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Abstract—In this study, we investigate the potential of fast-to-
evaluate surrogate modeling techniques for developing a hybrid
digital twin of a steel-reinforced concrete beam, serving as
a representative example of a civil engineering structure. As
surrogates, two distinct models are developed utilizing physics-
informed neural networks, which integrate experimental data
with given governing laws of physics. The experimental data
(sensor data) is obtained from a previously conducted four-
point bending test. The first surrogate model predicts strains
at fixed locations along the center line of the beam for various
time instances. This time-dependent surrogate model is inspired
by the motion of a harmonic oscillator. For this study, we
further compare the physics-based approach with a purely
data-driven method, revealing the significance of physical laws
for the extrapolation capabilities of models in scenarios with
limited access to experimental data. Furthermore, we identify
the natural frequency of the system by utilizing the physics-
based model as an inverse solver. For the second surrogate model,
we then focus on a fixed instance in time and combine the
sensor data with the equations of linear elasticity to predict the
strain distribution within the beam. This example reveals the
importance of balancing different loss components through the
selection of suitable loss weights.

Index Terms—surrogate modeling, physics-informed neural
networks, hybrid digital twins

I. INTRODUCTION

A hybrid digital twin represents a digitalized version of a
physical asset or a system, serving as a metamodel to combine
experimental or simulation data with the underlying physical
principles of the considered system to enhance model accuracy
and reliability. Many applications of hybrid digital twins
have been introduced and developed across a wide range of
industries, including construction, manufacturing, automotive,

and many others, see e.g. the cases in the studies by Jiang [1]
and Singh [2].

Surrogate modeling has become a vital technique for en-
abling hybrid digital twins, providing fast-to-evaluate models
that deliver real-time accurate predictions. Once these models
are constructed and trained, they can be continuously fed
with the streamed data and can, e.g., be used to monitor the
structural health of a system, which is extremely important for
elements of the so-called critical infrastructure such as bridges.
On a high level, surrogate modeling techniques can be classi-
fied into two main categories: purely data-driven methods and
physics-informed approaches. Purely data-driven techniques
solely rely on experimental data to identify underlying patterns
in the data. They are also referred to as black-box models as
they try to infer a system’s behavior purely from input-output
pairs, i.e., there is no information about the actual behavior of
the system, which may result in poor predictions where data
is limited. These models are mainly developed using machine
learning and deep learning techniques, e.g., neural networks.
On the other hand, physics-informed techniques, also known as
gray-box models, enhance data-driven techniques by incorpo-
rating (parts of) the knowledge about the problem’s governing
physical equations into the learning process. Therefore, these
methods aim to combine the strengths of both approaches to
improve accuracy and reliability, particularly for extrapolation
purposes where no data is available. As an example, physics-
informed neural networks (PINNs) [3] have emerged in recent
years as a highly promising approach.

In this study, we develop fast-to-evaluate reduced-order
models (ROMs) to predict strain distributions within a re-
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inforced concrete beam as a representative example of civil
engineering structures. As ROMs, two distinct models are
developed based on PINNs. Starting with a time series of
measurements from a four-point bending test, we first con-
struct a ROM to examine the temporal evolution of strains at
a fixed position inside the beam. First, we leverage a purely
data-driven approach by training a neural network solely with
the available experimental data. However, since the beam is
subject to a periodic loading, we then exploit knowledge about
the motion of a harmonic oscillator and utilize a PINN to learn
the system’s behavior. This comparison shows the benefits
of including physical principles with respect to the model’s
prediction capability when no experimental data is available.

The second ROM then focuses on capturing spatial effects
for a fixed instance in time. Therefore, we integrate the
collected experimental data with the equations of linear elas-
ticity to predict strains inside the beam. We demonstrate that
including experimental data from both the compression and
tension sides of the beam improves the prediction accuracy.
However, this inclusion may result in non-smooth and sensitive
model results due to measurement noise in the experimental
data. To tackle this problem, we tune the loss weights of the
deployed PINN to find a good balance between the physics-
based loss and the experimental data loss.

The remainder of this study is structured as follows: Sec-
tion II introduces the concept of hybrid digital twins including
a proof of concept and the investigated physical asset, i.e.,
a reinforced concrete beam. In Section III, we recapitulate
the general concept of PINNs as forward solvers for (partial)
differential equations. Sections IV and V introduce the de-
veloped ROMs to capture the temporal and spatial behavior
of the system including corresponding physical laws, tailored
PINN formulations, and results including distinct scenarios.
Section VI concludes the article by summarizing our main
findings and proposing future research directions.

II. THE CONCEPT OF HYBRID DIGITAL TWINS

A digital twin is an up-to-date virtual representation of
a physical asset, system, or process to precisely simulate
the characteristics and behaviors of corresponding real-world
objects [4]. In other words, it can be considered as a mapping
between the physical realm and the virtual realm. On the other
hand, a hybrid digital twin [5] merges physics-based modeling
(virtual twin) with data-driven methods (digital twin) to create
simulation tools capable of monitoring, identifying underly-
ing trends, incorporating real-time operational data, making
predictions, and even further conducting what-if simulations.
Specifically, in the context of bridges, digital twins can play
a vital role in condition and lifetime assessment, facilitating
structural health monitoring (SHM), structural maintenance,
and increasing the system’s overall resilience [6].

The conceptual workflow between hybrid digital twin, vir-
tual twin, and digital twin is depicted in Fig. 1. The physical
asset lies in the physical realm. The data generated by the
physical asset is streamed to the digital twin. Fast, efficient,
and secure data transmission methods between the physical
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Fig. 1: The conceptual workflow between hybrid digital twin,
virtual twin, and digital twin.

and virtual realms, such as file transfer and streaming proto-
cols, are of paramount importance. The digital twin represents
the digitalization of the system based on data-driven methods,
such as machine learning and deep learning techniques. On the
other hand, the virtual twin is constructed through physics-
based modeling of the system. Both the digital twin and
the virtual twin exist within the virtual realm and together
constitute the hybrid digital twin.

A. Proof of Concept

In this contribution, we aim to generate a hybrid digital twin
concept for steel-reinforced concrete beams as a representative
component of bridges or, more generally, civil engineering
structures.

Physical asset

Sensor 
data

Model updating

Human-machine 
interface

Real-time
prediction

FOM

ROM

Human 
intelligence

On-site actions

Sensor 
data

Physics laws

Fig. 2: A hybrid digital twin concept for the steel-reinforced
concrete beam.

As shown in Fig. 2, a steel-reinforced concrete beam is
defined as the physical asset. Following a four-point bending
test, the collected sensor data is transmitted to a physics-based
full-order model (FOM) as well as a data-driven reduced-
order model (ROM) which is fast-to-evaluate and enhanced
with physics laws, also known as so-called gray-box modeling.
The fast evaluation capability of the data-driven ROM allows



real-time predictions. Even with the inclusion of physics,
gray-box modeling techniques require human intelligence to
manage the entire framework, as the reliability and accuracy
of data-driven methods remain topics of debate. Therefore,
considering the interaction among models, human intelligence
ultimately determines the actions on-site to be taken. As for the
ROM, we develop fast-to-evaluate models utilizing physics-
informed neural networks. The FOM is not within the scope
of this study and for further details we refer to [7].

B. Physical Asset: Reinforced Concrete Beam

In this study, a steel-reinforced concrete beam as a represen-
tative component in civil engineering structures is defined as
the physical asset of the conceptual workflow. The dimensions
of the constructed beam are given in Fig. 3. The concrete
has a Young’s modulus Ec = 29GPa, while the construction
steel has a Young’s modulus Es = 200GPa. For the detailed
specifications of the considered beam, we refer to [7], [8].

25 cm
110 cm

150 cm

steel
reinforcement

Fiber 
2

Fiber 1

3
0
 c

m
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m

Fig. 3: Four-point bending test of the reinforced concrete beam
including a schematic drawing. Photo taken from [7].

A four-point bending test is conducted to generate the
dataset for our workflow. Fiber-optical sensors are embedded
into the concrete beam to measure longitudinal strains (micros-
trains) along the beam axis, with two sensors positioned on the
compression side and four sensors located on the tension side.
However, for this study, only two channels are considered: one
from the compression side (fiber 1) and one from the tension
side (fiber 2). For the loading, a sinusoidal cyclic load with
a peak of 10 kN is applied. Each fiber-optical sensor records
roughly 1000 data points as demonstrated in Fig. 4. While the
compression side exhibits the anticipated bending behavior,
cracks are identified on the tension side, which weaken the
beam locally. This structural weakening of the material results
in a drastic increase of the microstrains (Fig. 4b).

Furthermore, a relaxed model of the experimental test is
depicted in Fig. 5. Here, supports are replaced by traction
boundary conditions, and the beam is fixed in x-direction at
its center. In the following sections, this relaxed model serves
as the foundation for the second ROM.

Fig. 4: Strain measurements from fiber-optical sensors are
captured under a peak load of 10 kN. (a) Fiber 1 on the
compression side, (b) fiber 2 on the tension side including
damaged regions.

Fig. 5: A relaxed model representation of the four-point
bending test.

III. REDUCED ORDER MODELING: PHYSICS-INFORMED
NEURAL NETWORKS

The main idea of PINNs is to approximate the solution of
a given (partial) differential equation (system) with a neural
network by incorporating the governing physical constraints
into the loss function.

A general formulation for partial differential equations
(PDEs) can be presented in residual form along with corre-
sponding initial and boundary conditions (BCs) as

R
[
u(x, t)

]
= 0 on Ω,

B
[
u(x, t)

]
− g(x, t) = 0 on ∂Ω,

(1)

where R[·] represents a differential operator, u is the unknown
solution, spatial coordinates denoted by x and temporal co-
ordinates denoted by t span the space-time domain Ω with
boundary ∂Ω, B[·] is the boundary and initial condition oper-
ator, and g represents defined boundary and initial conditions.
To approximate u, a fully-connected neural network with L
layers is defined as [9]

u ≈ ũ := (NL(z;θ))
′
, NL(z;θ) : Rd → Rn. (2)

Here, the output of the neural network is denoted as NL(z;θ),
where θ represents a set of trainable parameters, namely the
network’s weights and biases. The function (·)′ signifies a
customized output transformation, elaborated extensively in
the work of Sahin et al. [10]. The input dimension is denoted



as d and the output dimension is represented by n. In our case,
the network input z consists of the space-time coordinates, i.e.
z = (x, t). However, the input of the network is not limited
to space-time coordinates and could additionally comprise
(variable) model parameters. The output of every layer is
passed through a nonlinear activation function, denoted as ψ,
before being processed by the next layer.

To ensure that ũ is a reliable approximation of u, the
network parameters must be optimized to fulfill the given
constraints, i.e.,

θ∗ = argmin
θ

L(θ), (3)

where

L(θ) = w1LPDEs + w2LBCs + w3LICs + w4LEXPs. (4)

Here, the overall loss L is composed of PDE losses LPDEs,
boundary condition losses LBCs, initial condition losses LICs,
and experimental data losses LEXPs. The wi denote individual
loss weights assigned to each loss component, which improves
the convergence of the optimization process.

In the following sections, we propose two ROMs based on
PINNs. The main difference between these models lies in the
underlying physical principles. The first ROM focuses on the
temporal strain response of the system enhanced by the motion
of a simple harmonic oscillator. In the second approach, the
ROM predicts the displacements and stresses within the spatial
domain of the concrete beam, which is modeled with the
equations of linear elasticity. The introduced PINN models are
referred to as temporal ROM and spatial ROM, respectively.

IV. A ROM FOR CAPTURING THE TEMPORAL RESPONSE

The first aim of this paper is to develop a model that can
accurately capture the temporal behavior of the system under
consideration. Therefore, we utilize measurement data that was
collected at a fixed location, specifically the center of fiber 1
(cf. Fig. 3) across various time instances.

Fig. 6: Strain measurements recorded from the center of fiber 1
over time.

Fig. 6 shows these measured strains for the first 16 s. Each
measurement interval of one second contains ten individual
measurement points. Due to the sinusoidal loading, the mea-
sured strain data points also follow a harmonic behavior in this
example. In general, however, the underlying data generation

process is unknown. To prepare for such a more realistic
scenario, the next section introduces the ordinary differential
equation (ODE) for a harmonic oscillator, which can be used
to describe a data distribution as shown in Fig. 6. While for
this simple introductory example we are still able to solve the
differential equation analytically, this is no longer possible for
more complicated cases, as we will show in Section V.

A. Motion of a Simple Harmonic Oscillator

The balance of forces, governed by Newton’s second law,
for a simple harmonic oscillator is expressed as

m
d2u

dt2
= −ku ⇔ d2u

dt2
+ ω2

0u = 0. (5)

Here, u represents the displacement from the equilibrium
position x0, k is the spring constant, m is the inertial mass, and
ω0 =

√
k/m = 2πf is the natural oscillating frequency. The

longitudinal strain ε can be determined from the displacement
and the equilibrium position as ε = u/x0.

B. A PINN-based temporal ROM

Inspired by a harmonic oscillator, a fully-connected neural
network (FNN) approximates the longitudinal strain within a
selected fiber as

ε̃ := Nε(t;θ). (6)

The time t is the neural network input, and the strain in
the longitudinal direction of the beam, ε̃, serves as the net-
work output. With the help of automatic differentiation (AD),
second-order derivatives are calculated. The total loss includes
LODE and LEXPs. Here, LODE represents the loss due to the
ODE defined in Eq. (5). As the measurement data already
includes an IC, i.e., ε(t = 0) = −293 µm, we exclude
the loss component LICs. Although we can determine an
approximate value for the square of the oscillating frequency
of ω2

0 ≈ 9.87 rad2 Hz2 from the measurement data, we
consider the parameter to be unknown in our experiments and
let the PINN infer it from the provided data. The detailed
workflow is shown in Fig. 7. For the network, we employ
a fully-connected feed-forward neural network with 3 layers
consisting of 30 neurons each. The tanh activation function
is chosen.

Regarding the training, we first use the stochastic gradient
descent optimizer Adam with a learning rate of 0.001 for 5000
epochs. After that, we switch to the limited memory BFGS
algorithm, which incorporates box constraints (L-BFGS-B),
and further refine the pre-trained model. Our workflow is
built upon the DeepXDE package [11] and we refer to the
DeepXDE documentation for the default settings of the L-
BFGS-B optimizer.

C. Results

In the following, we consider two scenarios. In the first
scenario, a purely data-driven neural network is trained on the
time-dependent experimental data from the compression side
of the beam (Fig. 6) without incorporating any physics. The
specifications for this network remain the same as those of the
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Fig. 7: Detailed schematic of the temporal ROM.

temporal ROM, except that sin is used as activation function.
In the second scenario, we employ the temporal ROM instead,
enhancing the learning process with the physical knowledge
provided by Eq. (5).

Fig. 8 compares the results of the purely data-driven neural
network and the temporal ROM. Both models are trained using
the first 6 s of the measurement data as training data. While
the data-driven model perfectly aligns with the training data,
the predictions of the temporal ROM do not align perfectly.
This discrepancy stems from the fact that the sensor data
contains measurement noise, which is not accounted for in the
physical laws. However, the main advantage of the temporal
ROM becomes apparent after t = 6 s: While the data-driven
model diverges extensively from the measurement data, the
temporal ROM still captures the trend of the measurements
correctly. This shows that the purely data-driven model does
not generalize well to cases, where no measurement data is
available. Due to the inclusion of physical laws, the temporal
ROM, however, is still able to make decent predictions even
in a no-data regime.

With respect to the training times, the purely data-driven
model trains for 10.2 s with the Adam optimizer, and additional
12.7 s with the L-BFGS-B optimizer. The training of the
temporal ROM takes approximately 12.6 s for the iterations
with Adam, and 23 s for L-BFGS-B. The prediction times are
quite similar, taking only 0.003 s and 0.004 s for the purely
data-driven model and the temporal ROM, respectively.

As mentioned in the previous section, for the case of the
temporal ROM, we identify ω0 by additionally exploiting the
PINN’s capability as an inverse solver. Therefore, we add ω0

to the set of trainable network parameters θ and start from an
initial guess of 1. As shown in Fig. 9, the natural frequency
of the system is identified as ω̃2

0 ≈ 9.74 rad2 Hz2, which is
sufficiently close to the value of ω2

0 ≈ 9.87 rad2 Hz2 computed
from the measurements. Moreover, it can be seen that applying
L-BFGS-B after Adam drastically improves the convergence.

Fig. 8: Comparison of a purely data-driven model and the tem-
poral ROM including training and measurement data points.

Fig. 9: Identification of ω0.

V. A ROM FOR CAPTURING THE SPATIAL BEHAVIOR

After creating a ROM for the temporal response in the
previous section, this section now introduces PINN-based
ROMs that can predict the spatial strain distribution inside the
beam. For simplicity, we model the beam in the following as
a two-dimensional rectangular domain and neglect its depth.
Note that finding a physical model which accurately describes
the physical behavior of the steel-reinforced concrete beam
is a research topic of its own. In the following, we therefore
employ a strongly simplified physical model and show that
this produces sufficiently accurate results in combination with
the available measurement data.

A. Equations of Linear Elasticity

The boundary value problem for the Cauchy momentum
balance equation (BE) is given as

∇ · σ + b̂ = 0 in Ω, (BE)
u = û on ∂Ωu, (DBC)

σ · n = t̂ on ∂Ωσ, (NBC)

where σ represents the Cauchy stress tensor, u stands for the
displacement vector, b̂ denotes the body force vector, and n
is the unit outward normal vector. Prescribed displacements
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Fig. 10: Detailed schematic of the spatial ROM. A PINN learns to solve the equations of linear elasticity using a mixed-variable
formulation. Additional loss components stem from the Neumann BCs and the experimental data loss.

are denoted by û on ∂Ωu and t̂ denotes prescribed tractions
on ∂Ωσ . The kinematic equation (KE) and constitutive equa-
tion (CE) for the deformable body are expressed as:

ε = 1/2(∇u+∇uT ), (KE)
σ = C : ε. (CE)

Here, ε denotes the infinitesimal strain tensor, while C repre-
sents the fourth-order elasticity tensor. In this work, we use
a linear elastic isotropic material, for which the constitutive
equation can be described using Hooke’s law as

σ = λ tr(ε)I+ 2µε, (7)

where λ and µ are the Lamé parameters, tr(·) denotes the
trace operator, and I is the identity tensor.

B. A PINN-based spatial ROM

The spatial ROM is formulated based on the equations of
linear elasticity using a mixed-variable formulation, i.e., an
FNN maps the spatial coordinates x onto both, the displace-
ment vector u and stress tensor σ such that

ũ := (Nu(x;θ))
′

and σ̃ := (Nσ(x;θ))
′
. (8)

As shown in Fig. 10, the LPDEs term is constructed in a
composite form to fulfill Eqs. (BE), (KE), and (CE). Note
that only first-order derivatives of neural network outputs
are necessary due to the mixed-variable approach. Spatial
derivatives are again obtained using AD.

Fig. 11 visualizes the BCs of the relaxed model represen-
tation of the system introduced in Fig. 5: The beam is fixed
at x = 0 in x-direction, i.e. ux = 0. Since both displacement
and stress components are directly defined as network outputs,
some BCs can be imposed as hard constraints using an output

Fig. 11: Boundary conditions of the relaxed system (Fig. 5).

transformation. Based on the relaxed model representation, the
following output transformations are applied

ũx = xNux
, σ̃xx = (l/2 − x) (l/2 + x)Nσxx

,

σ̃xy = (l/2 − x) (l/2 + x)Nσxx
,

(9)

i.e., the constraint on the displacement of the beam’s center
and the traction boundary conditions on the left and right
edges are strongly enforced. For details on how to formulate
the output transformation, we refer to Sahin et. al [10]. The
traction boundary conditions on the upper and lower edges are
enforced as soft constraints via additional loss terms.

Since the experimental dataset consists of longitudinal strain
measurements, the experimental data loss LEXPs can contain
both compression and tension data. For the test cases, 200 data
points from the compression side (fiber 1) and 100 data points
from the tension side (fiber 2) are used.

For the spatial ROM, a fully-connected neural network
consisting of 4 hidden layers with 50 neurons each is employed
and tanh is chosen as the activation function. Since the
problem is modeled in 2D, x and y are the network inputs,
while ũx, ũy, σ̃xx, σ̃yy, σ̃xy form the network outputs.

Similar to the temporal ROM, we initially train our neural
network using the Adam optimizer for 2000 epochs before
switching to L-BFGS-B to further refine the pre-trained model.



Fig. 12: Strain predictions using the spatial ROM along fiber 1 and fiber 2. Plots in the upper row represent the compression
side (fiber 1), while plots in the lower row represent the tension side (fiber 2). Different scenarios are shown as (a,b) scenario
1: only compression data is involved, (c,d) scenario 2: both compression and tension data are involved, and (e,f) scenario 3:
both compression and tension data are involved, but the weight for the experimental loss is set to wEXPs,T = 0.01.

C. Results

For this case, we consider three different scenarios. In
the first scenario, the experimental loss component of the
spatial ROM formulation includes only compression data. On
the other hand, the experimental loss of the second scenario
incorporates both compression and tension data. However, we
exclude tension data from the damaged regions (see Fig. 4). In
the last scenario, again both compression and tension data are
included. However, the loss weight of the experimental loss
coming from the tension data is reduced to wEXPs,T = 0.01.

Fig. 12 shows the results of the three scenarios. As shown
in Fig. 12a, the spatial ROM’s predictions accurately align
with training and sensor data on the compression side, but
significantly underestimate the strains on the tension side
(Fig. 12b). This disparity mainly arises from the absence of
the tension data in the first scenario. Another reason is the
structural weakening caused by cracks, resulting in larger
deformations, which are captured by the sensors but not
reflected in our simplified physical model. To overcome this
deficiency of our physical model and obtain more accurate
predictions, we additionally include sensor data from the
tension side as depicted in Fig. 12d. Now, both the tension and
compression sides exhibit accurate alignment with the sensor
data. However, the predictions are extensively biased by the
noisy sensor data (Fig. 12c and Fig. 12d), particularly in the
proximity of the beam’s center, where larger strains result in
higher experimental loss values. To avoid unphysical oscilla-
tory predictions, in the last scenario, we introduce a smaller
loss weight for the tension data, i.e., wEXPs,T = 0.01, while
keeping the remaining loss weights as 1. By overweighing
the compression data, we again obtain smoother predictions

for both the compression and tension sides. In comparison
to scenario 1, the predictions on the tension side no longer
underestimate the strains, but align much better with the sensor
data. Compared to scenario 2, the predictions are less biased by
the experimental data, resulting in a smoother, non-oscillatory
strain distribution.

Next, we briefly comment on the training and prediction
times: The training with the Adam optimizer takes 25 s on aver-
age across all scenarios. However, L-BFGS-B requires 56.96 s,
171.17 s, 70.49 s in scenario 1, scenario 2, and scenario 3,
respectively. The increased training time with L-BFGS-B stems
from the introduction of an additional loss term involving
more data points, as seen in scenarios 2 and 3. Moreover,
the training time directly correlates with the model accuracy,
as a more accurate model requires longer training time. The
prediction time remains almost identical across all scenarios
(approximately 0.35 s), as the number of trainable parameters
is identical in all cases.

An advantage of the PINN-based ROMs is that they enhance
extrapolation capabilities and allow us to predict strains in the
whole beam domain (Fig. 13). For the first scenario, the center
of the beam exhibits nearly zero strains in the horizontal di-
rection, as anticipated, and the strains are smoothly distributed
in the vertical direction (Fig. 13a). In the second scenario
(Fig. 13b), fluctuating strains are observed around the center
line and the tension part of the beam exhibits larger strains,
which can be attributed to the additional strain measurements.
In the last scenario (Fig. 13c), the distribution of the predicted
strains again closely resembles that of scenario 1, but the
included data points on the tension side result in larger strains
on the tension side. A smooth distribution is restored thanks
to the weighted experimental loss.



(a)

(b)

(c)

Fig. 13: Strain predictions using the spatial ROM within the
beam domain for three scenarios: (a) Scenario 1, (b) Scenario
2, (c) Scenario 3.

VI. CONCLUSION

In this study, we presented how PINNs can be used to
develop surrogate models for a reinforced concrete beam,
which can then in turn be employed in hybrid digital twins.
The sensor data obtained from a four-point bending test, along
with corresponding physics laws, constitute the foundation for
our models.

For the first surrogate model, we integrated time-dependent
strain measurements acquired at fixed locations of the beam’s
center line with an ODE for the motion of a harmonic oscil-
lator. Additionally, we trained a purely data-driven model. We
observed that the method without physics-based information
yields accurate predictions where training data is available
(strong interpolation), but produces significantly poorer predic-
tions when training data is not available (poor extrapolation).
In contrast, the physics-based surrogate model performs well
in both interpolation and extrapolation regimes. Moreover, we
identified the natural frequency of the system by exploiting
the capability of PINNs as an inverse solver.

In the second surrogate modeling approach, we combined
the spatial experimental data with the PDE of linear elasticity
to capture the spatial distribution of the strains throughout the
beam for a fixed time. We examined different scenarios, where
we incorporated measurement data from different locations
into the training and varied the loss weight of the experimental
data. Results show that involving both compression and ten-
sion data increases the accuracy of our surrogate model specif-
ically on the tension side, where cracks were forming during
the experiment. However, the model overfits the data on the
compression side, resulting in a fluctuating strain distribution.
To tackle this problem, we used a smaller loss weight for the
experimental data stemming from the tension side, resulting
in smoother and more physical strain predictions. Moreover,
we observe that including physics generally enhances the
extrapolation capability of surrogate models as it allows us to

make predictions within the whole beam domain, even where
no sensor data is available.

In the context of hybrid digital twins, these newly estab-
lished models are promising candidates to be deployed as fast-
to-evaluate surrogate model due to their good agreement with
the measurement data.

This study unveils a clear direction for further exploration
and investigation: The developed surrogate models can be
combined into one unified model to provide strain predic-
tions at various positions within the beam for arbitrary time
instances. This necessitates a more sophisticated approach to
combine the equations of linear elasticity, the motion of a
harmonic oscillator, and time-dependent experimental data at
different locations.
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