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Abstract—Mining process optimization, particularly truck dis-
patch scheduling, is a critical factor in enhancing the efficiency of
open-pit mining operations. However, the dynamic and stochastic
nature of mining environments—characterized by uncertainties
such as equipment failures, truck maintenance, and variable
haul cycle times—poses significant challenges for traditional
optimization methods. While Reinforcement Learning (RL) has
demonstrated promise in adaptive decision-making for mining
logistics, its practical deployment requires rigorous evaluation in
realistic and customizable simulation environments. The lack of
such standardized environment benchmarks limits fair algorithm
comparisons, reproducibility, and real-world applicability of RL-
based approaches in open-pit mining settings. To address this
challenge, we introduce Mining-Gym, a configurable, open-source
benchmarking environment designed for training, testing, and
comparing RL algorithms in mining process optimization. Built
on Discrete Event Simulation (DES) and seamlessly integrated
with the OpenAI Gym interface, Mining-Gym offers a structured
testbed that enables the direct application of advanced RL
algorithms from Stable Baselines. The framework models key
mining-specific uncertainties, such as equipment failures, queue
congestion, and stochasticity of mining processes, ensuring a
realistic and adaptive learning environment. Additionally, a
graphic user interface (GUI) for easy parameter selection for
mine-site configuration, comprehensive data logging system, a
built-in KPI dashboard and real-time representative visualization
of mine-site enables in-depth performance analysis, facilitating
standardized, reproducible evaluation across multiple RL strate-
gies and baseline heuristics.

Index Terms—Reinforcement Learning, Truck Scheduling,
Discrete Event Simulation, OpenAI Gym, Mining Simulation,
Resource Allocation

I. INTRODUCTION

M INING process optimization aims to enhance efficiency
and productivity by improving resource allocation,

equipment scheduling, and material handling. However, these
operations are highly complex, influenced by dynamic factors
such as equipment failures, fluctuating ore quality, and un-
predictable environmental conditions. Traditional optimization
methods, such as linear programming and heuristics, struggle
to adapt in real time, leading to inefficiencies and increased
costs.

RL offers a promising dynamic approach, but its adoption in
mining remains limited due to the lack of standardized simula-
tion environments that accurately model the stochastic nature
of mining operations, provide a configurable testbed for algo-
rithm development and comparison, and enable reproducible
research with standardized scenarios and metrics. Additionally
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existing simulators are often proprietary, overly simplistic, or
tailored to specific algorithms, hindering fair comparisons and
slowing the transition from academic research to industrial
application.

To address these, we introduce Mining-Gym, a configurable
benchmarking framework for truck dispatch scheduling opti-
mization. Unlike prior tools, Mining-Gym offers a compre-
hensive framework covering the following :

• A high-fidelity discrete-event simulation (DES) capturing
real-world complexities,

• Seamless integration with OpenAI Gym for RL algorithm
compatibility,

• Extensive customization for diverse mining scenarios,
• Comprehensive logging and visualization tools, and
• Open-source availability for collaborative research.
By standardizing benchmarking, Mining-Gym enables fair

algorithm evaluation, facilitates reproducible experiments, and
bridges the gap between theoretical RL development and
industrial application.

The rest of this paper is structured as follows: Section II re-
views related work in mining simulation and RL and higlights
the limitations of conventional simulators. Section III details
Mining-Gym’s architecture, integrating DES with RL. Section
IV covers discussions on implementation features, including
the configuration system and visualizations. Section V outlines
experimental setup and Section VI presents and discusses the
results. Finally section VII presents the conclusion and future
work.

II. BACKGROUND AND RELATED WORK

A. Background

1) Truck dispatch scheduling optimization: Managing dis-
patch scheduling, particularly truck dispatching, represents
a pivotal challenge in mining process optimization. Truck
dispatching is dedicated to transporting extracted supply mate-
rials—both in quantity and quality—from mining fronts, where
shovels excavate, to destinations like Crushers, or dumping
sites. These dispatching decisions significantly impact opera-
tional efficiency, being critically important as a large portion
of mining costs are linked to truck-shovel activities Truck
dispatching tasks often utilize mathematical programming to
reduce equipment waiting times and optimize production [1].
Whereas heuristic methods simplify decision-making by using
practical experience instead of exhaustive optimization. These
strategies include assigning trucks to the nearest shovel, priori-
tizing by equipment capacity or material demand, and leverag-
ing historical data patterns [2]. Truck dispatching tasks often
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utilize static optimization techniques to minimize equipment
waiting times and optimize production [1]. However, such
conventional methods typically require re-optimization when
complex configurations change, such as during equipment
breakdowns, and may not be robust enough to handle the
stochastic nature of minesite processes.

However, due to the limitations of static optimization
methods in dynamic environments, research is increasingly
focusing on alternative, adaptive approaches.

2) DES and integration with RL in Mining Operations: To
effectively apply RL in mining logistics, it must be integrated
with robust simulation frameworks. DES has been widely used
in industrial and mining applications for optimizing processes
like truck scheduling. By modeling stochastic interactions
between equipment and processors, DES captures variability
and complexity, often replacing intricate mathematical models
with probabilistic parameters [14]. Applications include supply
chain evaluation [15] and ensuring adherence to production
schedules [16], demonstrating DES’s role in handling uncer-
tainty and improving operational efficiency.

Recent research has explored combining RL with DES to
simulate complex industrial environments. While standard RL
environments like OpenAI Gym provide useful benchmarks,
they often lack the realism required for industrial applications
[17]. Industrial settings demand detailed, stochastic model-
ing, similar to DES, to account for dynamic conditions and
resource constraints. Integrating RL’s trial-and-error learning
with DES has gained traction for modeling real-world stochas-
tic systems. For example, [18] transformed DES-based SCT
controllers into RL environments, enhancing decision-making
in automotive plant control.

This RL-DES integration has been applied to scheduling
and optimization across industries. [19] employed Deep Q-
Networks (DQN) for flexible job shop problems, outper-
forming traditional metaheuristics, while [20] used DES and
OpenAI Gym to create RL-compatible production schedul-
ing environments, simplifying RL algorithm deployment. In
mining, RL has been explored for short-term planning, truck
dispatching, and scheduling. [6] introduced a curriculum-
driven RL method for vehicle dispatching to address sparse
rewards, while [8] developed a real-time RL-based dispatching
system for autonomous trucks. Additionally, [13] applied Q-
learning to optimize material supply during operational delays.
These studies highlight the potential of RL-DES integration
in enhancing decision-making and efficiency in mining oper-
ations.

3) RL and the importance of simulator: RL excels in
sequential decision-making, delivering state-of-the-art perfor-
mance across various domains, including robotics, locomotion
control, autonomous driving, and multi-agent systems. [21]
The mining truck dispatching problem can be framed as
a sequential decision-making task, where truck assignments
must adapt to evolving conditions. RL provides a suitable
framework for optimizing these dispatching strategies

In mining, RL enables adaptive decision-making by learn-
ing optimal dispatching policies through trial-and-error in-
teractions. This approach accommodates dynamic changes in
configurations, equipment failures, fluctuating ore quality, and

weather, without frequent re-optimization. RL allows continu-
ous refinement of dispatching policies to maximize efficiency
and resilience in complex, uncertain environments. However,
RL’s reliance on environmental interaction presents challenges
in real mining due to safety, cost, and timeline concerns.
Unlike controlled simulations real-time training is impractical
as RL requires extensive exploration. Despite advancements
in sample efficiency [22], [23], mining operations still require
hundreds to thousands of episodes, hindering real-world de-
ployment.

Simulators are preferred for safe, cost-effective RL training.
They enable rapid learning in diverse virtual scenarios, crucial
for robust policy development. Common RL simulators like
OpenAI Gym [24], although simplified, form the basis for
algorithm development. Simulators are vital in mining op-
timization due to industry complexity and variability. High-
fidelity simulations improve accuracy, ensuring learned strate-
gies transfer effectively to real-world operations, enhancing
efficiency and safety, making RL a viable tool for mining
logistics.

4) RL Applications in Truck Dispatch Optimization: A
limited number of studies have applied RL to truck dispatch
optimization, but these are typically tailored to specific RL
algorithms, limiting their adaptability. Adapting them to work
with different RL methods would require extensive under-
standing and potential modifications. Huo et al. [7] apply Q-
learning to optimize dispatching in haulage operations, reduc-
ing greenhouse gas emissions while maintaining production.
Matsui et al. [8] develop a real-time dispatching algorithm
using deep RL for autonomous haulage trucks, improving
transportation efficiency and fuel consumption. De et al.
[10] extend RL to short-term production planning, integrating
actor-critic agents for equipment allocation and production
scheduling. Chiarot et al. [13] apply Q-learning-based deep RL
to reduce delays during shifts and breaks, improving material
supply to crushers.

5) Limitations: Existing simulators: Refer to Table I for a
comparison of conventional simulators based on crucial fea-
tures. A notable absence of real-time visualization is observed
in several studies, including [3], [5]–[10], [13], which can
hinder the ability to monitor and manage mining operations
effectively. Customizability is another missing feature in [7],
[9], and [10], limiting the flexibility of these simulators
for adapting to different mining scenarios. Furthermore, the
scarcity of open-source solutions, with only [12] providing
such a framework, restricts broader adoption and collaborative
improvement. A number of works, such as [7], [9], and [10],
utilize rule-based architectures that may not be as adaptable
or robust as more advanced simulation methods. Addition-
ally, the proprietary nature of many conventional simulators
limits research replication and comparison. Many also fail to
adequately account for random events affecting key mining
components like trucks, shovels, or crushers, as seen in [7].
Finally, many simulators are not designed for RL settings or
are tailored to specific algorithms, limiting their versatility [8].

Addressing these limitations is crucial for effectively train-
ing and testing RL algorithms to obtain optimal policies,
for surface mining process optimization. Proper real-time
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Reference Year Uncertainties Simulator arch. RL adaptability RT Visualization Customizable Platform used Open source
[3] 2022 Extensive DES N.A. × ✓ Simpy ×
[4] 2022 Extensive DES N.A. Fair ✓ Flexsim ×
[5] 2022 Extensive DES N.A. × ✓ - ×
[6] 2023 Fair DES Custom × ✓ Simpy ×
[7] 2023 Fair Rule based Custom × × OpenAI ×
[8] 2023 Fair DES Custom × ✓ Python ×
[9] 2023 Fair Rule based N.A. × × MATLAB ×
[10] 2023 Extensive Rule based Custom × × - ×
[11] 2024 Fair DES N.A. Fair ✓ Arena ×
[12] 2024 Extensive DES N.A. Extensive ✓ Simpy ✓
[13] 2024 Fair DES Custom Fair ✓ DISPATCH ×
Ours 2025 Extensive DES Adaptable Extensive ✓ Salabim, Python ✓

TABLE I: A study of conventional simulators used in Surface Mining process optimization, especially for Truck Dispatching.
Comparative analysis of mining simulators based on key features. The table evaluates simulators across several dimensions:
Uncertainties, ranging from Extensive (comprehensive modeling of equipment failures, maintenance, variable haul times)
to Fair (modeling of limited uncertainties); Simulator Architecture, comparing (DES) and Simpler Rule-based Logic; RL
Adaptability, which indicates whether the simulator is Adaptable (native integration), Custom (requires adaptation), or N.A.
(not designed for RL); Real-time Visualization, measuring the extent of Extensive (Elaborate animated visuals with KPI
dashboards), Fair (basic visual representation, or None.

visualization and comprehensive data logging are essential for
ensuring the repeatability and comparability of experiments.
Accurate simulation of real-world complexities and uncertain-
ties, along with seamless integration with widely accepted
formats like OpenAI Gym, for ease of use and training of
off-the-shelf and custom algorithms.

III. MINING-GYM: SYSTEM ARCHITECTURE AND DESIGN

The mining process especially the dynamics and uncertainty
of the Load-Haul-Dump (crusher or dumping site)-Return-
Query (LHDRQ) cycle is captured using a DES based sim-
ulation model. While the scheduling problem is modeled as
a MDP in order to solve it using RL algorithms (see Fig.1).
Following we discuss these two modeling processes.

A. Mining-Gym overview

The mining gym simulator and benchmarking tool is a
sophisticated platform designed for RL applications in mining
operations. It features a GUI-based interface where users input
crucial parameter values that define the state of the mining
site, equipment, and other relevant factors. These parameters
are then translated into a human-readable and editable text file,
allowing for easy adjustments directly within the simulation
environment. Users can choose to either train a scheduler
policy or run an existing one, which can be either classical or
RL-based. The simulator includes an additional interface that
supports the training and testing of modern RL algorithms, en-
abling advanced simulation capabilities. Furthermore, the tool
provides a real-time dashboard displaying key performance
indicators (KPIs) and a dynamic, visual representation of the
mining site’s operations, offering users valuable insights into
the system’s performance and the effects of various parameters
on mining activities.

We present a DES environment for mining processes,
integrated with OpenAI Gym—rebranded as Gymnasium in
2023—for RL applications. Gymnasium is a widely used
toolkit that standardizes interactions across diverse environ-
ments, from control tasks to robotics and video games. It
enhances the original Gym with improved modularity, better

support, and expanded features, enabling efficient testing,
comparison, and debugging of RL algorithms. Our wrapper
maps DES inputs/outputs to Gym’s reset and step methods,
ensuring compatibility with RL frameworks like Stable Base-
lines. Stable Baselines provides well-tested implementations
of RL algorithms such as PPO, A2C, and DQN, simplifying
integration with Gym environments. The done flag signals
episode termination, while info offers additional simulation
insights. Together, Gymnasium and Stable Baselines create a
powerful ecosystem for RL research, facilitating reproducible
experimentation and benchmarking in complex domains like
mining simulations.

B. Mining Process Modeling: DES Overview

For DES modeling we have used a comprehensive python
package named Salabim [26], which offers process interaction
methods, queue handling, resources, statistical sampling, and
real-time 2D/3D animation capabilities.
Components are fundamental building blocks that define the
dynamic behavior of entities within the simulation environ-
ment. By defining entities as components, SALABIM can
simulate complex interactions, resource contention, and event-
driven behaviors essential for realistic modeling. Trucks (lower
priority) and Breakdown Events (higher priority) are modeled
as components in our work. Resource is a fundamental com-
ponent used to model and manage entities that are shared
among components within a simulation. Resources represent
facilities, equipment, or services that components (such as
trucks, shovels, or processes) compete for or utilize during
their activities. Specifically, in Mining-Gym, Shovels, Dumps
and Crushers are modeled as resources.

In the SALABIM framework, the Truck component In
the SALABIM framework, the Truck component follows
a Load-Haul-Dump (crusher or dumping site)-Return-Query
(LHDRQ) cycle. In the loading phase, a truck requests an
available shovel as advised by the dispatcher and waits its turn.
Once granted access, it undergoes loading, simulating material
transfer time. The truck then enters the haul phase, traveling
a predefined trajectory to the dump (crusher or dumping site),
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Fig. 1: Overview of the Mining-Gym framework from different perspectives. (a) Event-driven or decision-point-based RL
setting: The DES mining environment requests decisions from the RL policy only at specific decision points, such as when
a truck requires a shovel assignment. (b) Comprehensive system architecture: Displays all key components of the Mining-
Gym, including the graphical user interface (GUI), the generated configuration file used to initialize the environment, and the
dashboard with real-time visualizations. (c) OpenAI Gym-compatible RL interface: Illustrates how the Mining-Gym integrates
with OpenAI Gym by adapting simulation signals into the standard reset and step methods. This compatibility allows seamless
integration with popular RL libraries, such as Stable-Baselines3 [25], enabling easy training and testing of RL models. Note:
the reward function in (a) is for demonstration only.

represented by holding for travel time. The dump choice is
made at the loading site or shovel.

At the dump, the truck enters the dump phase, requesting
access to an available crusher or dumping site. After access, it
performs dumping, mirroring the time needed to unload ore or
waste. The return phase follows, where the truck travels back
to the shovel, completing one haul cycle. The query phase
then begins, where the truck seeks scheduling or resource
allocation from the dispatcher. The Dispatcher agent is the
core scheduling strategist, optimizing mining operations by
balancing resource utilization and minimizing wait times. It
employs basic strategies like fixed schedules or nearest-first,
as well as advanced approaches such as RL-trained neural
network policies.

A truck may request the following resource allocations:
1) Shovel, 2) Crusher, 3) Dumping site, and 4) Route (not
currently considered). Mining-Gym’s dispatcher modules han-
dle these requests (except routing) and supports baseline
(e.g. Random) aswell as learned strategies (RL based). Only
one dispatcher can be replaced with a learnable NN-based
learnable policy at a time, with shovel allocation set as the
default for all experiments.

Modeling breakdown events is crucial for simulating dis-
ruptions when trucks, shovels, or dumps become unavailable
due to failures. These breakdowns impact loading, dumping,

and transit, affecting efficiency and resource use. A preemption
handler enhances realism by managing resource interruptions.
For example, if a shovel breaks down mid-loading, the pre-
emption handler pauses operations until repairs or replacement
occur, accurately reflecting real-world maintenance disrup-
tions.

Additional features : in the final Mining-Gym simulation
build upon the basic workflow (Fig. 2).

• Choice between Dump Types: The stripping ratio of waste
to ore is represented by the parameter ϵ, which controls
the probability that a truck carrying ore is directed to the
crusher rather than the dumping site. Specifically, with
probability ϵ, the truck is directed to the crusher, and
with probability 1 − ϵ, it is sent to the dumping site.
This parameter can be adjusted to balance waste and ore
management, adapting to varying operational conditions.

• Scalable Configurations: The simulation supports ad-
justable configurations for Trucks, Shovels, Crushers, and
Dumping sites, allowing for scalable operational simula-
tions that can be tailored to different mining scenarios.

• Uncertainty Modeling: To reflect the stochastic nature of
real mining operations, the simulation incorporates sam-
pling from various probability distributions. These dis-
tributions, along with their parameters, are configurable,
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Fig. 2: (A) Simplified mining system showing three key components: (1) Resource Handler managing resource availability
and assignments, (2) Preemption Handler detecting breakdowns and managing repair processes (B) DES-RL interaction flow
illustrating how the RL policy integrates with the DES. At decision points, the environment state is processed by the RL
policy to determine resource assignments. Immediate or step rewards guide learning during simulation, while the episodic
reward at shift (or episode) end updates the policy before environment reset. (C) Load-Haul-Dump-Return-Query (LHDRQ)
cycle illustrating the truck’s journey through the mining process, which begins with querying the dispatcher for assignments,
followed by loading material, hauling to the destination, dumping, and returning empty. Breakdown events, managed by the
Preemption Handler, can interrupt operations at any stage.

enabling flexible modeling of operational uncertainty.
• Dispatcher Strategies: Non-learnable, baseline dispatcher

strategies (default random) for resources like Crushers
and Dumping sites are included. These strategies allow
for the evaluation of different dispatching approaches
without relying on RL.

C. Modeling the Dynamic Dispatching Problem as MDP

1) Typical RL: In a typical RL setting, the agent interacts
with the environment at every time step t. The environment
is modeled as a Markov Decision Process (MDP) defined by
the tuple (S,A, P,R), where S is the set of states, A is the
set of actions, P (s′|s, a) is the state transition probability, and
R(s, a) is the reward function. At each time step, the agent
selects an action at based on the current state st, receives a
reward rt+1, and transitions to a new state st+1. The goal is to
learn a policy π(a|s) that maximizes the expected cumulative
reward E[

∑∞
t=0 γ

trt], where γ is the discount factor.
2) Decision-point based or Event-driven RL: In mining

truck scheduling, an event-driven reinforcement learning (RL)
approach is adopted, where the agent interacts with the en-
vironment only at discrete decision points d, rather than at
every time step. A decision point represents a specific instance
within the operational environment where the agent must
choose an action based on the observed state s, which includes
truck and job statuses. The reward r at each decision point
reflects performance metrics such as reduced waiting times and
increased throughput, while the action a involves dispatching
trucks to different tasks. The framework aims to optimize the
expected cumulative reward, given by E[

∑∞
d=0 γ

drd], with

agent-environment interactions constrained to these discrete
decision points to align with real-world operational constraints.
This approach has been widely used in complex environments
where continuous interaction is impractical or unnecessary,
e.g. in vehicle routing [27] and supply chain management [28].

3) Defining Agent-Environment interaction and the MDP:
Formulating truck dispatch scheduling in open-pit mining
as a Markov Decision Process (MDP) involves defining
the components of MDP: states, actions, rewards, and
transitions. The Mining-Gym framework considers TR trucks
(represented as τ ) interacting with the DES based mining
environment. At every decision point d ∈ D, after dumping
the material into the appropriate location (crusher or dumping
site), a new resource assignment is requested by a truck
τi where i ∈ N . The dispatcher agent D observes the current
state Sd ∈ S, where Sd represents the current status of the
mining complex’s performance at decision point d, and takes
an action Ai

d ∈ A, determining the next shovel to which the
truck i will be assigned.

Below, we define the various components of the MDP used
in this work:

1) States: The state represents the current status of the
mining operation. The state of the system at a given time
must encode all the features needed for the agent to learn
a relationship with the desired objective to be maximized.
For this task the state of the system is encoded as a vector
with the following components

sd = [SAd, TAd] (1)
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where,
SAd represents shovel-related attributes as an encoded
vector at the current decision point d. It includes Shovel
ID, encoded in 3-bit chunks, Queue Length, representing
the number of trucks waiting per shovel, and Shovel
Status, a binary indicator of shovel availability (on-
line/offline). Similarly, TAd captures truck-related at-
tributes, including TruckID, encoded in 5-bit chunks,
Trips complete, tracking the number of trips per truck,
and Trip Status, a multi-bit representation of the truck’s
current state, such as loading, transit, or maintenance (see
Table: II).

Category Attribute / Status Description

Shovels (SAd)

Shovel ID 3-bit binary
Queue Length Normalized

float
Shovel Status Binary (1 or 0)

Trucks (TAd)

Truck ID 5-bit binary
Trips Complete Normalized

float
Truck Status 3-bit binary

Truck Status Codes
Truck Status Binary Code
At Shovel 000
At Crusher 001
At Dumping Site 010
Moving from Shovel to Crusher 011
Moving from Shovel to Dumping Site 100
Moving from Crusher to Shovel 101
Moving from Dumping Site to Shovel 110
Breakdown 111

TABLE II: State Space Description and Truck Status Codes

2) Actions: Actions are decisions made at each decision step
(d), by the RL policy.
In our framework, an action corresponds to resource or
shovel allocation and the action space is defined as:

Ad ∈ {1, 2, . . . , SH}

where SH represents the total number of shovels, and
the action value indicates the shovel ID to which a truck
is assigned at decision point d.

3) Rewards: The reward function quantifies both immediate
and cumulative benefits, defining objectives to maximize.
In our event-based RL setting, shifts are episodes with
sparse rewards given for critical milestones like meeting
production targets. The environment features a long-
horizon episodic reward and intermediate global rewards
to guide learning.
Once the dispatching agent D outputs action Ad

i , the DES
environment responds with:

Rd
i = rdimm +

(
rdepi if d = dT else 0

)
(2)

where rdepi is the episodic reward at the end of an
episode (or shift), and rdimm is the immediate reward per
decision-step d.

Immediate Reward Formulation: The immediate reward
uses an exponentially weighted sliding window over the
latest k decision points:

rdimm = −α · T̂ TAvg − β · Q̂Avgd − γ · (1−DDivScr) (3)

= −α ·
∑i

j=i−k+1 wj · τj∑i
j=i−k+1 wj

− β ·
∑i

j=i−k+1 wj ·QSHj∑i
j=i−k+1 wj

− γ · (1−DDivScr) (4)

where wj = eλ(j−i+k) represents exponential weighting,
and α, β, γ are weighting parameters such that α+β+γ =
1.
The components are:
Average Trip Time:

τd =
1

|Ω(d)|
∑

ω∈Ω(d)

Tω(d) (5)

Shovel Queue Time:

QSHd
=

1

|Γ|
∑
γ∈Γ

1

|Ωγ(d)|
∑

ω∈Ωγ(d)

Qω(d) (6)

Diversity Score:

DDivScr =
|{γ ∈ Γ | Aγ > 0}|

|Γ|
(7)

where Aγ is the number of trucks assigned to shovel γ
in the recent window.

Episodic Reward Formulation: The episodic reward
balances production efficiency and resource utilization:

rdT

epi = ω1 · PEfficiency − ω2 ·DImbalance (8)

= ω1 ·min

(
1,

PVol

PVolTarget

)
− ω2 ·

DPenal∑
γ∈Γ Aγ

(9)

where: PVol is total material produced per shift, PVolTarget

is the production target per shift. DPenal = maxγ∈Γ Aγ −
minγ∈Γ Aγ measures shovel utilization imbalance, ω1, ω2

are weighting parameters where ω1 + ω2 = 1.
This structure balances short-term efficiency with long-
term production goals, guiding RL agents in open-pit
mining operations. During each episode (e.g., shifts of 12
hours), the agent takes Nsteps actions, and the discounted
sum of rewards defines the return Gt:

Gt =

Nsteps∑
k=t+1

γk−t−1Rk

where γ is the discounting factor that determines the
impact of future actions on the objective function. The
objective is to maximize the expected return Gt by
training the agent to improve actions, ensuring trucks
meet production targets and minimize queue formation:

max
π

E[Gt|St = st, At = at]

Policy: The policy defines the strategy that the agent
follows to select actions (shovel IDs) based on the current
state of the system. Given the state sd = [SAd, TAd],
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which encodes the current shovel and truck attributes, the
policy predicts the shovel ID to which a truck should be
assigned at decision point d. The policy maximizes cu-
mulative reward by optimizing truck-shovel assignments
for operational efficiency, adapting over time based on
rewards to meet short- and long-term production goals,
ensuring efficient dispatch and shovel utilization. The
policy πθ(a|s) is a function that gives the probability of
taking action a (i.e., assigning a specific shovel ID) given
the current state s:

πθ(a|s) = P(Ad = a|Sd = s)

where Ad is the action taken at decision point d, which is
the shovel ID assigned to a truck, and Sd = s is the state
of the system at decision point d, including both shovel-
related attributes SAd

and truck-related attributes TAd
.

This ensures that the agent’s actions evolve to maximize
long-term efficiency and achieve the desired operational
goals.

IV. IMPLEMENTATION FEATURES

In this section we introduce different visualizations and
other GUI-based tools that we provide with the MINING-
GYM simulator, for better performance comparison and study-
ing change in KPIs

A. Configuration System

Variables Source
A. Operational Parameters
Number of Equipment: -
Num. of Trucks TR User
Num. of Shovels SH User
Num. of Crushers CR User
Num. of Dumps DS User
Queue Size (waiting for resource) Q: -

At Shovel, Crusher, Dumping site QSH , QCR, QDS DES
Load per trip L -
Truck carrying Waste, Ore LW , LO User
Truck Speed: -
Empty truck, Loaded truck SEmTR, SLodTR User
Others: -
Number of trips (SH-CR-DS-SH) N DES
Available (operation unit) time TSHF User
Dumping and maneuver time (min) TDM User
Shift duration in minutes Sdur User
Num shifts SN User
B. Cost and Financial Parameters
Known cost, Estimated cost CKW, CEST User
C. Equipment Performance and Efficiency
Unit Fuel Consumption (FUnit): -
Truck with Waste, Ore, Empty FW , FO, FE User
Equipment off time OFE -
Truck, Shovel, Crusher, Dumping Site OFTR, OFSH, DES

OFCR, OFDS
Equipment idle time IDLE -
Truck, Shovel, Crusher, Dumping Site IDLTR, IDLSH, DES

IDLCR, IDLDS
Equipment mean time between failure: -
Shovel, Truck, Crusher, Dumping Site FSH, FTR, FCR, FDS User
Equipment mean time to repair: -
Shovel, Truck, Crusher, Dumping Site RSH, RTR, RCR, RDS User
D. Loading and Other Time:
Truck loading TRL User
Dump to Shovel DTS User
Shovel to Dump STD User
Truck dumping @ Dump TRDM User
Crusher to Shovel CTS User
Shovel to Crusher STC User
Truck dumping @ Crusher TRCR User
E. Other Parameters:
Probability of choosing Crusher ϵ User
Target Production volume PVol, Targ User

TABLE III: Overall list of variables and parameters used

(a)

(b)

Fig. 3: (a) Shows a sample page from the GUI interface
and the resulting configuration file (b) Shows the Real-time
representative visualization of the mine-site. The screenshot
displays trucks queued at shovels, with the rightmost shovel
offline. It also shows trucks moving between the dumping site,
crushers, and the shovels.

As discussed in the previous section, a large number of pa-
rameters must be initialized to run the simulator (see Table III
and Table V). To provide an organized method for supplying
this information, we have designed a GUI interface. This inter-
face allows users to set values and distributions for stochastic
parameters, which are then saved to a human-readable text file.
This configuration file is used by the simulator to initialize its
parameters during operation (see Fig. 3a).

B. Other Visualization Features

We provide a real-time representative visualization of
the mining setup as configured in the setup file. It features
animated truck movements between loading points, crushers,
and dumping sites, along with real-time queue formation.
The visualization is runnable both during training and when
executing a trained model or any other algorithm (see Fig. 3b).

Key Performance Indicators (KPIs) in mining process op-
timization include metrics like equipment utilization, cycle
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time, production throughput, fuel efficiency, and downtime.
These metrics help evaluate the efficiency, productivity, and
cost-effectiveness of mining operations, guiding improvements
and strategic decisions to enhance overall performance and
profitability. A key factor in KPI measurement is the time
frame, which can range from shifts to daily, weekly, monthly,
or yearly intervals. By default, we consider a 12-hour shift as
the standard, but this can be customized as a parameter.
We include the following essential KPIs :

1) Total Production (PV OL): Refers to the total quantity of
material (ore + waste) excavated per shift. It is measured
in tons, indicating the scale and efficiency of production
activities.

PV OL = N × L

where: N = Total number of trips in a shift, L =
Material load per trip (tons)

2) Trips per Hour (TPHt): The “Trips per Hour” metric
quantifies the rate at which the full haul cycle (SH-CR-
DS-SH) is completed, normalized to an hourly basis. It
provides a standardized measure of fleet productivity by
capturing the number of new trips executed within the
most recent hourly interval.

TPH(t) =
∆t

60
[N(t)−N(t−∆t)]

where N(t) = Total number of trips (SH-CR-DS-SH)
completed by all trucks up to time t, N(t−∆t) = Total
trips at t −∆t, ∆t = Measurement interval in minutes
(typically 60).
Total Number of Trips:

N(t) =

TR∑
i=1

Ci(t)

where TR = Total number of trucks in the fleet, Ci(t)
= Trips completed by truck i up to time t.

Fig. 4: Conceptual Diagram of Minesite

3) Cost per Ton (CPT ): Refers to the financial expendi-
ture incurred for every unit weight (typically one ton)
of material produced, processed, or transported.

CPT =
CKW + CEST

PV OL

where CKW = Total known cost and CEST = Total
estimated cost

4) Fuel Consumption (FC): measures the amount of fuel
consumed by mining equipment or vehicles relative to
the total material hauled during operations:

FC =
Total fuel consumed

PVol

where the Total fuel consumed = N × FUnit, and the
FUnit = FUnit = FW + FO + FE .
Here, N is the number of trips completed by all trucks,
FW , FO, and FE are the fuel consumptions for waste,
ore, and empty trips, respectively, and PVol is the target
production volume.

We have also provided an interactive dashboard as part of this
benchmark to analyze change in these KPIs in real time.

V. EXPERIMENTAL SETUP

1) Environment Design: We consider a medium sized
Bauxite (5−10 Million Tons output) mine with 3 Shovels, 20
Trucks, 4 Crushers and 2 Dumping sites, detailed specifica-
tions are presented in Table: IV and V. A conceptual diagram
of the minesite is provide in Fig. 4.

Equipment Model/ Make Quantity Specification (each)
Shovels per pit CAT 6040 2 (total 4) 43.7 t bucket size
Trucks CAT 777 20 98.2 nominal payload
Crushers Metso Lokotrack (LT106) 3 450 t / hr capacity
Dumping site - 2 Unlimited

TABLE IV: Equipment List with Specifications

2) Training Setup: To ensure that the trained agent general-
izes well across the testing scenarios, we not only incorporate
stochastic parameters to randomize breakdown and repair
times for mining equipment and trucks but also enhance the
reward function by introducing queue buildup metrics (queue
length) and diversity score to prevent repeatedly selecting same
shovels.

The parameter values used during training is provided in
Table V. For training an RL policy we have used the PPO
[29]algorithm from StableBaselines3 [25]). We have used
all the default parameter and training settings as present
in the repository’s PPO implementation. Note the scenario
parameters which help specify the failure scenarios to be
simulated during training or testing. For this proof-of-concept
implementation and demonstration the results of only 400
episodes or shifts of training.

3) Testing Setup: We designed scenarios to test the effi-
cacy of the RL trained scheduler against a vanilla scheduler
(random scheduler) as baseline, under different challenging
scenarios.
For a random scheduler, the dispatcher’s action Ad is selected
randomly from the available set of shovel IDs {1, 2, . . . , SH}.
The selection follows a uniform distribution,

P (Ad = a|Sd = s) =
1

SH
for all a ∈ {1, 2, . . . , SH}

i.e. any state Sd = s, each action Ad = a (where a is a
shovel ID) is equally likely to be chosen, with a probability
of 1

SH . In contrast, the RL policy πθ(a|s) is a learned policy,
where the action Ad = a is selected based on the current state
Sd = s and the parameters θ. The policy is defined as:
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Fig. 5: Comparison of “Trips per hour” over the shift under different failure scenarios: (a) No failure, (b–d) (SH0, TR0) values
where SH0 (Num. Shovels failed) and TR0 (Num. Trucks failed) are set as follows—(b) (0, 6), (c) (1, 0), (d) (1, 6). Solid
lines represent mean values, and shaded regions indicate variance from repeated runs. For shovels, failures initiate between
100–300 minutes ( 2–5 hours), and for trucks, between 100–500 minutes ( 2–8 hours) within a 12-hour shift.

πθ(a|s) = P (Ad = a|Sd = s)

This probability is learned through RL algorithm where the
agent adjusts θ based on rewards from its actions, optimizing
its decision-making process over time. We tested the sched-
ulers under different challenging scenarios:

1) All equipment available, represented as (SH0, TR0) =
(0, 0), i.e., no Shovels and Trucks offline.

2) Six Trucks under maintenance, i.e., (SH0, TR0) =
(0, 6).

3) One Shovel offline, i.e., (SH0, TR0) = (1, 0).
4) One Shovel and Six Trucks unavailable, i.e.,

(SH0, TR0) = (1, 6).
All failure scenarios are repeated according to a consistent
temporal schedule over five repeat trials, with the inherent
stochasticity in event timings due to probabilistic distributions.
These repeats are then considered in the results section for
analysis and discussion.

VI. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

The RL scheduler demonstrated significant performance
improvements over the random scheduler across all scenarios,
see Fig.5 and Fig. 6 :

• Trips Per Hour: RL increased productivity by 18.2% on
average, with the greatest improvement (27.2%) observed

Fig. 6: Comparison of production volume Pvol in metric tonnes
per shift, averaged over 5 repeats trials.

in the most challenging scenario (1 shovel and 6 trucks
offline).

• Production Volume: RL delivered 19.7% higher produc-
tion volumes on average, with improvements ranging
from 14.3% to 23.3% across all scenarios.

The performance advantage of RL was most pronounced
in scenarios with multiple resource constraints, suggesting
that RL’s optimization capabilities become more valuable as
operational complexity increases. As is showing through the
gain in production volume (see Fig.6) RL improved production
volume across different scenarios. In the (0,0) case, where all
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Stochastic Parameters Probability Distributions

Fuel consumption Liters

Loaded Truck (FL) in lt/ton-km Normal(0.25, 0.001)

Empty Truck (FE) Normal(0.35, 0.001)

Shovel (Lt/hr) Uniform(250, 300)

Equipment specifications Value

Truck payload (TP) Normal(98, 0.5) t

Shovel bucket capacity (SCP) Normal(43, 0.5) t

Empty Truck Speed (TS) Normal(40, 60) km/hr

Loaded Truck Speed (TL) Normal(25, 40) km/hr

Equipment Maintenance** Time (in mins )

MTBF Shovel (FSH) Poisson(2520)

MTBF Truck (FTR) Poisson(2160)

MTBF Crusher (FCR) Poisson(30000)

MTBF Dumping Site (FDS) Poisson(60000)

MTTR Shovel (RSH) Poisson(240)

MTTR Truck (RTR) Poisson(300)

MTTR Crusher (RCR) Poisson(240)

MTTR Dumping Site (RDS) Poisson(120)

Loading and Maneuver Time Time (in mins.)

Time Truck Loading (TRL) Normal(8, 2)

Travel Time Shovel to Dump (STD) Normal(15, 5)

Time Truck Dumping (TRDM) Normal(5, 1)

Travel Time Dump to Shovel (DTS) Normal(15, 5)

Travel Time Shovel to Crusher (STC) Normal(15, 2)

Time Truck Unloading at Crusher (TRCR) Normal(5, 1)

Travel Time Crusher to Shovel (CTS) Normal(15, 2)

Scenario Parameters -

Shovel To Fail (STF) Binomial (2, 0.5)

Trucks To Fail (TTF) Binomial (6, 0.5)

Shovel Initial Breakdown (SIB) Uniform (100,300)

Truck Initial Breakdown (TIB) Uniform (100,500)

TABLE V: Distributions for stochastic parameters used in the
example. MTBF: Mean Time Between Failures, MTTR: Mean
Time To Repair.

equipment was available, the increase was 18.4%. With six
trucks offline (0,6), the improvement rose to 22.7%. When
one shovel was offline (1,0), production volume increased by
14.3%. Under both constraints (1,6), RL achieved the highest
improvement at 23.3%.

The RL scheduling (RL-PPO) consistently outperforms
random scheduling baseline method across multiple metrics
and scenarios, maintaining higher productivity, especially mid-
shift. Its intelligent decisions optimize resource use, making
it highly effective in real-world mining operations with equip-
ment constraints, leading to increased production.

VII. CONCLUSION AND FUTURE WORK

The introduction of Mining-Gym addresses a critical gap
in mining process optimization by providing a configurable,
open-source benchmarking environment for RL algorithm
evaluation in truck dispatch scheduling. Our framework of-
fers high-fidelity DES modeling of real-world complexities,
seamless integration with OpenAI Gym, and comprehensive
visualization tools. Preliminary experiments show that RL-
based scheduling achieves up to 27.2% higher productivity and
23.3% greater production volume, with the most significant
gains in resource-constrained scenarios. Mining-Gym provides
a standardized evaluation framework, ensuring reproducible

research and supporting the adoption of RL solutions in
industrial mining operations.

The development of Mining-Gym as a benchmarking envi-
ronment will continue in the following directions:

• Enhanced Simulation Fidelity: Future iterations will im-
prove traffic modeling, incorporate geographical factors,
model heterogeneous equipment fleets, and include ad-
ditional operational constraints to enhance simulation
realism.

• Expanded Scenario Library: We will develop a broader
set of standardized test scenarios to cover diverse chal-
lenges such as weather disruptions, varying ore charac-
teristics, and dynamic production targets.

• Multi-objective Optimization Benchmarks: The frame-
work will be extended to support multi-objective opti-
mization, balancing production, cost, equipment lifespan,
and environmental impacts—reflecting real-world mining
decision-making.

• Integration with Digital Twin Capabilities: Enhancing
Mining-Gym with digital twin functionalities will connect
simulations with real-world data, facilitating data-driven
optimizations and bridging the gap between simulation
and operational implementation.
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