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Abstract

The growing emphasis on energy efficiency and environmental sustainability in global supply chains introduces new challenges in
the deployment of hyperconnected logistic hub networks. In current volatile, uncertain, complex, and ambiguous (VUCA) envi-
ronments, dynamic risk assessment becomes essential to ensure successful hub deployment. However, traditional methods often
struggle to effectively capture and analyze unstructured information. In this paper, we design an Large Language Model (LLM)-
driven risk assessment pipeline integrated with multiple analytical tools to evaluate logistic hub deployment. This framework
enables LLMs to systematically identify potential risks by analyzing unstructured data, such as geopolitical instability, financial
trends, historical storm events, traffic conditions, and emerging risks from news sources. These data are processed through a suite
of analytical tools, which are automatically called by LLMs to support a structured and data-driven decision-making process for
logistic hub selection. In addition, we design prompts that instruct LLMs to leverage these tools for assessing the feasibility of hub
selection by evaluating various risk types and levels. Through risk-based similarity analysis, LLMs cluster logistic hubs with com-
parable risk profiles, enabling a structured approach to risk assessment. In conclusion, the framework incorporates scalability with
long-term memory and enhances decision-making through explanation and interpretation, enabling comprehensive risk assessments
for logistic hub deployment in hyperconnected supply chain networks.
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1. Introduction
Hyperconnected logistics hub networks serve as critical enablers of open freight flow consolidation and seamless
asset and resource sharing across different parties and transportation modes. These hubs play a pivotal role in aggre-
gating smaller shipments into larger, more energy-efficient loads, thereby reducing costs and improving operational
efficiency. Furthermore, hubs act as strategic nodes that facilitate collaboration among stakeholders, ensuring smooth
coordination and adaptability. Figure 1 illustrates the complexity and connectivity of such networks, highlighting
their role in streamlining logistics operations and enhancing resilience. By integrating advanced analytics with these
networks, organizations can optimize hub placement and operations, ensuring they are both sustainable and resilient
to disruptions.
Risk assessment is a cornerstone of resilient supply chain and logistics engineering and management, especially in the
context of hyperconnected logistics networks. To enhance energy efficiency and sustainability in global supply chains,
the design and deployment of logistic hub networks [11] must address various types of risks, such as environmental,
geopolitical, and operational risks [2]. These risks are further magnified in volatile, uncertain, complex, and ambiguous
(VUCA) environments, where failures in hub location deployment can lead to significant financial and operational
setbacks. Effective risk assessment ensures not only the reliability of logistics operations but also the resilience of the
entire supply chain networks. Integrating advanced analytics into risk assessment is essential as traditional methods
fail to address the complexity of modern logistics [19].
Traditional risk assessment methods, while systematic, often lack the capacity to process unstructured data such as
historical weather events or real-time geopolitical updates, limiting their applicability in dynamic scenarios. Machine
learning (ML) approaches have addressed some of these limitations by enabling predictive analyses and decision-
making based on historical trends and large datasets [3]. However, these methods frequently require substantial data
preprocessing and are often constrained by their reliance on structured data formats. Recently, large language models
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(LLMs) have been increasingly applied in the supply chain domain [15, 16], offering unparalleled capabilities for
analyzing unstructured data and generating insights across diverse applications. By leveraging LLMs, our approach
integrates multiple tools to automate risk analysis, providing a scalable, adaptive, and context-aware framework for hub
placement in logistic networks. This integration facilitates the efficient evaluation of logistic hubs across combinations
of regions and time periods while enhancing interpretation, effectively addressing the complexities of hyperconnected
logistics networks.
The main contributions of this paper are as follows:

1. Integration of Multiple Tools: We propose an LLM-driven risk assessment pipeline that integrates multiple
analytical tools to enhance logistic hub deployment decisions. This pipeline enables LLMs to systematically
process both structured and unstructured data by leveraging hub databases, Wikipedia-based contextual insights,
financial analysis, storm event records, news aggregation, and traffic monitoring.

2. Scalability and Interpretability: Our framework leverages LLMs’ long-term memory to efficiently process
extensive datasets across multiple regions and time periods, ensuring scalability. Additionally, it enhances inter-
pretability by providing explanations of risk types, severity levels, and their impact on hub selection, fostering
transparency and insight-driven risk management.

3. Risk-Based Clustering: By employing risk-based similarity analysis, our approach clusters logistic hubs with
comparable risk profiles. This clustering mechanism provides insights for risk management, resource allocation
efficiency, and proactive mitigation strategies.

2. Related Work
Risk management in supply chain logistics is critical for ensuring resilience in hyperconnected networks. Traditional
frameworks emphasize systematic risk identification and mitigation [18], while recent advancements highlight the
role of technology in addressing interconnected risks [4]. Emerging research underscores the integration of artificial
intelligence (AI) and decision-making models for adaptive risk assessment [5] and stresses the importance of proactive
strategies to manage disruptions like natural disasters and pandemics [14]. These insights form the foundation for
leveraging large language models (LLMs) to analyze risks in dynamic and data-intensive logistics environments.
Building on this foundation, machine learning (ML) and AI have further enhanced supply chain risk management
(SCRM) by offering predictive capabilities and improving resilience. Aljohani [1] highlights ML’s role in proactive
risk assessment through real-time monitoring, while Yang et al. [21] emphasize the use of advanced algorithms like
Random Forest to predict and mitigate disruptions. Jahin et al. [7] underscore ML’s adaptability in enhancing resilience
and managing cascading risks, and Nezianya et al. [13] review their potential for improving overall risk identification
and assessment strategies in supply chains. These advancements support leveraging LLMs for synthesizing unstruc-
tured data and enabling robust risk assessment in hyperconnected logistic hubs.
LLMs revolutionize SCRM by enabling efficient analysis of unstructured data. Zhao et al. [23] demonstrate automated
risk identification and categorization to enhance resilience, while Sun et al. [17] highlight LLMs’ superiority in early
risk detection through news analysis. These advancements showcase LLMs’ potential for real-time, scalable risk
assessments, supporting their application in hyperconnected logistic hub deployment.

3. Problem Definition
The deployment of logistic hub networks in global supply chains is filled with risks such as environmental hazards and
operational disruptions. Traditional risk assessment methods are limited in their capacity to process unstructured data,
which is vital for understanding factors like historical storm events and geopolitical changes. These limitations hinder
the effective evaluation of hub feasibility and resilience. In this paper, we conduct risk assessment for logistics hubs
proposed for a Physical Internet based hyperconnected logistic network [8–10, 12, 20] designed based on data extracted
from Freight Analysis Framework (FAF) database produced by the Bureau of Transportation Statistics 1 (BTS). Each
logistic hub is associated with a set of risks, and conversely, each risk impacts a set of hubs. The consideration of each
logistic hub is based solely on its geographical state, latitude, and longitude. We use Georgia as the testbed in this
study. In summary, assuming all hubs are deployed, this research aims to leverage large language models (LLMs) and
external tools to analyze both structured and unstructured data, identify risk types, conduct daily risk assessments and
aggregate them into yearly summaries, and cluster logistic hubs based on their risk profiles to uncover regional risk
patterns and support strategic decision-making in logistic hub deployment.

1https://www.bts.gov/faf (Last accessed on February 8, 2025)

https://www.bts.gov/faf
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4. Methodology
We present a framework that integrates large language models (LLMs) with a suite of external tools to conduct com-
prehensive risk assessments for logistic hub deployment. The workflow of the multi-tool integrated framework for
risk assessment in logistic hub deployment, as shown in Figure 2, is designed to enable seamless and dynamic risk
analysis. The process begins when the user defines tasks or directives, such as analyzing risks for logistic hubs or
specifying time intervals. These prompts are then processed by the central agent, which orchestrates multiple tools,
memory, and reasoning capabilities to generate insights. The toolkit comprises specialized tools, each designed to
process different types of structured and unstructured data and contribute to comprehensive risk assessment. Memory
retains context for scalable, iterative analysis, and reasoning synthesizes outputs for actionable insights.

Figure 1: Hyperconnected logistic
hub networks.
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Figure 2: Workflow of the multi-tool integrated framework for risk assess-
ment in logistic hub deployment.

To effectively implement this workflow, we integrate a suite of external tools that enhance LLMs’ ability to sys-
tematically evaluate risk factors at different stages of the assessment process. The Hub Information Extraction Tool
processes structured logistic hub data, extracting key attributes to ensure smooth integration with the risk assessment
framework. The Wikipedia Summary and Source Tool provides contextual insights on geopolitical, cultural, and en-
vironmental factors, supporting a comprehensive regional risk analysis. The Financial Data Analysis Tool evaluates
economic trends and stability to assess the financial viability of logistic hubs. The NOAA Storm Data Tool retrieves
historical storm data, including event type, property damage, injuries, and fatalities, to evaluate natural disaster risks
in hub locations. The News Aggregation Tool monitors and summarizes emerging risks, such as political instability
or regulatory changes, using real-time news updates. The Traffic Status Tool provides real-time congestion data, en-
abling the assessment of traffic conditions and operational risks around logistic hubs. Finally, to optimize processing
efficiency, the Notebook Tool manages LLM token limits, processes data in structured batches, and systematically
organizes results into a final summary.
The agent dynamically invokes these tools based on user instructions and data requirements, while LLMs synthesize
structured and unstructured data into actionable insights. The framework produces detailed risk assessments, feasibil-
ity classifications, and explanations for hub placement decisions. The memory component retains short-term context
within multi-turn interactions, while the Notebook Tool serves as long-term storage, ensuring scalability and consis-
tency. By leveraging long-term memory, the system can track evolving risk patterns and incorporate historical data
into future assessments. This enhances the adaptability of the framework, enabling it to refine recommendations as
new risks emerge and operational demands shift. Ultimately, this interconnected system provides a robust foundation
for risk-aware logistic hub deployment in dynamic environments.
In our current implementation, we design and implement a ReAct-based [22] framework tailored for dynamic decision-
making in supply chain operations, leveraging the LangGraph 2 platform to integrate reasoning and action. Using
ChatOpenAI 3 with the gpt-4o model, we initialize a reasoning engine that interleaves logical inference with task-
specific actions. This agent-driven system, built with LangGraph, dynamically connects the language model’s rea-
soning capabilities with external tools for efficient data retrieval and analysis. By facilitating iterative workflows, the

2https://langchain-ai.github.io/langgraph/ (Last accessed on February 8, 2025)
3https://python.langchain.com/docs/integrations/chat/openai/ (Last accessed on February 8, 2025)

https://langchain-ai.github.io/langgraph/
https://python.langchain.com/docs/integrations/chat/openai/
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framework processes diverse data sources, extracts actionable insights, and adapts decisions in real time. With its
scalability, flexibility, and precision, the ReAct framework effectively addresses the complexities of modern supply
chain environments.

5. Case Study
A structured two-step approach is implemented to assess risks associated with logistic hub deployment. The first
step focuses on identifying risk types and selecting the most effective tools for assessment. The second step involves
conducting daily risk assessments for each logistic hub, aggregating the results into yearly summaries, and analyzing
the relationship between hubs and identified risks.
To evaluate the framework’s ability to identify risk types (see Figure 3 for an example response) associated with logistic
hubs, we conduct experiments using multiple representative time intervals across different seasons. These periods are
selected to balance computational efficiency and prompt limitations while ensuring a comprehensive evaluation of risk
patterns throughout the year. In this step, the focus is on identifying the most effective tools for extracting relevant risk
information rather than evaluating the severity levels of risks. The analysis highlights the most frequently occurring
risk types, which include thunderstorm winds, tornadoes, flash floods, lightning, floods, hail, strong winds, and traffic
jams. To further refine the analysis and strengthen the connection between hubs and risks, we select the NOAA Storm
Data Tool, Wikipedia Summary and Source Tool, and Traffic Status Tool as the most effective tools for this assessment.

Response:
- Hub Location: Latitude 33.712066, Longitude -84.236439, State: Georgia
- Risks:

- Traffic Jam
- Explanation: The traffic at the location (coordinates: 33.712066,-84.236439) is currently severe traffic jam (long delay).
The current speed is 19 km/h, compared to a normal free-flow speed of 90 km/h. Vehicles are expected to take approxi-
mately 107 seconds to pass through this segment, which is 85 seconds longer than the typical free-flow travel time of 22
seconds. The data confidence level is 1.0 out of 1, ensuring the reliability of this information.

Figure 3: An example response to identify risk types for logistic hubs in Georgia using Traffic Status Tool.

In the second step, daily risk assessments for each logistic hub in 2024 are generated using the selected tools and
top risk types, with the results aggregated into a comprehensive yearly summary. This summary enables an in-depth
analysis of how hubs are connected through their risk profiles, uncovering patterns and relationships essential for
strategic decision-making. To evaluate the similarity between hubs, a cosine similarity [6] measure is applied to
standardized risk profiles, capturing how closely hubs align in terms of exposure to key risks, including Thunderstorm
Wind, Tornado, Flash Flood, and Traffic Jam. The resulting similarity matrix is visualized in the heatmap shown in
Figure 4(a), where darker red regions indicate higher similarity between hubs, reflecting shared risk characteristics,
while blue regions represent greater disparity in risk exposure.
The clustering analysis, derived from this similarity matrix, further organizes hubs into groups with similar risk pro-
files. As shown in Figure 4(b), the geographic distribution reveals two primary clusters. Cluster 1 predominantly
consists of hubs in urban areas with high operational risks like traffic jams, suggesting a need for solutions such as
advanced traffic monitoring and infrastructure optimization to improve efficiency. Cluster 2, in contrast, is made up of
hubs in regions frequently exposed to severe weather events, including tornadoes and flash floods, necessitating robust
resilience measures such as real-time weather monitoring, contingency planning, and infrastructure fortification. The
alignment between geographic and risk-based clustering has several practical benefits:

• Regionally Coordinated Risk Management. Hubs within the same cluster can share resources and collab-
orate on solutions, fostering more effective regional logistic hub network engineering and management, and
enhancing communication between stakeholders. By integrating clustering insights into a resource and risk
management map, decision-makers can better visualize vulnerabilities and opportunities, facilitating precise
resource allocation and the implementation of targeted interventions.

• Efficient Implementation of Mitigation Measures. Since hubs within the same cluster are geographically
close, mitigation strategies such as real-time weather monitoring and infrastructure upgrades can be deployed
more efficiently. This proximity reduces operational costs and prevents unnecessary duplication of efforts.
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• Identification of Unexpected Borders in Risk Exposure. Risk exposure does not always conform to traditional
geographic boundaries. Identifying these unexpected borders helps decision-makers focus on areas that require
additional attention or customized mitigation strategies beyond predefined regions.

• Hub Network Evolution and Reconfiguration. The clustering results support the continuous evolution of the
logistic hub network by enabling dynamic adjustments in response to shifting risks and operational demands.
This framework facilitates the strategic reconfiguration of hubs based on evolving risk assessments, ensuring that
logistics systems remain efficient, resilient, and adaptable to both current challenges and future uncertainties.

(a) Risk-based bub similarity matrix. (b) Geographic distribution of hub clusters.

Figure 4: Risk-based hub similarities and clusters.

This study underscores the value of integrating LLM-driven risk assessment with clustering techniques to enhance
logistic hub planning. By systematically identifying risk patterns and grouping hubs with similar profiles, this approach
enables more data-driven, adaptive decision-making. The proposed framework provides a foundation for optimizing
resource allocation, improving network resilience, and guiding long-term strategic planning. As risks and operational
demands evolve, this methodology ensures that logistics systems remain robust, flexible, and capable of addressing
future uncertainties in hyperconnected supply chains.

6. Conclusion
In this paper, we propose an LLM-driven risk assessment framework for hyperconnected logistic hub network de-
ployment, integrating multiple analytical tools to systematically identify and evaluate risks. By applying similarity
analysis and hierarchical clustering, we demonstrate that risk-based hub clusters closely align with geographic cluster-
ing, reinforcing the practicality of this approach for strategic decision-making. Our findings reveal that risk exposure
does not always conform to traditional geographic boundaries, highlighting the need for adaptive risk management
strategies. The integration of real-time data sources and analytical tools enables precise resource allocation, enhances
hub resilience, and supports proactive decision-making in complex supply chain environments.
In the future, this work can be extended by incorporating dynamic risk factors, refining clustering methodologies
for more precise risk segmentation, and proposing new hub locations based on risk-informed analysis. Additionally,
integrating a multi-agent system could enhance scalability and efficiency through parallel analysis and distributed
decision-making, further strengthening its applicability in hyperconnected supply chain networks.
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