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ABSTRACT

A traditional metamodel for a discrete-event simulation approximates a real-valued performance measure
as a function of the input-parameter values. We introduce a novel class of metamodels based on modular
dynamic Bayesian networks (MDBNs), a subclass of probabilistic graphical models which can be used to
efficiently answer a rich class of probabilistic and causal queries (PCQs). Such queries represent the joint
probability distribution of the system state at multiple time points, given observations of, and interventions
on, other state variables and input parameters. This paper is a first demonstration of how the extensive
theory and technology of causal graphical models can be used to enhance simulation metamodeling. We
demonstrate this potential by showing how a single MDBN for an M/M/1 queue can be learned from
simulation data and then be used to quickly and accurately answer a variety of PCQs, most of which are
out-of-scope for existing metamodels.

1 INTRODUCTION

A simulation metamodel is broadly defined as an approximation of a simulation model intended to emulate
the latter model’s behavior (Kleijnen 1987). Metamodels avoid the need to run computationally expensive
simulation experiments, facilitating rapid prediction, what-if experimentation, and optimization. Traditional
metamodels for stochastic discrete-event simulations approximate a simulation model’s behavior in a rather
narrow sense. They approximate the statistical relationships between a set of input parameters and a
single real-valued performance measure of interest (Barton 2020). For example, a metamodel of an M/M/1
queue might approximate quantities such as E[L̄T ], the expected time-average queue length over an interval
[0,T ], or E[Lt ], the expected queue length at time t, or queue-length probability P(Lt = 5), each as a
function of the arrival rate λ and the service rate µ . This approach requires a separate metamodel for
each performance measure under study. For example, estimating P(Lt = 5) and P(Lt = 6), or P(Lt = 5)
and P(Lt+h = 6) for some h > 0, would require two different metamodels. This is true of many common
types of metamodels (Chen et al. 2006), including polynomial regression, Gaussian processes (Salemi
et al. 2019), regression trees, and methods based on artificial neural networks (Dunke and Nickel 2020).
Separate metamodels for similar queries on the same system may be inconsistent with each other and
require additional computational effort.

This paper presents a powerful, complementary approach to constructing simulation metamodels
by applying tools and techniques developed by researchers in graphical models and causal inference.
Specifically, we show how modular dynamic Bayesian networks (MDBNs), a subclass of probabilistic
graphical models (Koller and Friedman 2009), can be used to efficiently estimate answers to a rich class
of probabilistic and causal queries (PCQs) representing the joint probability distribution of the system
state at multiple time points, given observations of, and interventions on, system states and simulation
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parameters at other time points. PCQs can also include “reverse inference” queries, which treat simulation
parameters as Bayesian random variables and represent the probability distribution of the parameters given
observations of system states. The results from such queries can be used, for example, to select the input
parameters that would maximize the probability of achieving target system-state values at specific times.

For example, consider a simple M/M/1 queuing model that represents the arrival and service of customers
at a store on a typical workday. Examples of PCQs that can be answered using a single, trained MDBN
include:

• PCQ1: What is the distribution of the queue length at 3pm?
• PCQ2: What is the distribution of the queue length at 3pm given that we observe that 5 customers

were in the queue at noon?
• PCQ3: What would be the joint distribution of the queue length at 3pm and at 4pm if we were to

inject an additional 5 customers into the queue at noon?
• PCQ4: What would be the distribution of the queue length at 3pm if we were to double the service

rate starting at noon?
• PCQ5: What value of arrival rate maximizes the probability that the queue length at 3pm is between

5 and 10 customers?

Accurate answers to these kinds of queries enable useful, efficient, fine-grained interrogation of the
dynamic behavior of a simulation model that cannot be achieved via traditional simulation metamodels
alone. Importantly, the described interventions need not be explicitly simulated while creating the training
data for the MDBN. Note also that using the original simulation model to answer these queries would be
time consuming, requiring multiple simulation runs. In contrast, answers to these queries can be quickly
obtained from the MDBN via exact or approximate inference methods; there is a vast literature on inference
techniques in graphical models that can be applied (Murphy et al. 1999; Jordan et al. 1999; Murphy 2002;
Koller and Friedman 2009).

In this paper, we demonstrate the potential of MDBNs for metamodeling of discrete-event simulations,
using a simple M/M/1 queue. We show how PCQ results from an MDBN metamodel can accurately
approximate the ground truth results (as calculated analytically or via extensive simulation).

Related Work We are not the first to employ DBNs for metamodeling but, as far as we are aware,
we are the first to use them to reason about the effects of interventions in the simulation model and for
“inverse queries”. The use of DBNs for simulation metamodeling was introduced in by Poropudas and
Virtanen (2010) and followed up in subsequent papers; see Pousi et al. (2013) and references therein. The
“probabilistic” DBN metamodels developed in the above literature are not modular; they cannot reason
effectively about interventions on the simulation’s states and instead only capture statistical dependencies.
In addition, when modeling an M/M/1 queue, they fix the arrival and service rates to be constant throughout
the time horizon, ruling out interventions and inverse queries.

Ouyang and Nelson (2017) use a combination of logistic regression and weighted least-squares regression
over time to predict the time-varying probability of a single event of interest (e.g. “Is the queue network
going to be blocked at some times {t j} having observed the state of the system at a previous time ti?”).
This approach is limited by the need to construct new metamodels for each such query as well as the need
to specify basis functions can accurately represent the evolution of the simulation state over time.

Recurrent neural networks commonly used in time-series prediction problems can also be employed
for simulation metamodeling, but existing approaches are limited by the restriction to non-time-varying
input parameters or convergence issues when the network reaches a local minimum (Dimopoulos et al.
2000; Connor et al. 1994). Recent work by Cen and Haas (2022) uses graph neural network models with
generative components to approximate distributions of a summary measure as well as time series of certain
random variables associated with the simulation. These metamodels can specify conditions on the input
distributions to generate output time series, which correspond to interventions on simulation parameters and
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is closest to the methodology that we have explored in this paper. However, this metamodel cannot output
the sample-path information required to answer PCQs and cannot handle interventions on the system state.

2 PROBABILISTIC AND CAUSAL QUERIES FOR DISCRETE-EVENT SIMULATIONS

We aim to create a simulation metamodel that can answer a broad set of probabilistic and causal queries
(PCQs). We first describe PCQs for an M/M/1 queue, then define them for general stochastic simulations.

M/M/1 Queue Example. The input variables for an M/M/1 queue simulation are denoted by the tuple
θt = (λt ,µt), which denote the arrival and service rate parameters at time t respectively. The output variable
is Lt , which describes the queue length at time t. A probabilistic and causal query (PCQ) is a desired
conditional probability distribution of the variables in the simulation model. The conditioned quantities
are point actions or interval actions that apply to variables at specified time points or over specified time
intervals. In addition, actions can be ‘observational’ (denoted by =) or ‘interventional’ (denoted by ←).
For example, “Lt = ℓ” means that the queue length is observed to be equal to ℓ at time τ and “λ0:τ ← c”
means that the arrival rate is externally fixed at the value c over the time interval [0,τ]. The PCQs given
in Section 1 are abstractly represented as follows:

• Q1: P(Lτ | λ0:τ ← c1,µ0:τ ← c2).
• Q2: P(Lτ | Lτ−h = ℓ,λ0:τ ← c1,µ0:τ ← c2), where 0 < h < τ .
• Q3: P(Lτ1 ,Lτ2 | Lτ1−h← Lτ1−h +5,λ0:τ2 ← c1,µ0:τ2 ← c2), where 0 < h < τ1 < τ2.
• Q4: P(Lτ | λ0:τ ← c1,µ0:t ← c2,µt:τ ← 2c2), where 0 < t < τ .
• Q5: argmaxλ P(Lτ ∈ [5..10] | λ ).

Note that even the simple query Q1 cannot be handled easily by traditional metamodels, because Q1
is simultaneously estimating the probability that Lτ = 0, Lτ = 1, and so on. The query Q5 is of interest
if, for example, we can control the arrival rate λ by controlling admission to the queue. To simplify the
notation, we treat λ as constant over time, but uncertain, with a prior distribution, and treat µ as known
and constant over time. We denote by Pλ the distribution of {Lt}t≥0 when λ is selected according to the
prior distribution. To compute the answer to Q5, first compute the PCQ Q5’ = P(λ | Lτ ∈ [5..10]). By
Bayes’ Theorem,

P(Lτ ∈ [5..10] | λ ) = αP(λ | Lτ ∈ [5..10]), (1)

where α = Pλ (Lτ ∈ [5..10])/Pλ (λ ). The value of λ that maximizes the right side of (1)—which we can
compute from Q5’—will maximize the left side of (1), and hence solves Q5. A more elaborate version of
the problem might consider a policy that uses one value of λ over [0,τ−h] and another over [τ−h,τ].

As with Q5 above, we can potentially use the results of PCQs to compute other quantities of interest. For
example, we can easily compute moments, quantiles, and other summary statistics of the system state, e.g.
E[Lτ | λ0:τ = c1,µ0:τ = c2] and Corr[Lτ1 ,Lτ2 , | λ0:τ = c1,µ0:τ = c2]. As another example, we can approximate
β = E[L̄τ ], where L̄τ = (1/τ)

∫
τ

0 Lt dt, by setting v0 = 0 and vn = τ , computing P(Lv0 ,Lv1 , . . . ,Lvn | λ0:τ =

c1,µ0:τ = c2), and then computing β̂ = ∑
n−1
i=0 E[Lvi | λ0:τ = c1,µ0:τ = c2](vi+1−vi); here (v0,v1, . . . ,vn) is a

sufficiently fine sequence of time points over [0,τ].
In general, we define PCQs as follows: Let {Xt}t≥0 be a continuous-time stochastic process having

discrete state space X ⊆ Zl for some l ≥ 1 and piecewise-constant sample paths, representing the output
process of a discrete-event simulation model M with l state variables. We assume that the simulation
model takes as input a vector θ = (θ1, . . . ,θd) of d (≥ 1) simulation model parameters; we denote by
Θ ⊆ Rd the set of possible values of θ . We are often interested in queries involving intervention on the
parameters at various time points and/or optimization over the parameters. In the former case, we want
to represent parameters as time-varying functions. In the latter case, we want to represent the parameters
as uncertain, as is usually done in Bayesian analysis (see above). We therefore consider the augmented
process {Yt}t≥0 with probability distribution P and state space ϒ = X ×Θ, where Yt = (Xt ,θt). A PCQ is
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a desired probability distribution of the form

Q = P
(
Π1(Yτ1),Π2(Yτ2), . . . ,Πn(Yτn) |At1 ,At2 , . . . ,Atk ,Au1:u2 ,Au3:u4 , . . . ,Aum−1:um

)
,

where n≥ 1, k,m≥ 0, 0≤ t1 < t2 < · · ·< tk, 0≤ τ1 < τ2 < · · ·< τk, and ui < ui+1 for i ∈ [1..m−1]. Here
each Πi(y) is a projection function onto one or more of the l+d coordinates of state y. Moreover, each Ati
represents a point action of the form “Yti ∈ Ri” for some Ri⊂ϒ, denoting an observation of the state at time ti.
Almost always, the definition of the set Ri imposes explicit constraints on only a small subset of components
in the state vector, so that the “observation” is really only a partial observation of a small subset of the state
variables. Alternatively, a point action can be of the form “Yti ← fi(Yti)”, denoting an intervention that sets
the state to fi(Yti) at time ti, where fi : ϒ 7→ ϒ. In the causal graphical models literature, an intervention is
also denoted by “do

(
Yti = fi(Yti)

)
”. In practice, the intervention function fi usually updates only a small

subset of the state components. Finally, each Aui:u j represents an interval action that is defined as follows.
Set Yui:u j = {Yt}ui≤t≤u j . An interval action can be of the form “Yui:u j ∈ Ri: j” for some Ri: j ⊂ ϒ, denoting a
partial observation in which Yt ∈ Ri: j for every t ∈ [ui,u j]. Alternatively, an interval action can be of the
form “Πi: j(Yui:u j)← fi: j(Yui)”, denoting an intervention where certain components of the state vector at time
ui are set to a constant value fi: j(Yui) over the interval [ui,u j] where fi: j : ϒ 7→ ϒ. Set TQ = max(τn, tk,um),
so that TQ is the time horizon of the PCQ query, i.e., the largest time point referenced by the query. We
also define the time scale δQ of query Q as follows. Let s1,s2, . . . ,sr be the superposition of the τi’s, ti’s,
and ui’s with duplicate values removed, and set s0 = 0. Then δQ = median(s1− s0,s2− s1, . . . ,sr− sr−1).

We delineate several important subclasses of PCQs. If any of the actions are interventions, we call
the PCQ an interventional query. Queries Q1–Q4 are all interventional, and Q4 is particularly noteworthy
because it contains an intervention on the state variable Lτ . A query of type Q5 is referred to as an inverse
query. If the time horizon TQ is greater than the maximum length T of the simulations used to train the
MDBN metamodel, then we refer to Q as an extrapolative query.

We emphasize that what is desired is the joint probability distribution of Π1(Yτ1), . . . ,Πn(Yτn). Our
goal is to learn a metamodel M̃ that can efficiently (approximately) answer PCQs of the above form.

3 MODULAR DYNAMIC BAYESIAN NETWORKS

In this section, we present a brief overview of modular dynamic Bayesian networks (MDBNs) and outline
their key characteristics that render them appropriate for metamodelling.

Bayesian Networks A Bayesian Network (BN) comprises a directed acyclic graph G = (V,E) and
a set P of associated conditional probability distributions (CPDs), where |P| = |V |. Here V is a set of
vertices (representing simulation state and input parameter variables in our setting), E is a set of edges
encoding their statistical relationships, and P compactly encodes the joint probability distribution P(V ).
The compactness is a result of the conditional independencies that arise from the structure of the graph
G. Using these independencies, the full joint distribution can be written as a product of the conditional
distributions: P(V ) = ∏Vi∈V P(Vi | Pa(Vi)) where Pa(Vi) are the parents of Vi in the graph G. When the
domain of all variables in V is discrete, the probability distribution P(Vi | Pa(Vi)) is a conditional probability
table that stores the probability of each Vi value for each possible combination of parent values. BNs
are used to efficiently compute posterior marginal and/or conditional probabilities of a set V ′ ⊆V of the
variables given observations on the state of other variables V \V ′; this task is known as inference.

Often, the edges of a BN only encode statistical associations between its variables. However, if the
edges signify direct causation, BNs can be used to reason about effects of interventions (provided a few other
assumptions also hold). For example, a conditional probability P(Vi |Vj = v j) represents the probability of
Vi having observed Vj = v j. We may, however, be interested in computing interventional distributions of
the form P(Vi |Vj← v j) where Vj is set to a value v j by external manipulation. The assumptions that need
to hold are the causal Markov condition (CMC), minimality, and modularity. In simple terms, the CMC
states that every variable Vi ∈V is conditionally independent of its non-descendants given its parents. The
minimality assumption ensures that no subgraph of G over V satisfies the CMC. Additionally, we make
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the assumption that the BN is modular: interventions on any variable Vi ∈ V do not affect the CPD of
any V \{Vi}. The modularity property ensures that the mechanism underlying the direct causation in the
edges of the graph structure G remains invariant upon intervention. It allows us to intervene on a subset of
variables in V and observe the effect of those interventions had everything else in the BN stayed the same.

To answer an interventional query, we apply well-known results to translate the query into an equivalent
query in terms of only marginalization and conditioning, so that we can apply standard inference algorithms
for probabilistic BNs. One set of such syntactical transformations is the backdoor criterion (Shpitser
et al. 2010). The backdoor criterion identifies a set of adjustment variables Z for the estimation of
an interventional distribution P(Y |X ← expr) such that, conditioning upon all adjustment variables Z, an
intervention X← expr is equivalent to the observation X = expr. If the set of all interventions in a conditional
distribution can be replaced by observations, it is deemed identifiable. If a variable has no parents in the
graph structure, then interventions are equivalent to observations because the set of adjustment variables
Z is empty in this case. We use this rule extensively in simulation metamodeling when intervening on the
input parameters (which generally have no parents).

Dynamic Bayesian Networks So far, we have described models that encode statistical and causal
relationships between variables measured at a fixed time. In many cases, we are interested in reasoning
about system states evolving over time. BNs can be extended to model dynamic systems using the formalism
of dynamic Bayesian networks (DBNs) (Murphy 2002). Informally a DBN comprises “snapshots” of the
system taken at M + 1 equally-spaced time points δ0,δ1, . . . ,δM, where we take δ0 = 0 without loss of
generality. We refer to these snapshots as time slices and denote by δ the time between two consecutive
snapshots, also referred to as the sampling interval. Thus δ j = j ·δ for j ∈ [0..M]. Denote by V ( j)

i the value
of variable Vi in the jth time slice (observed at time δ j). Effectively, a DBN is a compact representation
of the trajectory of its variables at these discrete time instances. It can contain “intra-slice” dependencies
within a time slice as well as “inter-slice” dependencies between time slices.
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�
<latexit sha1_base64="SEvSgdwSWaJ4Zr0sFMFOdVAqMFU=">AAAB7HicbZDLSgMxFIbPeK310qoLF26CreCqzAheFiIFNy4rOG2hHUomzbShSWZIMkIpfQY3LhRx6wv4Ju58ALd9BtPLQlt/CHz8/znknBMmnGnjul/O0vLK6tp6ZiO7ubW9k8vv7lV1nCpCfRLzWNVDrClnkvqGGU7riaJYhJzWwt7NOK89UKVZLO9NP6GBwB3JIkawsZZfbIq02MoX3JI7EVoEbwaF8sFolLv6+K608p/NdkxSQaUhHGvd8NzEBAOsDCOcDrPNVNMEkx7u0IZFiQXVwWAy7BAdW6eNoljZJw2auL87Blho3RehrRTYdPV8Njb/yxqpiS6DAZNJaqgk04+ilCMTo/HmqM0UJYb3LWCimJ0VkS5WmBh7n6w9gje/8iJUT0veeensziuUr2GqDBzCEZyABxdQhluogA8EGDzCM7w40nlyXp23aemSM+vZhz9y3n8AlOKSSw==</latexit>µ<latexit sha1_base64="SEvSgdwSWaJ4Zr0sFMFOdVAqMFU=">AAAB7HicbZDLSgMxFIbPeK310qoLF26CreCqzAheFiIFNy4rOG2hHUomzbShSWZIMkIpfQY3LhRx6wv4Ju58ALd9BtPLQlt/CHz8/znknBMmnGnjul/O0vLK6tp6ZiO7ubW9k8vv7lV1nCpCfRLzWNVDrClnkvqGGU7riaJYhJzWwt7NOK89UKVZLO9NP6GBwB3JIkawsZZfbIq02MoX3JI7EVoEbwaF8sFolLv6+K608p/NdkxSQaUhHGvd8NzEBAOsDCOcDrPNVNMEkx7u0IZFiQXVwWAy7BAdW6eNoljZJw2auL87Blho3RehrRTYdPV8Njb/yxqpiS6DAZNJaqgk04+ilCMTo/HmqM0UJYb3LWCimJ0VkS5WmBh7n6w9gje/8iJUT0veeensziuUr2GqDBzCEZyABxdQhluogA8EGDzCM7w40nlyXp23aemSM+vZhz9y3n8AlOKSSw==</latexit>µ

…
<latexit sha1_base64="7t7NQBp9K3slgz3OsCgd2x/ZrYA=">AAAB8HicbZDLSgMxFIbPeK3jrerSzWAr1E2ZEbwgiAU3LlxUsBdpx5JJ0zY0yQxJRihDn8KNC0VEVz6Fz+BGfBvTy0Jbfwh8/P855JwTRIwq7brf1szs3PzCYmrJXl5ZXVtPb2yWVRhLTEo4ZKGsBkgRRgUpaaoZqUaSIB4wUgm654O8ckekoqG41r2I+By1BW1RjLSxbrKXt0nO3etnG+mMm3eHcqbBG0Pm7OP1yz6N3oqN9Ge9GeKYE6ExQ0rVPDfSfoKkppiRvl2PFYkQ7qI2qRkUiBPlJ8OB+86ucZpOK5TmCe0M3d8dCeJK9XhgKjnSHTWZDcz/slqsW8d+QkUUayLw6KNWzBwdOoPtnSaVBGvWM4CwpGZWB3eQRFibG9nmCN7kytNQ3s97h/mDKy9TOIGRUrANO5ADD46gABdQhBJg4HAPj/BkSevBerZeRqUz1rhnC/7Iev8BM1mTEg==</latexit>

L(0)
<latexit sha1_base64="7t7NQBp9K3slgz3OsCgd2x/ZrYA=">AAAB8HicbZDLSgMxFIbPeK3jrerSzWAr1E2ZEbwgiAU3LlxUsBdpx5JJ0zY0yQxJRihDn8KNC0VEVz6Fz+BGfBvTy0Jbfwh8/P855JwTRIwq7brf1szs3PzCYmrJXl5ZXVtPb2yWVRhLTEo4ZKGsBkgRRgUpaaoZqUaSIB4wUgm654O8ckekoqG41r2I+By1BW1RjLSxbrKXt0nO3etnG+mMm3eHcqbBG0Pm7OP1yz6N3oqN9Ge9GeKYE6ExQ0rVPDfSfoKkppiRvl2PFYkQ7qI2qRkUiBPlJ8OB+86ucZpOK5TmCe0M3d8dCeJK9XhgKjnSHTWZDcz/slqsW8d+QkUUayLw6KNWzBwdOoPtnSaVBGvWM4CwpGZWB3eQRFibG9nmCN7kytNQ3s97h/mDKy9TOIGRUrANO5ADD46gABdQhBJg4HAPj/BkSevBerZeRqUz1rhnC/7Iev8BM1mTEg==</latexit>

L(0) L(1)
<latexit sha1_base64="NJXjubOYNptgR2c/KnTaD5MB12k=">AAAB73icbZDJSgNBEIZr4hbHLerRS2MixEuYEVwQxIAXDwoRzALJGHo6PUmTnsXuHiEMeQkvHhQR9OJb+AxexLexsxw08YeGj/+voqvKjTiTyrK+jdTM7Nz8QnrRXFpeWV3LrG9UZBgLQssk5KGouVhSzgJaVkxxWosExb7LadXtng3y6h0VkoXBtepF1PFxO2AeI1hpq5a7uEnyl7u5ZiZrFayh0DTYY8iefrx+mSfRW6mZ+Wy0QhL7NFCEYynrthUpJ8FCMcJp32zEkkaYdHGb1jUG2KfSSYbz9tGOdlrIC4V+gUJD93dHgn0pe76rK32sOnIyG5j/ZfVYeUdOwoIoVjQgo4+8mCMVosHyqMUEJYr3NGAimJ4VkQ4WmCh9IlMfwZ5ceRoqewX7oLB/ZWeLxzBSGrZgG/JgwyEU4RxKUAYCHO7hEZ6MW+PBeDZeRqUpY9yzCX9kvP8AesuSqA==</latexit>

L(M)
<latexit sha1_base64="NJXjubOYNptgR2c/KnTaD5MB12k=">AAAB73icbZDJSgNBEIZr4hbHLerRS2MixEuYEVwQxIAXDwoRzALJGHo6PUmTnsXuHiEMeQkvHhQR9OJb+AxexLexsxw08YeGj/+voqvKjTiTyrK+jdTM7Nz8QnrRXFpeWV3LrG9UZBgLQssk5KGouVhSzgJaVkxxWosExb7LadXtng3y6h0VkoXBtepF1PFxO2AeI1hpq5a7uEnyl7u5ZiZrFayh0DTYY8iefrx+mSfRW6mZ+Wy0QhL7NFCEYynrthUpJ8FCMcJp32zEkkaYdHGb1jUG2KfSSYbz9tGOdlrIC4V+gUJD93dHgn0pe76rK32sOnIyG5j/ZfVYeUdOwoIoVjQgo4+8mCMVosHyqMUEJYr3NGAimJ4VkQ4WmCh9IlMfwZ5ceRoqewX7oLB/ZWeLxzBSGrZgG/JgwyEU4RxKUAYCHO7hEZ6MW+PBeDZeRqUpY9yzCX9kvP8AesuSqA==</latexit>

L(M)

(b) Ground network G

� µ <latexit sha1_base64="ngbGe12K0jPYb/o7J8LpujdPCGw=">AAAB/3icbVDJSgNBEK1xjeMW9SReGhPBU5gRXBDEgBePEcwCSQg9PT1Jk56F7h4hjDn4Kyp4UMSrN7/Bi/gziZ3loIkPCh7vVVFVz4k4k8qyvo2Z2bn5hcXUkrm8srq2nt7YLMkwFoQWSchDUXGwpJwFtKiY4rQSCYp9h9Oy074Y+OUbKiQLg2vViWjdx82AeYxgpSUOWagBBww+OOACRtuQ7fV7/UY6Y+WsIdA0scckc/7x8GWeRY+FRvqz5oYk9mmgCMdSVm0rUvUEC8UIp12zFksaYdLGTVrVNMA+lfVkeH8X7WnFRV4odAUKDdXfEwn2pez4ju70sWrJSW8g/udVY+Wd1BMWRLGiARkt8mKOVIgGYSCXCUoU72iCiWD6VkRaWGCidGSmDsGefHmalA5y9lHu8MrO5E9hhBTswC7sgw3HkIdLKEARCNzCPTzDi3FnPBmvxtuodcYYz2zBHxjvP9O+mHk=</latexit>

�0<latexit sha1_base64="ngbGe12K0jPYb/o7J8LpujdPCGw=">AAAB/3icbVDJSgNBEK1xjeMW9SReGhPBU5gRXBDEgBePEcwCSQg9PT1Jk56F7h4hjDn4Kyp4UMSrN7/Bi/gziZ3loIkPCh7vVVFVz4k4k8qyvo2Z2bn5hcXUkrm8srq2nt7YLMkwFoQWSchDUXGwpJwFtKiY4rQSCYp9h9Oy074Y+OUbKiQLg2vViWjdx82AeYxgpSUOWagBBww+OOACRtuQ7fV7/UY6Y+WsIdA0scckc/7x8GWeRY+FRvqz5oYk9mmgCMdSVm0rUvUEC8UIp12zFksaYdLGTVrVNMA+lfVkeH8X7WnFRV4odAUKDdXfEwn2pez4ju70sWrJSW8g/udVY+Wd1BMWRLGiARkt8mKOVIgGYSCXCUoU72iCiWD6VkRaWGCidGSmDsGefHmalA5y9lHu8MrO5E9hhBTswC7sgw3HkIdLKEARCNzCPTzDi3FnPBmvxtuodcYYz2zBHxjvP9O+mHk=</latexit>

�0

<latexit sha1_base64="OI/6Dczj6iqnnVrkdFaAf+JhPFs=">AAAB7nicbZDLSgMxFIbP1Fsdb1WXboJFqJsyU/CCIBbcuHBRwV6gHUsmzbShmcyQZIQy9CHcuFDEhS58DJ/Bjfg2pq0Lbf0h8PH/55Bzjh9zprTjfFmZufmFxaXssr2yura+kdvcqqkokYRWScQj2fCxopwJWtVMc9qIJcWhz2nd75+P8votlYpF4loPYuqFuCtYwAjWxqpf3qSF0v6wncs7RWcsNAvuD+TP3l8+7dP4tdLOfbQ6EUlCKjThWKmm68TaS7HUjHA6tFuJojEmfdylTYMCh1R56XjcIdozTgcFkTRPaDR2f3ekOFRqEPqmMsS6p6azkflf1kx0cOylTMSJpoJMPgoSjnSERrujDpOUaD4wgIlkZlZEelhios2FbHMEd3rlWaiViu5h8eDKzZdPYKIs7MAuFMCFIyjDBVSgCgT6cAcP8GjF1r31ZD1PSjPWT882/JH19g18EZK4</latexit>

L(2)
<latexit sha1_base64="OI/6Dczj6iqnnVrkdFaAf+JhPFs=">AAAB7nicbZDLSgMxFIbP1Fsdb1WXboJFqJsyU/CCIBbcuHBRwV6gHUsmzbShmcyQZIQy9CHcuFDEhS58DJ/Bjfg2pq0Lbf0h8PH/55Bzjh9zprTjfFmZufmFxaXssr2yura+kdvcqqkokYRWScQj2fCxopwJWtVMc9qIJcWhz2nd75+P8votlYpF4loPYuqFuCtYwAjWxqpf3qSF0v6wncs7RWcsNAvuD+TP3l8+7dP4tdLOfbQ6EUlCKjThWKmm68TaS7HUjHA6tFuJojEmfdylTYMCh1R56XjcIdozTgcFkTRPaDR2f3ekOFRqEPqmMsS6p6azkflf1kx0cOylTMSJpoJMPgoSjnSERrujDpOUaD4wgIlkZlZEelhios2FbHMEd3rlWaiViu5h8eDKzZdPYKIs7MAuFMCFIyjDBVSgCgT6cAcP8GjF1r31ZD1PSjPWT882/JH19g18EZK4</latexit>

L(2)
<latexit sha1_base64="FFlxbaqs7Cm5eijKu6meTGPehKg=">AAAB7nicbZDLSgMxFIbP1Fsdb1WXbgaLUDdlRvCCIBbcuHBRwV6gHUsmzbShmUxIMkIZ+hBuXCjiQhc+hs/gRnwb08tCW38IfPz/OeScEwhGlXbdbyszN7+wuJRdtldW19Y3cptbVRUnEpMKjlks6wFShFFOKppqRupCEhQFjNSC3sUwr90RqWjMb3RfED9CHU5DipE2Vu3qNi24+4NWLu8W3ZGcWfAmkD//eP2yz8RbuZX7bLZjnESEa8yQUg3PFdpPkdQUMzKwm4kiAuEe6pCGQY4iovx0NO7A2TNO2wljaR7Xzsj93ZGiSKl+FJjKCOmums6G5n9ZI9HhiZ9SLhJNOB5/FCbM0bEz3N1pU0mwZn0DCEtqZnVwF0mEtbmQbY7gTa88C9WDondUPLz28qVTGCsLO7ALBfDgGEpwCWWoAIYe3MMjPFnCerCerZdxacaa9GzDH1nvP3kFkrY=</latexit>

L(0)
<latexit sha1_base64="FFlxbaqs7Cm5eijKu6meTGPehKg=">AAAB7nicbZDLSgMxFIbP1Fsdb1WXbgaLUDdlRvCCIBbcuHBRwV6gHUsmzbShmUxIMkIZ+hBuXCjiQhc+hs/gRnwb08tCW38IfPz/OeScEwhGlXbdbyszN7+wuJRdtldW19Y3cptbVRUnEpMKjlks6wFShFFOKppqRupCEhQFjNSC3sUwr90RqWjMb3RfED9CHU5DipE2Vu3qNi24+4NWLu8W3ZGcWfAmkD//eP2yz8RbuZX7bLZjnESEa8yQUg3PFdpPkdQUMzKwm4kiAuEe6pCGQY4iovx0NO7A2TNO2wljaR7Xzsj93ZGiSKl+FJjKCOmums6G5n9ZI9HhiZ9SLhJNOB5/FCbM0bEz3N1pU0mwZn0DCEtqZnVwF0mEtbmQbY7gTa88C9WDondUPLz28qVTGCsLO7ALBfDgGEpwCWWoAIYe3MMjPFnCerCerZdxacaa9GzDH1nvP3kFkrY=</latexit>

L(0)
<latexit sha1_base64="aaQntbdcTtSYZkU8Iv39s6oJWzU=">AAAB7nicbZDLSgMxFIbP1Fsdb1WXbgaLUDdlRvCCIBbcuHBRwV6gHUsmzbShmUxIMkIZ+hBuXCjiQhc+hs/gRnwb08tCW38IfPz/OeScEwhGlXbdbyszN7+wuJRdtldW19Y3cptbVRUnEpMKjlks6wFShFFOKppqRupCEhQFjNSC3sUwr90RqWjMb3RfED9CHU5DipE2Vu3qNi14+4NWLu8W3ZGcWfAmkD//eP2yz8RbuZX7bLZjnESEa8yQUg3PFdpPkdQUMzKwm4kiAuEe6pCGQY4iovx0NO7A2TNO2wljaR7Xzsj93ZGiSKl+FJjKCOmums6G5n9ZI9HhiZ9SLhJNOB5/FCbM0bEz3N1pU0mwZn0DCEtqZnVwF0mEtbmQbY7gTa88C9WDondUPLz28qVTGCsLO7ALBfDgGEpwCWWoAIYe3MMjPFnCerCerZdxacaa9GzDH1nvP3qLkrc=</latexit>

L(1)
<latexit sha1_base64="aaQntbdcTtSYZkU8Iv39s6oJWzU=">AAAB7nicbZDLSgMxFIbP1Fsdb1WXbgaLUDdlRvCCIBbcuHBRwV6gHUsmzbShmUxIMkIZ+hBuXCjiQhc+hs/gRnwb08tCW38IfPz/OeScEwhGlXbdbyszN7+wuJRdtldW19Y3cptbVRUnEpMKjlks6wFShFFOKppqRupCEhQFjNSC3sUwr90RqWjMb3RfED9CHU5DipE2Vu3qNi14+4NWLu8W3ZGcWfAmkD//eP2yz8RbuZX7bLZjnESEa8yQUg3PFdpPkdQUMzKwm4kiAuEe6pCGQY4iovx0NO7A2TNO2wljaR7Xzsj93ZGiSKl+FJjKCOmums6G5n9ZI9HhiZ9SLhJNOB5/FCbM0bEz3N1pU0mwZn0DCEtqZnVwF0mEtbmQbY7gTa88C9WDondUPLz28qVTGCsLO7ALBfDgGEpwCWWoAIYe3MMjPFnCerCerZdxacaa9GzDH1nvP3qLkrc=</latexit>

L(1)
<latexit sha1_base64="WgSjFX4VB4g5v9gBMgFkulk4+Tc=">AAAB7nicbZDLSgMxFIbPeK3jrerSzWAR6qbMKF4QxIIbFy4q2Au0Y8mkmTY0kwlJRihDH8KNC0Vc6MLH8BnciG9jello6w+Bj/8/h5xzAsGo0q77bc3Mzs0vLGaW7OWV1bX17MZmRcWJxKSMYxbLWoAUYZSTsqaakZqQBEUBI9WgezHIq3dEKhrzG90TxI9Qm9OQYqSNVb26TfMHe/1mNucW3KGcafDGkDv/eP2yz8RbqZn9bLRinESEa8yQUnXPFdpPkdQUM9K3G4kiAuEuapO6QY4iovx0OG7f2TVOywljaR7XztD93ZGiSKleFJjKCOmOmswG5n9ZPdHhiZ9SLhJNOB59FCbM0bEz2N1pUUmwZj0DCEtqZnVwB0mEtbmQbY7gTa48DZX9gndUOLz2csVTGCkD27ADefDgGIpwCSUoA4Yu3MMjPFnCerCerZdR6Yw17tmCP7LefwB9l5K5</latexit>

L(3)
<latexit sha1_base64="WgSjFX4VB4g5v9gBMgFkulk4+Tc=">AAAB7nicbZDLSgMxFIbPeK3jrerSzWAR6qbMKF4QxIIbFy4q2Au0Y8mkmTY0kwlJRihDH8KNC0Vc6MLH8BnciG9jello6w+Bj/8/h5xzAsGo0q77bc3Mzs0vLGaW7OWV1bX17MZmRcWJxKSMYxbLWoAUYZSTsqaakZqQBEUBI9WgezHIq3dEKhrzG90TxI9Qm9OQYqSNVb26TfMHe/1mNucW3KGcafDGkDv/eP2yz8RbqZn9bLRinESEa8yQUnXPFdpPkdQUM9K3G4kiAuEuapO6QY4iovx0OG7f2TVOywljaR7XztD93ZGiSKleFJjKCOmOmswG5n9ZPdHhiZ9SLhJNOB59FCbM0bEz2N1pUUmwZj0DCEtqZnVwB0mEtbmQbY7gTa48DZX9gndUOLz2csVTGCkD27ADefDgGIpwCSUoA4Yu3MMjPFnCerCerZdR6Yw17tmCP7LefwB9l5K5</latexit>

L(3)
<latexit sha1_base64="q/1fAPEcF4ct18/rr1NDn7CR7LE=">AAAB7nicbZDLSgMxFIbPeK3jrerSzWAR6qbMiDcEseDGhYsK9gLtWDJppg3NZEKSEcrQh3DjQhEXuvAxfAY34tuYXhba+kPg4//PIeecQDCqtOt+WzOzc/MLi5kle3lldW09u7FZUXEiMSnjmMWyFiBFGOWkrKlmpCYkQVHASDXoXgzy6h2Risb8RvcE8SPU5jSkGGljVa9u0/zBXr+ZzbkFdyhnGrwx5M4/Xr/sM/FWamY/G60YJxHhGjOkVN1zhfZTJDXFjPTtRqKIQLiL2qRukKOIKD8djtt3do3TcsJYmse1M3R/d6QoUqoXBaYyQrqjJrOB+V9WT3R44qeUi0QTjkcfhQlzdOwMdndaVBKsWc8AwpKaWR3cQRJhbS5kmyN4kytPQ2W/4B0VDq+9XPEURsrANuxAHjw4hiJcQgnKgKEL9/AIT5awHqxn62VUOmONe7bgj6z3H38dkro=</latexit>

L(4)
<latexit sha1_base64="q/1fAPEcF4ct18/rr1NDn7CR7LE=">AAAB7nicbZDLSgMxFIbPeK3jrerSzWAR6qbMiDcEseDGhYsK9gLtWDJppg3NZEKSEcrQh3DjQhEXuvAxfAY34tuYXhba+kPg4//PIeecQDCqtOt+WzOzc/MLi5kle3lldW09u7FZUXEiMSnjmMWyFiBFGOWkrKlmpCYkQVHASDXoXgzy6h2Risb8RvcE8SPU5jSkGGljVa9u0/zBXr+ZzbkFdyhnGrwx5M4/Xr/sM/FWamY/G60YJxHhGjOkVN1zhfZTJDXFjPTtRqKIQLiL2qRukKOIKD8djtt3do3TcsJYmse1M3R/d6QoUqoXBaYyQrqjJrOB+V9WT3R44qeUi0QTjkcfhQlzdOwMdndaVBKsWc8AwpKaWR3cQRJhbS5kmyN4kytPQ2W/4B0VDq+9XPEURsrANuxAHjw4hiJcQgnKgKEL9/AIT5awHqxn62VUOmONe7bgj6z3H38dkro=</latexit>

L(4)

(c) λδ0:δ3 ← c1,λδ3:δ4 ← c2

� µ

<latexit sha1_base64="FFlxbaqs7Cm5eijKu6meTGPehKg=">AAAB7nicbZDLSgMxFIbP1Fsdb1WXbgaLUDdlRvCCIBbcuHBRwV6gHUsmzbShmUxIMkIZ+hBuXCjiQhc+hs/gRnwb08tCW38IfPz/OeScEwhGlXbdbyszN7+wuJRdtldW19Y3cptbVRUnEpMKjlks6wFShFFOKppqRupCEhQFjNSC3sUwr90RqWjMb3RfED9CHU5DipE2Vu3qNi24+4NWLu8W3ZGcWfAmkD//eP2yz8RbuZX7bLZjnESEa8yQUg3PFdpPkdQUMzKwm4kiAuEe6pCGQY4iovx0NO7A2TNO2wljaR7Xzsj93ZGiSKl+FJjKCOmums6G5n9ZI9HhiZ9SLhJNOB5/FCbM0bEz3N1pU0mwZn0DCEtqZnVwF0mEtbmQbY7gTa88C9WDondUPLz28qVTGCsLO7ALBfDgGEpwCWWoAIYe3MMjPFnCerCerZdxacaa9GzDH1nvP3kFkrY=</latexit>

L(0)
<latexit sha1_base64="FFlxbaqs7Cm5eijKu6meTGPehKg=">AAAB7nicbZDLSgMxFIbP1Fsdb1WXbgaLUDdlRvCCIBbcuHBRwV6gHUsmzbShmUxIMkIZ+hBuXCjiQhc+hs/gRnwb08tCW38IfPz/OeScEwhGlXbdbyszN7+wuJRdtldW19Y3cptbVRUnEpMKjlks6wFShFFOKppqRupCEhQFjNSC3sUwr90RqWjMb3RfED9CHU5DipE2Vu3qNi24+4NWLu8W3ZGcWfAmkD//eP2yz8RbuZX7bLZjnESEa8yQUg3PFdpPkdQUMzKwm4kiAuEe6pCGQY4iovx0NO7A2TNO2wljaR7Xzsj93ZGiSKl+FJjKCOmums6G5n9ZI9HhiZ9SLhJNOB5/FCbM0bEz3N1pU0mwZn0DCEtqZnVwF0mEtbmQbY7gTa88C9WDondUPLz28qVTGCsLO7ALBfDgGEpwCWWoAIYe3MMjPFnCerCerZdxacaa9GzDH1nvP3kFkrY=</latexit>

L(0)
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L(3)

(d) L̃(2)← f (L(2))

Figure 1: MDBN for the M/M/1 queue, with examples of interventions on the simulation input parameters
and the queue length.

A DBN is a pair of Bayesian networks (B0,B→) where B0 specifies the distribution of variables at
time 0 and B→ represents the distribution of the variables across any two adjacent time slices, i.e. transition
probabilities. B0 is also referred to as the “prior BN” and B→ is referred to as “two time-slice Bayesian
Network” or 2TBN for short. Although DBNs model dynamic systems, the conditional distributions of the
2TBN remain constant throughout. We call such networks time-homogeneous.

Plate models provide a concise visual representation of DBNs (e.g., Figure 1a). The subgraph of
variables and edges within a plate (thick gray square) represent the intra-time-step dependencies of the
DBN. This subgraph can be instantiated multiple times within the model, and the conditional probability
distributions within any two instantiations are identical. Any variable outside the plate is only instantiated
once and is connected to all instantiations of its child plate variables. For any given time horizon TQ ≥ 0,
the joint distribution of all variables in the DBN over the interval [0,TQ] is defined via an unrolled ground
network where the structure and CPDs of V (0) are the same as those for V ∈ B0 and the structure and CPDs
of V ( j) for j > 0 are the same as those for V ∈ B→; see Koller and Friedman (2009) for further details.
Figure 1b shows the ground network corresponding to the plate model in Figure 1a. The ground network
is a BN representing the evolution of the simulation states over all times of interest. We use the notation
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G= (V,E) for the graph structure, set of variables, and edges in the ground network. The corresponding
conditional probability distributions are denoted by P. When the previously stated assumptions for causal
manipulation in BNs also hold for B0 and B→, and the semantics of interventions for dynamic variables
are clearly specified, the DBN can also be used to infer interventional distributions. We call such DBNs
modular DBNs (MDBNs). Learning a complete MDBN from data involves two components: determining
its structure and estimating the set of conditional probability distributions (CPDs) for B0 and B→.

MDBNs for simulation metamodeling In this paper, we impose some simplifying assumptions on
the general MDBN framework, consistent with our application to discrete-event simulation models. First,
we assume that the DBN variables are discrete and their domain is limited to the values that appear in the
simulation training data. (We therefore only consider a finite set Θλ and Θµ of possible values for λ and
µ , respectively, in the M/M/1 model.) We also assume a known structure (set of edges E for the DBN), as
it can be determined using expert knowledge from the simulationist. Next, we assume for simplicity that
each time τi in a PCQ coincides with some sampling time δ j, and similarly for each time ti and ui. This
does not entail a great loss of generality, especially if δ is relatively small. For example, if a query Q is
supposed to return the (possibly conditional) distribution of Lτi , where τi lies between δ j and δ j+1, then
we would estimate the distributions of Lδ j and Lδ j+1 and interpolate. As discussed below, the sampling
interval δ is determined by the time scale of the query, or set of queries, of interest. Finally, we assume
that all variables of interest are included in the MDBN and there are no unobserved variables that may
impact the state of the system (as often happens with causal inference in purely observational settings).

Inference using MDBNs We now describe how to estimate an answer to a PCQ using an MDBN.
Inferring marginal and/or conditional probability distributions using the ground networkG and the associated
set of CPDs P is a well-studied problem in the probabilistic graphical models community. When exact
inference is tractable, algorithms such as lazy propagation, variable elimination, or message passing may
be used. Otherwise, approximate inference algorithms—e.g., loopy belief propagation, MCMC, variational
inference—are available. For this paper, we treat the process of answering a purely probabilistic query
(i.e. a query with no intervention operators) as a black box. We represent this process by the function
INFERENCE(Q,G,P), which takes in a query Q, a ground network G, and an associated set of CPDs P
and returns the desired probability distribution using any of the algorithms mentioned above. In general,
we need a set of transformations (such as the backdoor criterion) that can convert interventional queries to
probabilistic queries and then utilize the INFERENCE(Q,G,P) function to answer all types of PCQs. In
this paper, two distinct types of BN transformations are used to implement interventions: (1) Modifications
of the graph structure by adding new variables to the ground network G, and (2) Modifications to the CPDs
P.

In detail, the inference process is as follows. Consider a base ground network G that corresponds to the
simulation model with input parameters unchanging over time but possibly uncertain. We then transform
the graph and CPDs to implement any interventions on input parameters and system states using the
TRANSFORM(Q,G,P) function described below. which applies rules to convert intervention actions ←
to observation actions =. We can then perform standard inference on the resulting probabilistic MDBN.
The overall procedure is given as Algorithm 1.

Algorithm 1 Compute PCQs
Input: PCQ Q = P(E |A1,A2 · · ·); Base MDBN ground network G; Base CPDs P
1: Q’,G′,P′ = TRANSFORM(Q,G,P).
2: Return INFERENCE(Q’,G′,P′)

The function TRANSFORM(Q,G,P) is given as Algorithm 2. For ease of presentation, we assume
that the parameter vector θ and the state vectors X (i) are all one-dimensional, and restrict attention to
interval interventions on θ and interventions on X (i) that either set the value of X (i) to a constant c or
increment X (i) by c (where c ∈ℜ). If θ is assigned the value c′ over the interval [δi,δ j] (line 4), then, if
δi = 0, the intervention operator is turned into an observation operator in Q (line 5) and nothing else is
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modified. If δi > 0, a new variable θ ′ is created, with edges going to appropriate time slices, replacing the
corresponding edges from θ ; Figure 1c is an example. Interventions on state variables modify the CPDs.
If the intervention Xδi ← Xδi + c can result in a value that lies outside the pre-specified state space X ,
we modify the definition of the state space such that the first and last values subsume all values below or
above them, respectively.

Algorithm 2 TRANSFORM(Q,G,P)
Input: PCQ: Q = P(E |A1,A2 · · ·); Base MDBN ground network: G; Base CPDs: P
1: Q’ = Q, V′ = V, E′ = E, P′ = P
2: for all A ∈Q that have interventional operators do
3: Q’.pop(A ) ▷ Remove the intervention action from Q’
4: if A = ‘θδi:δ j

← c’ then ▷ Interventions on simulation input parameters
5: if δi = 0 then
6: Q’ = P(E |θ0,δ j

= c, · · ·)
7: else
8: Let θ ′ be a random variable such that P(θ ′ = c) = 1.0.
9: V′ = V′∪{θ ′}

10: E′ = E′∪{(θ ′,X (i)),(θ ′,X (i+1)), . . . ,(θ ′,X ( j))}\{(θ ,X (i)),(θ ,X (i+1)), . . . ,(θ ,X ( j))}
11: Q’ = P(E |θ ′

δi:δ j
= c, · · ·) ▷ Convert interventional operator to observational operator

12: if A =‘Xδi
← fi j(Xδi

)’ then ▷ Interventions on simulation state variables
13: if Xδi

← c then ▷ If the intervention sets Xδi
to a fixed value

14: P′(X (i) = c) = 1.0
15: P′(X (i) ̸= c) = 0.0
16: if Xδi

← Xδi
+ c then ▷ If the intervention increases or decreases the current value of Xδi

17: for all x ∈X do
18: P′(X (i) = x) = P(X (i) = x− c) ▷ Shift P; If x− c /∈X , see caveat in text
19: return Q’,G′,P′

4 CREATING AND USING AN MDBN METAMODEL OF AN M/M/1 QUEUE

In this section, we describe the process of constructing a modular DBN metamodel of an M/M/1 queue.
We first specify a structure for the MDBN that includes all simulation states of interest. We then estimate
the CPDs using data collected by running experiments on the simulation model. We can then query the
MDBN (using Algorithm 1) to estimate PCQs of interest. We describe these steps in detail below.

Representation: Specifying the structure of the MDBN We model three system state variables:
arrival rate (λ ), service rate (µ), and queue length (L) for a desired number of time slices M. Simulation
input parameters λ and µ together determine the queue length at each instant and are thus parents of L in
the graphical model structure. These parameters are determined by the simulationist exogenously to the
model, so that λ and µ have no causal parents in this graph. We show the plate model in Figure 1a. We
use thin, black squares to denote simulation input parameters which have known, deterministic values for
each simulation run, but can be treated as uncertain random variables for reverse inference queries. The
queue length is a random variable, denoted by thin, black circles. Because of the continuous-time Markov
property of the M/M/1 queue-length process, the distribution of each L( j+1) is completely determined by
the values of L( j), λ , and µ . In the ground network, this dependency is denoted by the set of edges
(λ ,L( j+1)),(µ,L( j+1)),(L( j),L( j+1)) for j ∈ [0..M]. By unrolling the plate model and copying the CPDs of
B→ for each time slice, we obtain the ground network G as shown in Figure 1b.

Learning the conditional probabilities of the MDBN For our MDBN metamodel of the M/M/1
queue, we need to specify the CPDs: P1 = P(λ ),P2 = P(µ),P3 = P(L(0)) and P4 = P(L( j+1)|λ ,µ,L( j)).
Note that P1–P3 are manually set by the analyst, but P4 needs to be estimated from data. (Of course, we can
actually compute the conditional probabilities exactly for the M/M/1 queue, but we will pretend that they
are not available, as would usually be the case for a more complex model.) We estimate P4 by first executing
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multiple simulations over the time interval [0,T ] for some T > 0, using various values of λ , µ , and L(0). In
this work, we use a full factorial design with an equal number of runs for all possible value combinations;
we do this to enable accurate estimates for a large class of PCQs, which requires an adequate amount of data
for each query that is posed. The simulation data for a given run then contains records for each simulated
event: arrival rate, service rate, time of the event, type of event (arrival/departure), and queue length. For
a specific sequence of MDBN sampling times δ0, . . . ,δM, we then sample the training data as follows. For
a given simulation run, denote by t∗j the time of the jth simulated event (i.e., an arrival or departure) for
j ≥ 1. For a given time δi, we set the sampled value of L(i) equal to Lr(i), where r(i) = max{t∗j : t∗j ≤ δi},
and similarly for any time-varying simulation parameters. Finally, using the sampled data, we compute an
estimate P̂4 of P4. In this paper, we use maximum likelihood estimators for each conditional probability.
Note that, because the queue-length process is time homogeneous, our MDBN is time homogeneous, and
so we use P̂4 in every time slice.

Computing PCQs using the MDBN We use Algorithms 1 and 2. The base ground network for
the M/M/1 queue is shown in Figure 1b with corresponding CPD set P. We assume that P1(λ ) =U(Θλ ),
P2(µ) =U(Θµ), and P3(L(0)) =U([0..c]) for some constant c, where U(A) denotes a uniform distribution
such that each element of the set A is equally likely. Figure 1c illustrates the network transformation when
the arrival is changed from c1 to c2 at time δ3. Figure 1d shows an intervention on the queue length at
time δ2: the ground network G does not change but the notation L̃(2) indicates that the CPD for L(2) has
been modified.

5 EXPERIMENTS: METAMODEL DESIGN PARAMETERS AND TRAINING DATA

Learning an MDBN metamodel from data requires selection of the MDBN sampling interval δ and the
number of simulation runs N that are used to generate the training data. Below we empirically investigate
how varying these data collection parameters affects metamodel accuracy for a set of PCQs. We find that
when details of the query workload W are known, such as the time horizon and time scale of the set of
all PCQs, it is possible to choose values for δ and N to achieve high accuracy.

Sampling interval δ Recall that the variables at the jth time slice represent a snapshot of the system
at time j · δ ; e.g., Figure 1b depicts a DBN that models the M/M/1 queue for M + 1 time slices. One
approach chooses δ as the smallest time interval between any two events in the simulation training data.
However, this may result in a huge number of time slices in the DBN, leading to intractable inference.
An alternative approach sets δ = ρ×minQ∈W δQ, where δQ is the time scale for query Q, as defined in
Section 2, and ρ < 1 is a small fraction.

We evaluate the error for the latter approach on Q1 : P(Lτi | λ0:τi ← c,µ0:τi ← 1.0,L0← 0) empirically,
for different choices of c and δ . We measure error as the Jensen-Shannon distance (JSD) between
the inferred probability distribution and the ground-truth distribution (computed analytically). JSD lies
between 0 and 1, with a small JSD value indicating that the two distributions are similar (low error).
We run the simulation model for a total of N = 3000 iterations divided equally among arrival rates
c ∈ {0.25,0.5,0.75,1.0,1.5,2.0} and a service rate of µ = 1.0. We use the MDBN to estimate Q1 for 10
time instances τi ∈ [1.0,2.0, . . . ,10.0] and repeat the experiment for various sampling intervals δ ∈ [0.05,τi].
We show the results for c= 0.5,τi ∈ [1.0,4.0,7.0,10.0] in Figure 2a, where each subplot explores the variation
in JS distance for a combination of τi and δ .

The experiments show that when sampling interval δ is either equal to or a fraction of the time scale
δQ of the query, the error is low. While Figure 2a only shows the results of experiments for a single
arrival rate c = 0.5 and a few values of τi, we found a similar trend for all values of c and τi. The plots
suggest a tradeoff between computational efficiency and approximation error. As δ decreases, we sample
the simulation data more frequently and the variation of queue length over time is captured with high
accuracy, so that the JSD decreases. However, this is at the cost of decreasing computational efficiency.

We conclude that despite constructing a discrete-time model of a continuous-time process, when δ is
a small fraction of the time scale of the query, the MDBN is able to emulate the relationship between the
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(a) JSD of Q1 with c = 0.5 for δ ∈
[0.05,τi] and various query times τi.

(b) JSD of Q2 for N ∈ [100,1000];
Averaged over multiple (τi,c)values.

(c) JSD of Q3 for T = 10.0,h ∈
[1..40] and various arrival rates.

Figure 2: Effect of δ and N on model accuracy, measured via Jensen-Shannon distance from ground truth,
for probabilistic queries with time scale δQ = 1.0. Metamodel accuracy is high when δ = ρδQ, for ρ < 1.
MDBNs can infer extrapolative queries with low error for stable queues and for unstable queues with
extrapolated times close to the simulation time horizon T .

queue length and the simulator inputs with high accuracy. This conclusion is also supported by experiments
on more complex PCQs involving multiple interventions as we will see in Section 6. For all further
experiments, we use a time scale δQ = 1.0 for all PCQs and a sampling interval of δ = 0.5.

Sample size N Increasing N leads to more accurate estimates of the CPDs. However, performing
simulations can be costly, so we aim to determine the smallest N necessary for low error across a number
of PCQs. Prior work on BN metamodels has provided analytical methods to obtain the minimum number
of runs for a stipulated accuracy (Poropudas et al. 2011). However, these methods calculate the number of
runs separately for each value of a single probability distribution—e.g. for P(Lτ = 1) and P(Lτ = 2)—and
require an estimate of the least likely combination of the input parameters for all workloads. Because
our goal is a metamodel that accurately estimates the answers to multiple PCQs in a relatively large state
space, we use simple experiments to determine an effective value of N for PCQs of interest. We defer the
theoretical investigation of an optimal value to future research.

We evaluate the error for a query Q2: P(Lτi | λ0:τi ← c,µ0:τi ← 1.0,L0← 0) as the sample size N varies
from [100,1000]. As before, N represents the total number of simulation runs for all possible values of the
arrival rate, with an equal number of runs for each c ∈ {0.25,0.5,0.75,1.0,1.5,2.0}. For a given value of
N, we compute the average JSD (error) over combinations of τi ∈ [1.0, . . . ,10.0] and c. As expected, the
error decreases as the sample size increases (denoted by the blue curve in Figure 2b).

Training data Additionally, we examined the CPDs for the MDBN trained with simulation data
where the initial queue length L0 was always set to 0. We found that the CPDs were more accurate for
smaller values of the queue length than for larger ones, i.e., probabilities for larger queue lengths are harder
to estimate when L0 = 0 because they are rarely seen in the training data. To improve these estimates,
we trained the MDBN with additional data by varying L0 between 0 and 4. In Figure 2b, we plot the
error for Q2 as before, but with the training data having different value ranges for L0. As the maximum
initial queue length increases, the average error decreases, underlining the importance of ensuring that the
training data supports accurate estimation of the CPDs. Henceforth, we use N = 3000 in our experiments,
corresponding to 100 runs for each value of the 30 possible (λ ,L0) combinations.

6 EXPERIMENTS: M/M/1 METAMODEL ACCURACY FOR PCQS

Using the values for δ and N obtained in the previous section, we wish to evaluate the effectiveness of the
MDBN metamodel over a broad range of PCQs. Specifically, we want to answer the following research
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questions: (1) Does the MDBN consistently produce low error for all PCQs? (2) Can it be applied to
answer PCQs for interventions on the simulation state that were not observed in the training data?

We consider three different types of queries. First, extrapolative queries where we infer the queue-length
distribution for time instances beyond the time horizon T of the simulation data. Second, interventional
queries where the arrival rate and/or the queue length is set to a different value partway through the
simulation run. Lastly inverse queries, where we reason about possible causes of observed effects. For each
type of PCQ, we compare the error of the inferred distribution to the ground truth distribution obtained
using a closed-form expression wherever applicable or by modifying the simulation model where necessary
and performing a large number of simulation replications. We have L0← 0 in all queries.

For all experiments, we used an Intel Xeon Gold 6126 CPU with 4 GB of RAM to run the simulation
model as well as the MDBN. The simulation model is written in Python 3.8 and the MDBN is constructed
using the open source library pyAgrum (Ducamp et al. 2020). We use lazy propagation (Madsen and
Jensen 1999)—an exact inference algorithm—for all the queries that follow.

Extrapolative Queries Extrapolative queries infer the probability distribution of queue length for
time τi > T , where T is the time horizon of the simulations in the training data. We use the MDBN
to answer the query Q3: P(LT+h | λ0:T+h ← c,µ0:T+h ← 1.0) for T = 10 and h ∈ [0..40] and compare
the estimates to the closed-form expressions. We repeat this experiment for six different values of
c= {0.25,0.5,0.75,1.0,1.5,2.0}. We find (Figure 2c) that for stable queues (c< 1.0) the error is consistently
low for all values of h. However, for unstable queues and larger values of h, the error increases because
the unstable behavior of the queue results in queue lengths not observed in the training data.

Interventional Queries We illustrate the effectiveness of the MDBN in inferring the distribution
of the queue length under interventions on the queue length and/or the arrival rate. Consider the query
Q4: P(Lτ j | λ0:τi ← c1,λτi:τ j ← c2,µ0:τ j ← 1.0) for τi ≤ τ j ≤ T . Thus there is an intervention at time τi
and the query asks for the queue-length distribution at time τ j. We use the values c1 = 1.0, c2 = 0.25,
τi < τ j ∈ [1.0, . . . ,10.0] and, for these experiments, δ = 0.5,N = 3000, and L0 ∈ [0..4]. Figure 3a compares
the inferred and exact distributions. The overall JSD values are low despite the rather large drop in the
arrival rate. Note that the error at query time τ j gradually decreases as τ j− τi increases. Errors are more
noticeable for larger values of τi, which correspond to larger queue sizes.

Next, we consider interventions on the queue length Lτi . Note that such interventions are typically not
possible (or at best time-consuming) without modifying the internals of the simulation model. We modify
the M/M/1 queuing model to allow changes to the queue length at arbitrary instances of time. Consider
Q5: P(L5|L3 = 1,L4← L4 + 4,λ0:5← 0.5,µ0:5← 1.0). This query denotes the distribution of the queue
length at time 5 having observed the queue length at time 3 equal to 1 and intervened to add 4 customers
to the queue at time 4. The arrival and service rates are constant throughout. In the simulation model, we
increase the queue length by 4 customers at time 4 and compute the probability distribution of the queue
length at time 5 while only considering the simulation runs where we observed L3 = 1. For the MDBN,
this can be inferred with a single query. The simulated and inferred distributions are shown in Figure 3b
and are seen to be quite close.

Both experiments above demonstrate the utility of MDBNs to answer queries about interventions that
have not been observed in the training data. This is a key benefit of the modularity of the DBN. We can
think of the DBN as composed of homogeneous modules whose behavior can be learned by observing
training data where the queue length for different arrival and/or service rates are recorded. The memoryless
property of the exponential distributions ensure that future arrivals are independent of the number of arrivals
in the past given the present. By exploiting both of the properties above, we can compute any interventional
query without additional training data.

Inverse Queries We demonstrate how the MDBN metamodel can aid in simulation optimization.
Specifically, we can find the value of λ that maximizes the probability of being in a target set of states
at a specified time, without having to evaluate each possibility by running simulations. In detail, consider
the query Q5 in Section 2: maxc P(L10.0 ∈ [5..10] | λ = c), where c ∈ Θλ . As shown in Equation (1), the
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(a) Intervention on λ : 1.0→ 0.25. (b) Intervention: L4← L4 +4.
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(c) Optimizing λ to control L10.0.

Figure 3: Demonstration of the MDBN for computing interventional and optimization queries.

value of c that maximizes P(λ = c | L10.0 = [5..10]) is the solution to Q5. We compute this distribution
for c ∈Θλ = {0.25,0.5,0.75,1.0,1.5,2.0}. The “forward” comparison computes the queue length at time
10.0 using roughly 5,000 simulation runs for each c ∈ Θλ . The results are included in Figure 3c. Even
though there are some disparities between the exact simulation and the MDBN metamodel, the metamodel
selects the optimal value of λ = 1.5 without the need for expensive simulation runs.

7 CONCLUSIONS AND FUTURE WORK

We have demonstrated how a particular type of probabilistic graphical model (an MDBN) can serve as a
metamodel for a particular type of simulation model (an M/M/1 queue). However, our larger aim is to
provide an entry point to the rich and highly expressive family of probabilistic graphical models (PGMs),
along with its associated body of theory and technology. As we show above, this family of models has the
potential to greatly expand the scope of simulation metamodels by allowing construction of a single model
capable of efficiently estimating answers to a wide variety of useful queries, including some that are difficult
or impossible to answer with the original simulation model. The metamodeling capabilities of PGMs that
we demonstrate here can and should be extended in a variety of ways to exploit existing PGM capabilities.
These include PGMs with more complex dependencies among non-adjacent time steps (Xuan Vinh et al.
2012), PGMs with temporal dependencies that vary with time (Husmeier et al. 2010), and PGMs that
represent time-varying relationships among model components (Marazopoulou et al. 2015). We plan to
extend our approach to handle complex interventions in complex Markovian and non-Markovian systems;
strategies for the latter include approximation by Markovian systems (e.g., using phase-type distributions)
and incorporating simulation clock readings for events into the state vector.
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