction in form of synchro-
nization is necessary to ensure the accuracy and
reliability of online simulation.

Besides state and model synchronization, tem-
poral synchronization is a challenge. The syn-
chronization of different clocks itself has many
solutions, but the synchronization of multiple
interacting simulation environments for example,
is an upcoming problem that is to be solved [23].
Applying distributed simulation speeds up the
simulation, but orchestrating multiple local simu-
lations is complex [6].

4.1.6 Processing of simulation results

As online simulation at machine level is expand-
ing, it enables new possibilities due to the supply
with new types of data and information at field
and control level. Hence, questions on the use of
this data and information are coming up, like how
to interpret the simulation data and how to use
these results. The results could be of quantitative
manner, for example giving estimations for physi-
cal quantities, or qualitative manner, for example
indicating if certain system states are avoided.
Especially the latter is not obvious, but important
for retrospective analysis and safety critical sys-
tems. The future online simulation systems have
to provide appropriate interoperability, to enable
such analyses [6].

In general, retrospective analysis, which
focuses on monitoring of the mechatronic system,
is distinguished from prospective analysis, which
focuses on the future operation, for example by
validating or comparing control laws, estimating
future performance or determining optimal main-
tenance activities. Online simulation supports the
use of data analysis technologies, since it provides
more accurate and diverse data in the role of a
digital twin.

4.2 Trends and future potential

As seen in Figure 12, the number of relevant pub-
lications on online simulation at machine level is
increasing, although there is high variation from
year to year. The potential of online simulation
at machine level especially arises, as an increas-
ing number of existing models reduces the obstacle
of modeling expenses to use online simulation.

Also the number and extent of suitable simulation
platforms is increasing.

Additionally, online simulation is a form of a
digital twin. The use of digital twins is proclaimed
as a major pillar for digitalization and is seen as
one of the most important technology trends of the
recent years. Hence, also the importance of online
simulation is rising.

Common applications of online simulation at
machine level are presented in section 3.6. Impor-
tant applications of the past were decision making
support and virtual sensing, while decision mak-
ing support takes place rather at shop-floor level.
Nevertheless, machine level simulation is also nec-
essary for shop-floor level decision making. Virtual
sensing is part of decision making support, but
mainly creates new possibilities concerning system
control and enables to substitute physical sensors,
where they are expensive or hard to integrate.

Another application of online simulation is
model validation [41]. This is done by applying
the model for online simulation and comparing the
simulation results with the actual system behav-
ior. By this, manual effort for model validation is
reduced.

4.2.1 Model reuse

Due to the increasing presence of various models
from the design, engineering and commissioning
phase, further utilization of these existing models
reduces the expenses for the application of first
principle models. Many models are not used after
the design phase. Online simulation supports the
concept of efficient re-utilization and consistent
use of digital twin components across the whole
life cycle, as models from the design phase are
reused. As seen in Figure 11, 17 out of the 60
considered publications address model reuse.

Model reuse exceeds the limits of machines or
plants, as component models or submodels in gen-
eral can also be used across different machines
or plants. This further improves economic effi-
ciency and creates new value chains and business
models. [59]

Model reuse requires fixed interfaces and
encapsulation of models. Current efforts are also
aimed on easy integration into the plant. All
applications have to be considered right from the
beginning of the development and the mentioned
aspects have to be implemented by design.
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Fig. 12: Number of publications per year, which are considered as relevant

Summed up, models should be reused consis-
tently and efficiently across machines or plants
and life-cycle phases. Reusing models for online
simulation is a crucial step towards this goal. On
machine level, especially HiL and SiL models from
virtual commissioning could be reused.

4.2.2 Online simulation as form of a
digital twin

As mentioned before, online simulation of a system
is a form of the system’s digital twin. Generally, a
digital twin is a virtual representation of an asset.
This digital representation ranges from ERP rele-
vant data representations to 3D CAD models. At
machine level, online simulation is an important
pillar of corresponding digital twins. Online simu-
lation includes models of the machine, aggregates
data and information concerning the machine, and
even generates further data and information by
simulation.

According to Kritzinger [35], a digital twin
must have bidirectional automatic data flow
between the real asset and the virtual counterpart.
If there is no automatic data flow, the virtual rep-
resentation is just a digital model. Transferring
this to simulation, offline simulation only belongs
to digital models, but using simulation of a plant
online and feeding data back to the real plant can
be referred to as a digital twin. This integration is
covered in section 3.4.

As a lot of data from mechatronic systems is
collected in the context of digital twins, online sim-
ulation plays a vital role as an easily accessible
data source. For accessibility, often cloud envi-
ronments, SQL databases, and IoT protocols are
used (see [23, 39, 79]). Alternatively an OPC UA
server could be integrated (see [42, 60–63, 71]),
which seems to be the future de facto standard in
industrial communication.

Additionally to simply collect data, online
simulators with model synchronization can also
detect changes in the behavior. Also the diver-
sity of collected data is enhanced. Together with
the ability of predictive simulation, these aspects
of online simulation are supporting service and
maintenance.

By enabling deeper insights into the machine’s
or plant’s state and behavior remotely, teleopera-
tion is supported. As the number of human oper-
ators in production should be reduced for more
efficient manufacturing and experts are necessary
to operate the complex plants, teleoperation is
becoming an increasingly vital factor.

4.2.3 Comparison to alternatives

One major difference of online simulation based
on FPMs compared to learning statistical mod-
els, like neural networks, is that online simulators
based on FPMs have plausible internal behavior.
This is a big advantage, as diverse phenomena
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could be interpreted more clearly and conclu-
sions on the causes can be drawn. The results of
model updates can be interpreted physically and
therefore be used for service and maintenance.
Furthermore, behavior, which is not known from
the past, can be predicted by the first principle
models, as they are not based on historical data.
However, it is more complicated to guarantee
suitable model adaption for FPMs.

Another alternative for monitoring purposes
are observers or Kalman filters. Kalman filters
should be treated as role models for online sim-
ulation regarding the synchronization, as Kalman
filters are processing the real system output in a
statistically optimal way to adapt the estimated
system state. Also model synchronization can be
realized by Kalman filters, by including model
parameters into the state space. However, they
are limited to linearized state space models and
machine models in industrial automation could
not always be easily transferred to state space
models.

5 Conclusion

This work is intended as an overview of the state-
of-the-art of online simulation at machine level but
also as an indication for remaining problems and
future work.

Online simulation at machine level provides
multiple possibilities. As shown, there are many
applications for online simulation and its relevance
is increasing, due to Industry 4.0 and the preva-
lence of digital twins. Furthermore, the obstacle
of expensive modeling is reduced by automatic
model generation and reuse of existing models
from previous life-cycle phases. Due to these rea-
sons, online simulation has an immense potential
for future applications at machine level.

As described in section 4, there are still many
challenges that have to be overcome to use online
simulation efficiently. One major aspect is syn-
chronization of the simulation to the actual plant
or machine. Another challenge is the implementa-
tion. Multiple theoretical considerations concern-
ing initialization, synchronization, suitable plat-
forms and real-time behavior have been summa-
rized in this article, but there are many practical
problems left, which have to be solved by future
work.
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