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Abstract: The urgent energy transition requirements towards a sustainable future stretch
across various industries and are a significant challenge facing humanity. Hydrogen promises
a clean, carbon-free future, with the opportunity to integrate with existing solutions in the
transportation sector. However, adding hydrogen to existing technologies such as diesel engines
requires additional modeling effort. Reinforcement Learning (RL) enables interactive data-driven
learning that eliminates the need for mathematical modeling. The algorithms, however, may not
be real-time capable and need large amounts of data to work in practice. This paper presents a
novel approach which uses offline model learning with RL to demonstrate safe control of a 4.5 L
Hydrogen Diesel Dual-Fuel (H2DF) engine. The controllers are demonstrated to be constraint
compliant and can leverage a novel state-augmentation approach for sample-efficient learning.
The offline policy is subsequently experimentally validated on the real engine where the control
algorithm is executed on a Raspberry Pi controller and requires 6 times less computation time
compared to online Model Predictive Control (MPC) optimization.

Keywords: Hydrogen Diesel Engines, Reinforcement Learning, Machine Learning, Proximal
Policy Optimization, Twin Delayed Deep Deterministic Policy Gradients, Deep Learning

1. INTRODUCTION

In the coming decades, global warming could result in a
mean global temperature rise of 1.5◦C from preindustrial
levels, which would not only have a seismic impact on
our way of life, but also jeopardize sensitive ecosystems
worldwide [Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change,
2022]. Despite major advances, the transportation sector
continues to be a significant contributor towards green
house gas emissions, with estimated contributions from 16
to 23 percent [Crippa et al., 2023]. Within the transporta-
tion sector, the heavy-freight industry disproportionately
contributes to roughly 35 percent of the total carbon
dioxide (CO2) emissions, despite having a total vehicle
footprint of less than 8 percent through buses and trucks
[Tracking Clean Energy Progress 2023, IEA, 2023].

Owing to their high thermal efficiency and low mainte-
nance, diesel engines have been a cornerstone of the heavy-
duty transportation sector. However, due to ever stringent
emission regulations worldwide, a cleaner alternative has
been sought by the sector. Hydrogen promises a carbon-
free alternative which can be used in conjunction with
electrification to offer a smoother energy transition for the
transportation sector. When combined with conventional
diesel engines, hydrogen replaces diesel from the engine
⋆ Corresponding Author: Vasu Sharma -(e-mail:
sharma v@mmp.rwth-aachen.de).

in the combustion energy share, thus promoting lower
particulate and CO2 emissions. However, complex com-
bustion characteristics can limit the hydrogen fraction and
cause abnormal combustion at higher loads, and therefore
require complex modeling and calibration. Additionally,
higher operating temperatures can lead to increased nitro-
gen oxide (NOx) formation [Tsujimura and Suzuki, 2017].

With the prospect to synthesize controllers directly from
data, Reinforcement Learning (RL) offers an alternative
approach. In the last few years, RL has been used to
control the variable geometry turbocharger (VGT) vane
position along with the injection timing of a diesel engine,
to maximize the engine break torque [Malikopoulos et al.,
2009], transient boost pressure tracking by controlling the
vane position of a VGT-equipped diesel engine [Hu et al.,
2019] and fuel consumption minimization among other
use cases [Egan et al., 2023]. Virtualized development
platforms have also been shown to be effective in saving
online training efforts [Koch et al., 2023a,b, Badalian et al.,
2024].

However, results from the current literature utilize high-
fidelity simulation training models, which may not always
be available or, when available, are not real-time capable.
This also leads to challenges when bringing the learned
policies in the simulated environment to the real world [Li
et al., 2024]. Moreover, despite the success in simulated
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environments, only a few multi-objective real-world use
cases can be found in the literature [Norouzi et al., 2023].
The control actions are also often low-dimensional and
build on existing engine applications instead of controlling
the entire combustion process itself.

This paper aims to tackle the aforementioned challenges
by combining state-of-the-art deep learning models to en-
able sample-efficient reinforcement learning for a hydrogen
diesel engine. The methodology is demonstrated to work
for both on-policy and off-policy agents which are trained
in a simulated environment. The trained policies are then
shown to control the actual process. To the best of the
authors’ knowledge, this paper presents the first study to
use this technique for real-time control of a hydrogen diesel
engine.

Based on the current literature, this paper has the follow-
ing contributions:

(1) Deep learning-based offline model learning for RL
design
(a) A Gated Recurrent Unit (GRU)-based encoder-

decoder model is developed to capture and rep-
resent the engine dynamics and emissions

(2) Offline reinforcement learning based control
(a) RL agents are trained on the learned model to

minimize engine-out emissions and fuel consump-
tion while maintaining the same output load
tracking performance.

(b) Developed model-based offline-RL controller is
demonstrated to reduce the computational time
of optimization

2. METHODOLOGY

In this paper, a four-step methodology combining deep
neural networks (DNN) and RL to control a hydrogen
diesel engine is presented. An overview of the methodology
is depicted in Fig. 1. Step 1 focuses on system identification
using random actuations applied to the engine, and record-
ing the outputs. Then, a GRU-based encoder-decoder style
model is learned to represent the plant dynamics through
deep learning. This is subsequently used in conjunction
with a reward function and state augmentations to learn
load tracking and constraint-compliant control through
offline model-based reinforcement learning. The effects of
state feedback are studied on training and performance
for Proximal Policy Optimization (PPO) and Twin De-
layed Deep Deterministic Policy Gradients (TD3) agents.
Finally, the learned neural network policies are executed
on the real engine using a Raspberry Pi controller.

3. GRU ENCODER-DECODER BASED DNN ENGINE
MODEL

3.1 Experimental Setup Details

One cylinder of a Cummins QSB 4.5 L 4-cylinder (EPA Of-
froad Tier 3 certified) engine is modified for port-injected
hydrogen to allow for H2DF operation. Hydrogen is in-
jected into the intake runner at the beginning of the intake
stroke. Valve timing, combustion chamber geometry, and
diesel injectors are stock. Diesel rail pressure is kept at
a constant 970 bar for all tests. The production engine

Fig. 1. Modeling and controller design procedure based on
deep reinforcement learning

control unit (ECU) is replaced with a dSPACE MABX 2
(MABX) and RapidPro power electronics. The MABX
contains a Field Programmable Gate Array (FPGA) which
is used for real-time calculation of the combustion pa-
rameters used in this work, including Maximum Pressure
Rise Rate (MPRR) and Indicated Mean Effective Pres-
sure (IMEP). The MABX allows for fully flexible control
of the diesel injection, hydrogen injection, and diesel pres-
sure. The MABX is then connected to a Raspberry Pi
400 where the developed RL control strategies are run.
More details outlining the experimental setup can be found
in [Gordon et al., 2022].
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Fully Connected Layers GRU LayerInput Layer

32 units 32 units

64 units

32 units 32 units

64 units
8 units

Fully Connected Layers Output Layer

Total Learnables = 7900

Fig. 2. Deep Neural Network Engine Plant Model. GRU:
gated recurrent unit, DOI: duration of injection, P2M:
pre to main injections, SOI: start of injection, IMEP:
indicated mean effective pressure, MPRR: maximum
pressure rise rate.

3.2 Offline Model Learning

To model the engine dynamics, performance, and emis-
sions, a DNN model with six fully connected layers and one
recurrent unit layer was developed as shown in Fig. 2. The
model structure has proven to be effective in similar works
in [Gordon et al., 2022, Norouzi et al., 2023, Gordon et al.,
2024]. The recurrent units within the DNN are GRUs,
which can be described by

z(t) = σ
(
W⊤

h,zh(t− 1) +W⊤
u,zu(t) + bz

)
, (1a)

r(t) = σ
(
W⊤

h,rh(t− 1) +W⊤
u,ru(t) + br

)
, (1b)

h̃(t) = tanh
(
WT

u,h̃
u(t) +W⊤

h,h̃
(r(t)⊙ h(t− 1)) + bh̃

)
,

(1c)

h(t) = (1− z(t))⊙ h(t− 1) + z(t)⊙ h̃(t). (1d)

where u(t) is the input vector to the unit, z(t) and r(t) are
the update gate vector and reset gate vector, respectively.
h(t) is the output vector of the unit, h̃(t) is the candidate
activation vector, whileW and b are the parameter weights
and biases to be learned during training. GRU offers the
advantage of achieving similar performance in time-series
prediction as Long Short-Term Memory units, while using
fewer learnable parameters and requiring fewer operations,
making them more efficient during training and execution.

Plant Training: As shown in Fig. 2, the inputs u(t) and
outputs y(t) of the engine plant model can be denoted as

u(t) =

[
uDOI,fuel(t) uP2M(t) uSOI,fuel(t)
uDOI,H2(t) yIMEP(t− 1)

]T
,

y(t) = [yIMEP(t) yNOx(t) ySoot(t) yMPRR(t)]
T
. (2)

The duration of injection (DOI) of the two fuels, diesel
(Main) and hydrogen (H2), the time between the pre and
the main diesel injection (P2M), and the starting crank
angle degree (CAD) of the main diesel injection (SOI) are
the control variables of the engine and the DNN model
inputs. The engine and DNN model outputs are the IMEP
which represents the engine load, nitrogen oxide emissions
NOx, particulate emissions(Soot) and MPRR.

A dataset for the DNN training of 85,000 consecutive
cycles was collected from the engine utilizing a pseudo-
random binary input generator to train the DNN. The
training parameters are shown in Tab. 1, with an 80/15/5
split between training, validation, and unseen test data.

Results: The resulting accuracy of the DNN model
can be considered sufficient, with the Root Mean Squared
Percentage Error (RMSPE) being under 4.6% for all four

prediction outputs on the unseen test dataset. Fig. 3 shows
the prediction on the unseen test dataset time-series.

Table 1. Offline plant learning hyperparame-
ters

Parameter Value

Maximum Epochs 1000

Batch Size 512

Gradient Threshold 1

L2 Regularization 0.01

Learning Rate Decay Piecewise at 250 Epochs

Initial Learning Rate 0.0005

Learning Rate Drop Factor 0.75

Validation Patience 3
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Fig. 3. GRU-based network outputs on the test set

4. OFFLINE REINFORCEMENT LEARNING

4.1 Reward Modeling with Additive Noise

The reward formulation term (Eq. 3) consists of multiple
penalty terms, namely: control input minimization term
r, output deviation term q, reward staging term R−,
constraint violation penalty term S. The reward is calcu-
lated by adding all penalty terms and taking the negative
absolute value (Eq. 3). The formulation is designed for
multi-objective optimization, as commonly seen in model
predictive control (MPC) [Gordon et al., 2022].
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Fig. 4. Constraint violation penalty visualized over multi-
ple output domains.

The output deviation term rewards the agent for strict
tracking to the required IMEP load reference, while mini-
mizing the emissions (NOx and Soot) and ensuring engine
durability (MPRR). In contrast, the control minimization
term penalizes the agent for larger control actions during
tracking. The reward staging term (Eq. 4) exponentially
rewards the agent as it matches the tracking target, where
the extra gradient information aims to mitigate the dimin-
ishing gradients from the least-square term (q1).

∑N
t=0 Rt = −



α ·
N∑
t=0

(
∥ (rIMEPt − yIMEPt)

2︸ ︷︷ ︸
q1 Load Tracking

+ (yMPRRt)
2︸ ︷︷ ︸

q2 Combustion Noise

+ (yNOxt
)
2
+ (ySoott)

2︸ ︷︷ ︸
q3 Emissions Minimization

∥∥∥∥∥
Q

)

+ β ·
N∑
t=0

(
∥
(
uH2DOImain,t

)2
+
(
uDOIMain,t

)2︸ ︷︷ ︸
r Control ...

+ (uP2Mt
)
2
+
(
uSOIMain,t

)2︸ ︷︷ ︸
...Effort Minimization

∥∥∥∥∥
R̃

)

+
N∑
t=0

(
∥R−

t ∥︸ ︷︷ ︸
R− Reward Staging

+ζ · ∥Wt∥︸ ︷︷ ︸
W Constraint Violation

)


(3)

R−
t = −0.0025× 10⌊5−log10(δIMEPt)⌋, (4)

where δIMEPt refers to |rIMEPt
− yIMEPt

|. Finally, for the
agent to discover a safe operating region in the output
space, the constraint violation term S signals safety viola-
tions caused by the agent’s actions, via large penalties Wt.
Safety bounds are pre-selected based on process knowledge
and any violations outside the safe polytope result in
an L1-style penalty. The formulation allows soft-safety to
be directly included in the optimization objective of the
problem and builds on previous work [Norouzi et al., 2023].
The resultant penalty polytope is visualized in Fig. 4 for
two arbitrary output domains.

The terms in r and q are weighted with weight matrices
R̃ and Q. Moreover, three constants α, β, ζ are needed
for relative weighting of the terms between r, q and S,
thus allowing large penalties for constraint violations and
output deviations.

4.2 State Augmentation with Perturbed Rewards

The trained plant model is a deterministic mapping
(fGRU-NN) from the controls to the output space. While it
matches the real process closely in simulations, the exper-
imentally measured signals could still be noisy. Additive
Gaussian noise is thus added to the outputs during train-
ing to better represent the noisy signals from the actual
process. This also perturbs the reward signals, which may
help the optimizer from getting stuck in local minima.

The applied RL controls (uRL) result in an internal state

(ĥGRU(t)) change for the DNN model-based environment.
These updated states can also be accessed by propagat-
ing the estimated outputs of the network (Eq. 5). This
lookahead during learning informs the RL agents about
the current system state. Based on the accuracy of the
model and the reward formulation, the agent can choose
to use or reject this information with gradient updates.
The state feedback also introduces a multi-step temporal
feature into the observation model.

fGRU-NN(uRL(t), ỹIMEP(t− 1))→ ŷ(t),

ŷ(t) = [ŷIMEP(t), ŷNOx(t), ŷSoot(t), ŷMPRR(t)]
T
,

ỹ(t)← ŷ(t) + ϵ, ϵ ∼ N (0, σ̃),

fGRU-NN(uRL(t), ỹIMEP(t− 1))→ ĥGRU(t).

(5)

4.3 RL Training

The RL agent observes the environment states o(t), includ-
ing the outputs from the last applied controls, the current
reference load, and the augmented plant states (Eq. 6, Eq.
7) to decide on the current actions uRL. Thus o(t) can be
defined as:

o(t) = [ỹ(t−1) ∆ỹ(t−1) rload hGRU(t)]
T

(6)

ỹ(t−1) = [yIMEP(t−1) yNOx(t−1) yMPRR(t−1)]T ,

∆ỹ(t−1) = [∆yIMEP(t−1) ∆yNOx(t−1)]T ,

rload = [rIMEP,ref(t) rIMEP,ref(t−1) rIMEP,Err(t−1)]T ,

hGRU(t) = ĥGRU(t).
(7)

uRL(t) = [uDOI,fuel(t) uP2M(t) uSOI,fuel(t) uDOI,H2(t)]
T
.

(8)
Using the previously elaborated reward model, off-policy
and on-policy algorithms are trained in an episodic setting.
Random trajectories are generated per episode for a total
episodic length of 625 time-steps. Twin Delayed Deep
Deterministic Policy Gradients (TD3) is an off-policy, ac-
tor critic-style RL algorithm that uses randomly sampled
experiences from an experience buffer to train a determin-
istic policy [Fujimoto et al., 2018]. For improved stability,
delayed target updates with policy smoothing and two
critic networks are used. Proximal Policy Optimization
(PPO) is an on-policy, advantage actor critic algorithm
that uses a clipped surrogate objective [Schulman et al.,
2017]. Both of these are used in this work. The relevant
training parameters are included in Tab. 2. The training
plots presented in Fig. 5 highlight the sample efficiency
of the state augmented off-policy method. Both state aug-
mented cases not only reach higher reward values, but also
do so much faster, compared to their non state augmented
counterparts.
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Table 2. RL training hyperparameters

Parameter Value

Observation Space Size 16

Action Space Size 4

Training Stop Threshold 9

Optimizer Adam

Learning Rate 0.0001

Gradient Threshold 2

Discount Factor 0.99

Experience Buffer Size 100,000

Sample Time 0.08
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Fig. 5. RL training for various agents

4.4 RL Validation

The trained RL agents are simulated over a random vir-
tual trajectory with a network in the loop simulation.
The agents observe the reference IMEP load to decide on
control actions. To demonstrate the robustness of the pro-
posed method, the validation trajectory is approximately 8
times longer than training trajectories with multiple load
changes and ramps. The results are included in Fig. 6.
Both methods demonstrate excellent tracking behavior,
highlighting good credit assignment and generalization of
the agents. Noteworthy is the difference in control action
chosen by the different agents through the various training
constraints. The choice of fuel is particularly of interest,
where the PPO agent is able to learn to deploy more
hydrogen for the same output load, whereas the TD3
agent prefers to use more diesel, since it has a higher NOx
tolerance during training.

Another key point is the difference in behavior of the
SOI. While the TD3 agent chooses to almost replicate the
requested trajectory, the PPO agent does not really change
the SOI trajectory much. This behavior suggests that the
engine is not particularly sensitive to SOI changes.

5. REAL-TIME IMPLEMENTATION

The neural network policies from the trained agents are
validated on the actual engine using an ARM Cortex-
A72 64-bit Raspberry Pi 400. MATLAB’s Raspberry Pi
interface, Coder, and the Deep Learning toolbox are used
to generate executable C code. The Pi 400 receives the
current engine states from the MABX, along with the
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Fig. 6. Constraint compliant load tracking: PPO and TD3

desired IMEP via User Datagram Protocol (UDP) and
evaluates the policy network to get control actions. Based
on the performance of various networks, a cascaded policy
selection controller is developed. The total turnaround
time is 1ms which is 6 times faster than a comparative
GRU-based MPC. The validation results are included in
Fig. 7.

6. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

This paper presents the integration of reinforcement learn-
ing with offline plant learning for controller implementa-
tion for a hydrogen diesel engine application. First, a deep
learning-based Gated Recurrent Unit (GRU) encoder-
decoder model is trained based on real engine data. The
learned plant model is then used to train off-policy (TD3)
and on-policy (PPO) agents, with a constraint aware re-
ward model and state augmentation. The trained policies
are then executed on a Raspberry Pi to control the real
engine, which demonstrates a significant reduction in com-
putation time.

The paper presents a novel end-to-end data-driven ap-
proach to control a real process. The modular approach
to plant learning and control can leverage the latest devel-
opments in deep learning and reinforcement learning in the
future. The developed toolchain does not need any special
hardware for real-time execution of the learned policies.
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Fig. 7. Real-time policy validation results on the actual
engine using a neural cascaded controller

Real-time capable online fine-tuning could further improve
the presented results. The method could also be applied
to carbon-free fuels for further emission reduction.
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