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Kurzfassung

Automatisierte Lagersysteme werden als einfach- oder mehrfachtiefe Lager-
systeme in der Industrie eingesetzt. In mehrfachtiefen Lagersystemen werden
mehrere Ladungstréiger hintereinander in einem Lagerkanal oder iibereinander in
einem Stapel gelagert. Dadurch kann im Vergleich zu einfachtiefen Lagersystemen
ein hoherer Raumnutzungsgrad erreicht werden. Die Lastaufnahmemittel kon-
nen jedoch auch nicht auf alle Ladungstrager direkt zugreifen und blockierende
Ladungstriager miissen umgelagert werden. Der Vorteil des hoheren Raum-
nutzungsgrads steht dadurch dem Nachteil benotigter Umlagerungen gegeniiber.

Fiir die Planung neuer mehrfachtiefer Lagersysteme muss der erreichbare Durch-
satz wihrend des Betriebs abgeschiitzt werden, um die Lagersysteme richtig
auslegen zu konnen. Der Durchsatz hingt von der Betriebsstrategie ab, welche
wiederrum aus den folgenden fiinf Lagerpolitiken besteht: Kanalstrukturpolitik,
Lagerplatzvergabepolitik, Umlagerpolitik, Lagergutauswahlpolitik und Bewe-
gungspolitik des Regalbediengerits bzw. Roboters. Diese Thesis prisentiert ana-
lytische Modelle zur Berechnung des Durchsatzes fiir mehrfachtiefe automatische
Hochregallager und roboterbasierte Lagersysteme fiir insgesamt 13 verschiedene
Betriebsstrategien. Die 13 Betriebsstrategien werden analysiert, um einerseits am
Markt befindliche Lagersysteme und deren Betriebsstrategien abbilden zu kénnen
und andererseits Betriebsstrategien zu identifizieren, die einen moglichst hohen
Durchsatz ermoglichen. Dadurch kann die Effizienz mehrfachtiefer Lagersysteme
gesteigert werden. Bei der Erstellung der Modelle wird von einem Gleichgewicht-
szustand im Lager ausgegangen, bei dem es gleich viele Ein- wie Auslagerungen
gibt. Dadurch wird ein Systemzustand erreicht, der reprisentativ fiir den Betrieb
in der Praxis ist.



Kurzfassung

Acht Betriebsstrategien basieren auf der Annahme, dass es nur homogene Pro-
dukte gibt, die alle die gleiche Zugriffswahrscheinlichkeit haben. Fiinf weitere
Betriebsstrategien basieren auf der Annahme heterogener Produkte. Heterogene
Produkte unterschieden sich in ihren Zugriffswahrscheinlichkeiten und der An-
zahl gelagerter Ladungstriger im Lagersystem. Der Gleichgewichtszustand in den
Lagersystemen wird mithilfe von Markov Ketten bestimmt und der Durchsatz der
Lagersysteme wird durch geschlossene Wartesystemnetzwerk berechnet.

Die analytischen Modelle werden per Simulation validiert und weisen weniger
als 3% Abweichung zwischen analytischen Modellen und Simulation auf. Fiir
die validierten Modelle wird eine Vergleichsstudie durchgefiihrt, um bewerten zu
konnen, welche Druchsitze mit verschiedenen Lagerparametern erzielt werden.
Dadurch kann bestimmt werden, welche Betriebsstrategien die hochsten Durch-
sitze erreichen. Der Vergleich der Betriebsstrategien zeigt, dass die Nutzung
der Informationen heterogener Produkte verglichen zur Nutzung homogener Pro-
dukte zu signifikant hoheren Durchsétzen fiihrt. Dabei fiihrt insbesondere eine
klassenbasierte Lagerplatzvergabepolitik zu den hochsten Durchsétzen aller Be-
triebsstrategien.
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Abstract

Automated storage systems are available as single-deep or multiple-deep storage
systems. In multi-deep storage systems, several unit loads are stored behind each
other in a storage channel or on top of each other in a stack. This leads to a
higher space utilisation compared to single-deep storage systems. However, load
handling devices cannot access all unit loads directly, and blocking unit loads
must be reshuffled. The advantage of the higher space utilisation is thus offset by
the disadvantage of the need for reshuffies.

When planning new multi-deep storage systems, the throughput during oper-
ation must be estimated in order to design the storage systems. The throughput
depends on the operating strategy, which consists of the following five policies:
allocation structure policy, storage assignment policy, reshuffle policy, retrieval
unit load selection policy, and movement policy of the load handling device.
This thesis presents analytical models to calculate the throughput for multi-deep
automated storage and retrieval and robotic compact storage and retrieval systems
for a total of 13 different operating strategies. The 13 operating strategies are
analysed to be able to map storage systems on the market and their operating
strategies on the one hand and to identify operating strategies that enable high
throughput capacities on the other. This can increase the efficiency of multi-deep
storage systems. When creating the models, a steady state is assumed in the
storage system in which there are the same number of storage and retrieval jobs.
This achieves a system state that is representative of operation in practice.

Eight of these operating strategies are based on the assumption that there are
only homogeneous products that all have the same access frequency. Five further
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Abstract

operating strategies are based on the assumption that there are heterogeneous
products. Heterogeneous products differ in their access frequencies and the num-
ber of stored unit loads in the storage system. The steady state in the storage
systems is determined using Markov chains, and the throughput of the storage
systems is calculated using closed queuing networks.

The analytical models are validated by simulation and show less than 3 % devia-
tion between analytical models and simulation. A comparative study is performed
for the validated models to evaluate which throughput capacities can be achieved
for different storage system parameters. This makes it possible to determine
which operating strategies achieve the highest throughput. The comparison of
operating strategies shows that the utilisation of information from heterogeneous
products leads to significantly higher throughput compared to the utilisation of
homogeneous products. In particular, a class-based storage assignment policy
leads to the highest throughput of all operating strategies.
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1 Introduction and Overview

The e-commerce market was growing in the last decades and is expected to grow
further in the coming years (Insider Intelligence and eMarketer 2024). The switch
to e-commerce makes it necessary for producers to build their own warehouses
and fulfilment centres. These warehouses can be operated by manual labour
or work with automated storage systems which are operated by automatic load
handling devices and manual labour is reduced. Therefore, also the market for
automated storage systems is increasing and is expected to continue to grow in the
next years as well (Interact Analysis 2023). Research in the field of warehouse
automation can contribute to more cost and resource efficient operation of ware-
houses and storage systems.

Automated storage systems were introduced in the 1960s and are further de-
veloped ever since (Giinthner and Heptner 2007). Multi-deep automated storage
systems are one field of interest of manufacturers and warehouse operators. They
yield significant advantages over single-deep storage systems: Several unit loads
are stored behind or above each other in a storage channel to increase the space
efficiency for multi-deep systems compared to single-deep systems. Another ad-
vantage is that fewer material handling devices are needed to operate multi-deep
storage systems.

There are many different versions of multi-deep storage systems on the mar-
ket ranging from multi-deep automated storage and retrieval (AS/R) systems over
multi-deep autonomous vehicle based storage and retrieval (AVS/R) systems, flow
rack systems and puzzle based systems to robotic compact storage and retrieval
(RCS/R) systems (see Azadeh et al. (2019) for an overview of these systems).
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The basic functionality of all these systems is the same. The storage systems
have a certain storage capacity for unit loads which can be stored and retrieved.
Load handling devices are used to transport requested unit loads from the storage
location of a unit load to a handover point with other processes outside of the
storage system (the handover point is also called input/output point for AS/R
systems and pick station for RCS/R systems). From this handover point, the load
handling devices also bring unit loads into the system and transport them to a
storage location where they remain until requested again. These retrieval and
storage jobs are executed within a command cycle of the load handling device.
Multi-deep storage systems have in common that multiple unit loads are stored
behind or above each other, denying direct access to some of the unit loads.
Blocking unit loads must hence be reshuffled during a command cycle.

When a new multi-deep storage system is planned, storage planners rely on
the calculation rules given in guidelines such as the VDI 4480 (Verein Deutscher
Ingenieure 2002) and FEM 9.851 (Federation Europeenne de la Manutention
2003) or one of the many throughput models in the literature for multi-deep
storage systems (the most important works can be found in Chapter 3) to estimate
the throughput capacity of a planned storage system to comply with customer
requirements. If suitable guidelines or analytic models are not available, storage
planners rely on experience values or time-consuming and cost-intensive simu-
lation. The throughput capacity depends on several influence factors, such as
the layout of the storage system and implemented operating strategies. Operating
strategies include the allocation structure policy, the storage assignment policy,
the reshuffle policy, the retrieval unit load selection policy, and the movement
policy.

The guidelines and literature mentioned cover only some of the operating strate-
gies applied in the industry. There are throughput models for two types of unit
loads because the available information about the products varies depending on
the customer and is given in the design phase. Either there is no information
concerning the product variety available and all products and unit loads are as-
sumed to be unique, making them homogeneous unit loads (e.g. when a company
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starts e-commerce and has no sales data available) or there is information con-
cerning the access frequency and number of unit loads per product stored in the
storage system available (e.g. when a new storage system is planned to merge
several smaller storage systems). For example, this additional information can be
exploited by the storage planners by applying class-based storage to reduce the
number of reshuffles during retrieval which leads to higher throughput capacity.

Many of the operating strategies in the industry are not reflected in analytic
models in the literature. Additionally, there exist numerous untested operating
strategies that could potentially increase the throughput of a given AS/R or RC-
S/R system. This work extends the selection of throughput models for multi-deep
storage systems by presenting analytical models for operating strategies for both
homogeneous and heterogeneous unit loads for AS/R and RCS/R systems. These
analytical models include operating strategies in application in the industry as
well as new and untested operating strategies. Furthermore, this work validates
the analytic models and presents a comparison and evaluation of all developed
analytic throughput models. In the following, the research questions are defined
and the scope of the thesis is laid out.

1.1 Problem Description and Research
Questions

The research presented in this thesis is divided into three parts. The underlying
research topics of these parts and related research questions are explained in the
following.

Part 1: Throughput models for operating strategies assuming homogeneous
unit loads

The literature offers many different throughput models for operating strategies
assuming homogeneous unit loads for AS/R and RCS/R systems. However,
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especially for multi-deep AS/R and RCS/R systems with reshuffles, the avail-
able throughput models have shortcomings. Common assumptions are that no
reshuffles are necessary or that the system is completely full, which simplifies
the calculation of necessary reshuffles. Another assumption is that the system is
regarded right after the initial filling and not during a steady state during operation.
In summary, it is necessary to develop application-oriented throughput models
that accurately reproduce the operating strategies used in industry. The question
arises how throughput models can be derived which model the storage systems
during operation and enable an accurate throughput estimation.

Research Question 1: Assuming homogeneous unit loads,
how can the throughput capacity be analytically estimated
for AS/R and RCS/R systems?

Related questions are:

* Which modelling techniques can be applied to represent the steady state of
multi-deep AS/R and RCS/R systems?

e How can the cycle time and number of reshuffles per cycle be calculated in
a steady state of the regarded systems?

Part 2: Throughput models for operating strategies assuming heterogeneous
unit loads

Operating strategies which differentiate unit loads have the potential to signifi-
cantly decrease the cycle time and increase the throughput capacity for multi-deep
AS/R and RCS/R systems. However, storage assignment and retrieval unit load
selection policies such as class-based storage or smart retrieval are only sparsely
covered in the literature and the throughput capacity for common industry ap-
plications such as AutoStore cannot be evaluated analytically (AutoStore 2024).
Furthermore, there are promising, yet untested operating strategies which could
potentially improve the throughput for a given AS/R or RCS/R system for which
no analytic model exists yet.
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Research Question 2: Assuming heterogeneous unit loads,
how can the throughput capacity be analytically estimated
for AS/R and RCS/R systems?

Related questions are:

* How does the original AutoStore operating strategy perform compared to
other operating strategies?

* How can a class-based storage assignment policy be analytically imple-
mented where several classes can be stored in the same storage channel?

* Which RCS/R system layout maximises the throughput capacity for a given
storage capacity?

Part 3: Operating Strategy comparison and evaluation

Storage planners have a variety of operating strategies to choose from for new
storage systems. Therefore, it is important to know which operating strategies
yield high throughput capacities for which storage system parameters. The identi-
fication of dominant operating strategies for homogeneous or heterogeneous unit
loads is beneficial for storage planners and customers. Comparisons of existing
operating strategies are hardly regarded in the literature, and for untested operating
strategies there are no comparisons at all.

Research Question 3: How does the throughput capacity
change for different AS/R and RCS/R system parameters
when different operating strategies are applied?

Related questions are:

e Which AS/R or RCS/R parameters are beneficial for homogeneous and
heterogeneous throughput models?

* Do operating strategies exist that yield superior throughput capacity?

* Which operating strategies minimise the number of reshuffles per retrieval??
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1.2 Structure and Scope of this Thesis

This thesis aims to answer the previously defined research questions and mainly
refers to three publications by the author of this thesis. The first is published in
the Logistics Journal with the title “Travel time model for multi-deep automated
storage and retrieval system with a homogeneous allocation structure” (Lehmann
and Hussmann 2021), the second is published in the International Journal of
Production Research with the title “Travel time model for multi-deep automated
storage and retrieval systems with different storage strategies” (Lehmann and
Hussmann 2023), and the third is currently under revision in Transportation
Science with the title “Digging Deep: Finding and Maximizing the Throughput
Capacity of Multi-deep Storage Systems” (Lehmann and De Koster 2024). The
sections taken from each of these publications are marked and explained in the
remainder of this work with grey boxes at the beginning of the corresponding
sections.

This thesis starts in Chapter 2 with a presentation of the components and operating
principles of AS/R (Section 2.1) and RCS/R (Section 2.2) systems, which are the
two systems that are regarded in this work. This also includes the definition of
command cycles and an introduction of the variables to be calculated for the cycle
time f.yc.. Furthermore, different operating strategies, including various allo-
cation structure policies, storage assignment policies, reshuffle policies, retrieval
unit load selection policies, and movement policies are explained in Section 2.3.

The available literature for throughput capacity calculation for both multi-deep
AS/R and RCS/R systems and similar multi-deep storage systems is presented
in Chapter 3. Chapter 3 is split into three sections: First, Section 3.1 presents a
chronological order of throughput models and focuses on the assumptions made
for the models. Second, Section 3.2 analyses the policies used in the literature in
more detail. Furthermore, in Section 3.3 the research gaps for all three research
questions are elaborated and the operating strategies derived in this dissertation
are introduced.
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Chapter 4 contains the analytic derivation of throughput models for seven differ-
ent operating strategies for multi-deep AS/R systems based on the assumption
that only information for homogeneous unit loads is available for throughput
modelling. Chapter 4 presents a common approach for throughput calculation
and introduces five new operating strategies in the Sections 4.1, 4.3 and 4.5
to 4.7. Furthermore, the implementation of assumptions for two more operating
strategies is improved in Sections 4.2 and 4.4. The analytic models are validated
with simulation in Section 4.8.

Chapter 5 contains the analytic derivation of throughput models for six dif-
ferent operating strategies focusing on RCS/R systems and also multi-deep AS/R
systems. It is assumed that information for heterogeneous unit loads is available
for these models. Section 5.1 introduces two new class-based storage approaches,
implements the original AutoStore operating strategy as well as one improvement
of it and one class-based benchmark strategy from the literature. Furthermore,
one new strategy for homogeneous unit loads is introduced. The six new models
are validated with simulation in Section 5.2 and compared in Section 5.3. This is
also done based on industry data. Section 5.4 focuses on the performance of the
AutoStore strategy and in Section 5.5 it is shown how all 13 operating strategies
can be applied for both multi-deep AS/R and RCS/R systems.

Chapter 6 contains the comparison and evaluation of the 13 presented oper-
ating strategies for both multi-deep AS/R and RCS/R systems. This section
introduces the design of experiments in Section 6.1. Selected results for a full
factorial design of experiments are discussed in Sections 6.2 and 6.3, and Sec-
tion 6.4 summarises managerial insights and discusses the model limitations. The
complete results for the experiments are presented in Appendix A.10

In summary, the research question 1 is mainly addressed in Chapter 4, research
question 2 is addressed in Chapter 5, and the research question 3 is mainly an-
swered in Chapter 6. Finally, Chapter 7 concludes this thesis with a summary of
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the throughput models, results, and answers to the three research questions (see
Section 7.1). Section 7.2 closes this dissertation with an outlook for future work.



2 Basics of multi-deep Storage
Systems

In this chapter, the functionality and components of multi-deep AS/R (see Sec-
tion 2.1) and RCS/R systems (see Section 2.2) are introduced. Furthermore, it
is explained how command cycles are executed in the respective systems. Sec-
tion 2.3 introduces the allocation structure policies, storage assignment policies,
reshuffle policies, retrieval unit load selection policies, and movement policies.

2.1 Operating Principle of Automated Storage
and Retrieval Systems

This section is cited from the section “Basics of travel time calculation” of the paper “Travel time
model for multi-deep automated storage and retrieval systems with different storage strategies”
published in the International Journal of Production Research (Lehmann and Hussmann 2023).

The text and visualisation in this section have been taken from the paper with changes of technical
terms, numbering of figures and sections, and symbols. Furthermore, the language has been
improved.

The author of this thesis was responsible for the conceptualisation, methodology, writing (original
draft and review), and visualisation of the research presented in this section.

The throughput models developed in this work are suitable for the following AS/R
system configuration, as sketched in Figure 2.1. To keep the components of the
models simple, only one aisle of an AS/R system with one rack on one side of the
aisle is considered. Furthermore, the input/output point (I/O point) is located at
the lower left point of the single rack. The rack consists of L storage channels in
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the x-direction and W storage channels in the y-direction. Every storage channel
has H storage locations, which are organised in storage lanes in z-direction. E.g.
a double-deep AS/R system (H = 2) has two storage lanes of which the first lane
is the storage lane at the wall and the second lane is the storage lane close to the
aisle. Besides the AS/R system itself, the storage and retrieval machine - S/R
machine - is the second important component. It can serve the whole rack and
is able to move in x- and y-direction simultaneously. Furthermore, it can only
transport a single unit load at the same time. Furthermore, the S/R machine is
either equipped with a telescopic arm (for AS/R systems with low H) or a satellite
vehicle (for AS/R systems with high H).

1/0 Occupied Storage Location
Point

Empty Storage Location\

First Lane

Second Lane

Top View Third Lane

“—— S/R Machine

Figure 2.1: View from the Front and Top on a Rack in a triple-deep AS/R System (Lehmann and
Hussmann 2022)

For such an AS/R system configuration as shown in Figure 2.1, storage and re-
trieval jobs can be executed in single or dual command cycles that require the
cycle time t.yce. In a single command storage cycle, the S/R machine picks the
unit load at the I/O point (taking deterministic time 5,), drives to the storage chan-
nel (taking expected time t,s), performs a channel drive to the storage location
(taking expected time ¢y, 5), stores the unit load into the storage location (taking

10
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deterministic time ;) and moves back to the I/O point (taking expected times
tcon,s and topp). For one operating strategy presented in this thesis (introduced in
detail in Section 4.1), a reshuffle job can be necessary before the described storage
job can be executed (taking expected time t5). A single command retrieval cycle
works analogue, but in case that the unit load is blocked by other unit loads,
the blocking unit loads must be reshuffles first. For a reshuffle, a S/R machine
picks the blocking unit load (taking expected time ¢y, r, 3 and deterministic time
t5), moves to a storage channel (taking expected time tri3) and moves in the
storage channel to a storage location (taking expected time tcyp, g 3), drops the
load (taking deterministic time ¢ ) and moves back to the original storage channel
(taking expected times ¢y, 5,8 and trios). This procedure is repeated until all
blocking unit loads are reshuffles.

To spare some S/R machine movements, after a storage job a retrieval job can
be executed directly. The S/R machine drives from the storage channel to the
retrieval channel (taking expected time tg,r) Without returning to the I/O point,
which results in a dual command cycle.

2.2 Operating Principle of Robotic Compact
Storage and Retrieval Systems

This section is cited from the section “Robotic Compact Storage and Retrieval System” of the paper
“Digging Deep: Finding and Maximizing the Throughput Capacity of Multi-deep Storage Systems”
currently under revision in Transportation Science (Lehmann and De Koster 2024).

The text and visualisation in this section have been taken from the paper with changes of technical
terms and numbering of tables and sections.

The author of this thesis was responsible for the conceptualisation, methodology, writing (original
draft), and visualisation of the research presented in this section.

Robotic compact storage and retrieval systems consist of a three-dimensional
grid structure in which cuboid bins (unit loads) are stacked on top of each other.

11
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Robots traverse the grid and are responsible for both storage and retrieval jobs
(Figure 2.2a). Storage locations can be categorised as occupied (indicating that
a unit load is stored in this location), free (no unit load is stored but the location
below is occupied), or unavailable (neither a unit load in this location nor an
occupied location below exists). The grid has a rectangular base with L channels
in the x-direction and W channels in the y-direction. Each channel has [ locations
in the z-direction (Figure 2.2b). Each unit load contains one or several items of a
product and a product may have multiple unit loads stored within the rack. In total,
the rack accommodates L - W - H - w unit loads, with w € [0, 1] representing the
stock filling level. Of the H storage locations in any given channel, 4 € {0, ..., H}
locations can be occupied in an individual storage channel. Each stored unit load
can be of a different class j € {1,...,J} (classes are labelled alphabetically in
this work). A channel with h unit loads corresponding to class-storage pattern
ke{l,.., Jh} is said to have channel type cy, ;, (Table 2.1 gives an example of
channel types for h = 2 and J = 3). J" is the number of channel types in a
channel with A unit loads, where J” is the size of the Cartesian product Classes™
with either J = 1 and Classes = {A} or J = 3 and Classes = {A,B,C},
depending on the operating strategies. A storage location ¢ in a channel type ¢y, j
with ¢t < h is denoted as cj, i ¢

Table 2.1: All Channel Types with two Unit Loads ~ = 2 in RCS/R Systems.

Channel Type cp 1 c2,1 C2,2 €23 Co4 C25 C26 C277 C28 C29

Top Unit Load A B C A B C A B C
Bottom UnitLoad A A A B B B C C C

The robots transport unit loads to pick stations, located at the bottom of the centre
of the longer side of the rectangular base of the grid (it can be shown that this is
the optimal location in terms of maximal throughput capacity in case of one pick
station per side, see proof in Appendix A.1). Multiple pick stations per long side
of the rack are located adjacent to each other at the centre of the rack. Robots

12
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oS0

(a) RCS/R System Application (AM Logistics Solutions 2024).
7 2 72 272 22 272722272222 227

Location \

X

(b) Schematic View of an RCS/R System.

Figure 2.2: Application Example and Schematic View of an RCS/R System.

can move in four directions at each grid cell, adhering to a Manhattan metric.
They pick up and deposit unit loads using a vertical lift mechanism integrated
in their structure. Upon reaching its designated pick station and after possible
queuing for preceding robots, a robot deposits its unit load into the pick station
buffer and picks up a finished unit load for storage. Robots can be shared between
pick stations or exclusively assigned to stations. At each pick station, an operator
extracts the required quantity from the unit load and adds it to the designated
customer order bins. The station can also be used to replenish inventory and add
items to unit loads. After picking, the finished unit load shifts to the outbound
buffer of the pick station, where it awaits the next robot to pick it up and transport
it to a new storage location. Robots operate in dual command cycles, comprising
the following steps. Upon completing these steps, the robot dwells at the final
channel and waits for the next job.

13



2 Basics of multi-deep Storage Systems

14

1. To retrieve a unit load with a specific product for picking at a specific

pick station, the robot drives across the grid to reach the channel (called
retrieval channel) where a unit load of the requested product is stored (taking
expected time tsior). If the robot must change direction on the grid, it takes
additional time t;,,,,. Retrieval unit load selection policies are described
in Section 2.3.4.

. If the selected unit load is blocked, one or multiple reshuffles are necessary

(taking expected time tg for each blocking and reshuffled unit load). The
execution of a reshuffle depends on the chosen reshuffle policy (see Sec-
tion 2.3.3). The robot retrieves the blocking unit loads and either (a) places
them on top of the stored unit loads of an adjacent channel (called reshuf-
fle channels) and brings the blocking unit loads back (following a LOFI
policy), after temporarily buffering the requested unit load in an adjacent
channel. Or (b), relocates the blocking unit loads to any other channels like
a storage job. For every retrieval or storage of unit loads, the robot takes a
deterministic handling time ¢j,.

. The robot retrieves the unit load (taking handling time ¢;). and transports

it to the designated pick station (taking expected time t,,yp). If the robot
must change direction on the grid, it takes additional time ¢4, .

. The robot dwells at the pick station until all other waiting robots in front

of the pick station have completed their tasks (taking time ¢,,4;+) and then
lowers its unit load to the pick station buffer (taking handling time ty,).

. The robot retrieves a finished unit load from the pick station for storage

(taking time t,).

. The robot moves to the specified storage channel (taking expected time tog).

If it must change direction on the grid, it takes additional time %;,,,. The
robot deposits the unit load on top of the existing stack within that channel
(taking handling time ¢5,). The possible storage assignment policies and
channel selection criteria are described in Section 2.3.2.



2.3 Operating Strategies and Policies for multi-deep Storage Systems

Additionally, every time a robot retrieves or stores a unit load, its lifting device
performs a vertical movement to reach to location of the unit load. This can either
occur during a storage (tcy,s), retrieval (tcp,r), or reshuffle job (tcn, g g at the
retrieval channel and ¢, 5 g at the reshuffle channel).

2.3 Operating Strategies and Policies for
multi-deep Storage Systems

Many different operating strategies for AS/R and RCS/R systems can be observed
in the industry. In this work, the combination of five policies to operating strategies
are considered and Table 2.2 provides an overview of all policies regarded in this
thesis:

e Allocation structure policies (see Section 2.3.1): These policies describe
how unit loads are allowed to be allocated within a storage channel.

» Storage assignment policies (see Section 2.3.2): These policies determine
which storage location is selected for the next storage job.

* Reshuffle policies (see Section 2.3.3): These policies determine how
reshuffles are organised when unit loads are blocking.

* Retrieval unit load selection policies (see Section 2.3.4): These policies
determine which unit load is selected for retrieval if several unit loads of
the same product are stored in the storage system.

* Movement policies (see Section 2.3.5): These policies determine which
channel is chosen for a storage or retrieval job if two channels with the same
channel type exist in the storage system.

15
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Table 2.2: Overview of all Policies regarded in this Thesis.

Allocation Structure Policies | Homogeneous, Stack

Storage Assignment Policies | Random Storage Channel, Random Storage Location, Depth First, Stack
First, Class-based Random Storage (CBRS), Class-based Storage with one
Class per Channel (CBS-1), Class-based Storage with three Classes per
Channel (CBS-3)

Reshuffle Policies Homogeneous, Random Storage Channel, Random Storage Location, Depth
First, Stack First, Bring-back to original Channel (BBO), Relocate-to-Best-
Position (RBP)

Retrieval Unit Load Selec- | Random, Unit Load with Fewest Reshuffles (LFR)
tion Policies

Movement Policies Random, Nearest Neighbour

2.3.1 Allocation Structure Policies

An allocation structure policy describes the allowed allocation of unit loads in a
single channel. Unit loads can either be stored directly behind each other (called
stack allocation structure (Lehmann and Hussmann 2021)) or there can be gaps
between two unit loads (called homogeneous allocation structure (Lippolt 2003)).
Figure 2.3 shows possible storage channel types with both allocation structures
for a triple-deep AS/R system (H{ = 3). Both allocation structures are feasible
for AS/R systems where the telescopic arm of the S/R machine can either push
every new unit load back to the back wall of the rack or leave gaps. However,
only the stack allocation structure is feasible for RCS/R systems due to gravity.

€0,1C1,1€1,2C€1,3 €2,1C2,2C2,3C3,1 €3 €3 €1 C2 C2 C3 Co C3

gl JF0H

(a) Homogeneous Allocation Structure. (b) Stack Allocation Structure.

Figure 2.3: Possible Storage Allocation Structures for one Class (J = 1).
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The two allocation structures can have different channel types ¢, ;. For the
homogeneous allocation structure it is assumed that only one class exists with
J=1 ke{l,.. (’Z )} iterates through the Cartesian product of h unit loads
and H — | free storage locations. The channel types ¢y, ;. for the stack allocation
structure with only one class and J = 1 are simplified to c¢,. Channel types
for the stack allocation structure and multiple classes are already described in
Section 2.2. Figures 2.3a and 2.3b shows exemplary the channel types c¢;, ,, and
cy, for a triple-deep AS/R system and the homogeneous allocation structure and
the stack allocation structure.

2.3.2 Storage Assignment Policies

Storage assignment policies determine which channel type and storage location is
selected for the next storage job. This section introduces seven storage assignment
policies. Four assignment policies are for homogeneous unit loads and three for
heterogeneous unit loads.

The random storage channel policy selects a channel type randomly of all exist-
ing channels in the rack with less than H unit loads stored. The random storage
location policy selects a channel type randomly out of all channel types based
on the number of free storage locations. Channel types with more free storage
locations are preferred with the random storage location policy. The depth first
policy assigns the unit load in the channel type with the fewest number of unit
loads stored among all channels in a rack, leading to an evenly levelled rack
structure. The stack first policy is the opposite of the depth first policy since the
channel type with the most unit loads stored (maximal ' — 1 unit loads stored)
is selected for storage, leading to a rack with only two different channel types -
either full channels or empty channels.

The other three storage assignment policies are based on a classification of all
products (or unit loads) in classes A, B, and C based on the access frequency
of the products relative to all other products. The class-based random storage
(CBRS) policy distinguishes three product turnover classes and multiple channel

17



2 Basics of multi-deep Storage Systems

The remainder of this section is cited from the section “Storage Assignment Strategies” of the
paper “Digging Deep: Finding and Maximizing the Throughput Capacity of Multi-deep Storage
Systems” currently under revision in Transportation Science (Lehmann and De Koster 2024).

The text, formal analysis and visualisation in this section have been taken from the paper with
changes of technical terms and numbering of tables and sections.

The author of this thesis was responsible for the conceptualisation, methodology, writing (original
draft), and visualisation of the research presented in this section.

types cy, 1, (see Table 2.3). Each unit load of every product can be stored in each
channel type on each location, and a random channel type is selected for each
storage job. CBRS differs from the random storage channel policy, as the latter
does not distinguish product classes. With CBRS, class A unit loads are stored
with a higher frequency compared to class B and C unit loads, resulting in an
increased prevalence of class A unit loads floating atop channels, compared to
class B and C unit loads. Class-based storage with one class per channel (CBS-1)
divides the rack into five zones (Figure 2.4a). Zone A (for class A products)
consists of the channels in the middle of the rack with a similar distance to the
closest rack side where the pick stations are located (it is assumed stations are
located at both the longer rack sides). Two C zones are located near the side of
the system with pick stations and two B zones are located between zone A and the
C zones (Figure 2.4a). In every zone, only products of the corresponding class
can be stored. For storage, a random channel type is selected from all channels in
the corresponding zone. Similarly to the random storage channel policy, if there
are multiple channels of the chosen channel type, the storage channel with the
smallest distance from the subsequent retrieval channel is used for storage'.

The class-based storage with three classes per channel (CBS-3) policy divides
each channel into three zones, each corresponding to a distinct storage class (Fig-
ure 2.4b). Class C products are stored at the bottom of the rack, class B products
in the middle, and class A products reside at the top. Unit loads or products of the
same storage class all randomly share the space assigned to the class. While the

" The segmentation of the rack in five zones is only applied in RCS/R systems. For AS/R systems

there are three zones with zone A being the closest to the I/O point as shown by Hausman et al.
(1976).
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T Zone A
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Figure 2.4: Schematic View of the Zones A, B, and C in an RCS/R System for the (a) CBS-1 and (b)
CBS-3 Storage Assignment Policies.

concept is straightforward, strict segregation of unit loads into these three zones
cannot always be maintained during actual operation. For instance, when a class
B unit load needs to be stored but all locations in zone B are either occupied or
unavailable, it will be stored in either zone C or zone A, resulting in a mix of unit
loads of different classes across the three zones. The CBS-3 policy minimises the
mixing as follows. To store a class A unit load, first a channel type is selected with
a free location H — 1 closest to the next following retrieval channel. If no such
channel type exists, a channel type is chosen with a free H — 2 location. If no such
channel type exists, continue until one free // — n location is found, prioritising
channel types with higher levels h. To store a class C unit load, first a completely
empty storage channel type is selected. If no such channel exists, a channel
type is selected with a free second location. If no such channel exists, continue
until one free n'™ location is found, prioritising channel types with lower levels
h. Class B works similarly to class C, but starts from the lowest location in zone B.

If several suitable channel types are available in the rack, the channel type
with the highest priority is selected for the CBS-3 policy. Priorities are assigned
in decreasing lexicographic order of the Cartesian product. Table 2.3 shows the
storage priorities of channel types with two unit loads (h = 2) and at least one
free location on top of these unit loads. In this example, channel type c3 9 is
selected for storage for all three classes and only if such a channel type is not
available, then a channel type ¢ g is selected. If several free locations have the
same priority, the channel with the smallest distance to the next retrieval channel,
if known, is selected. Note that during a storage job, it is not essential to store
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2 Basics of multi-deep Storage Systems

the unit load above a unit load of the same product. That means chaotic storage
is preferred over clustering of unit loads of the same product. In Appendix A.2,
it is shown that chaotic storage indeed leads to fewer expected reshuffles.

Table 2.3: Priorities for all Channel Types with two Unit Loads h = 2 in AS/R and RCS/R systems.

Channel Type cp, ;. €21 €22 C23 C24 C25 Cag C27 C28 C29

Front/Top UnitLoad A B C A B C A B C
Back/Bottom UnitLoad A A A B B B C C C

Priority 9lh 8th 7th 6th Sth 4lh 3rd 2nd 18t

2.3.3 Reshuffling Policies

Reshuffle policies determine how reshuffles work if the retrieval unit load is
blocked by other unit loads and which channel type is selected for reshuffle (called
reshuffle channel). The random storage channel, random storage location, depth
first and stack first policies assume that every blocking unit load is a new storage
unit load and a reshuffle job is like a storage job with a different starting and
end. The homogeneous reshuffle policy aims at keeping all but one channel in
the same channel type. This is achieved by choosing specific reshuffle channels
for each reshuffle job. A detailed explanation of this procedure can be found in
Section 4.1.3.

The remainder of this section is cited from the section “Reshuffle Strategies” of the paper “Digging
Deep: Finding and Maximizing the Throughput Capacity of Multi-deep Storage Systems” currently
under revision in Transportation Science (Lehmann and De Koster 2024).

The text in this section has been taken from the paper with changes of technical terms.

The author of this thesis was responsible for the conceptualisation, methodology, and writing
(original draft) of the research presented in this section.

When selecting the channel to store a reshuffled unit load, the random reshuffle
policy works like the random storage channel policy. The bring-back to original
channel (BBO) policy is based on the reshuffle jobs in real AutoStore systems
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as described by Meller (2023), while the relocate-to-best position (RBP) policy
is based on the reshuffle policy used in some real AS/R systems. When a unit
load must be reshuffled using the BBO policy, the unit load is transported to the
closest channel with a free location at H — 1. If no such channel exists, the closest
channel with a free H — 2 location is chosen. The unit load is buffered here
until the requested unit load is retrieved from the retrieval channel, which is also
temporarily stored in such a buffer location. Then, the robot moves the reshuffled
unit loads back to the retrieval channel in a Last out, First in (LOFI) order. It then
picks up the retrieval unit load and moves it to the designated pick station. Using
the RBP policy, blocking unit loads are reshuffled and relocated to the storage
location, following the same rules as for the CBS-3 storage policy.

2.3.4 Retrieval Unit Load Selection Policies

This section is cited from the section “Retrieval Strategies” of the paper “Digging Deep: Finding
and Maximizing the Throughput Capacity of Multi-deep Storage Systems” currently under revision
in Transportation Science (Lehmann and De Koster 2024).

The text in this section has been taken from the paper with changes of technical terms.

The author of this thesis was responsible for the conceptualisation, methodology, and writing
(original draft) of the research presented in this section.

The random retrieval policy randomly chooses a unit load among all stored unit
loads of the requested product (taking class-based access frequencies into account
if class-based storage is applied). The unit load with the fewest reshuffles retrieval
(LFR) policy selects that unit load of a product for retrieval which causes the
lowest expected number of reshuffles. The affected channel is called retrieval
channel.

2.3.5 Movement Policies

The movement policy describes which channel is used for storage or reshuffle if
multiple channels of the same channel type are available in the rack. The random

21
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policy chooses one channel of the same channel type randomly while the nearest
neighbour policy (NN) chooses the channel which minimises the distance between
the storage and retrieval channel or between the reshuffle and retrieval channel.
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3 Literature Review and Research
Gaps

This chapter gives an overview of previous works for operating strategies for AS/R
and RCS/R systems and related storage systems. Section 3.1 presents models
for calculating the throughput capacity and the cycle time for single-, double-
and multi-deep AS/R systems and related storage systems in chronological order.
Furthermore, the focus in Section 3.1 is on the assumptions made by some authors
for operating principles of regarded storage systems and on operating strategies
using homogeneous unit loads. Section 3.2 extends this to RCS/R systems and
especially to operating strategies using heterogeneous unit loads and discusses the
applied policies from Table 2.2. The accuracy of models in the literature is also
analysed. Section 3.3 discusses the research gap in the presented literature and
introduces the operating strategies analysed in this dissertation.

3.1 Chronological Literature Review for
Throughput Models

This section is cited from the section “Literature review” of the paper “Travel time model for
multi-deep automated storage and retrieval systems with different storage strategies” published in
the International Journal of Production Research (Lehmann and Hussmann 2023).

The text in this section has been taken from the paper with changes of technical terms, tables for
consistent style, and symbols. Furthermore, the language has been improved.

The author of this thesis was responsible for the conceptualisation, methodology, and writing
(original draft and review) of the research presented in this section.
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This literature review does not only focus on AS/R systems but includes different
multi-deep storage systems such as AVS/R, flow rack, push-back AS/R or conveyor
based AS/R systems (Azadeh et al. 2019). All of these variations can consider
- depending on the AS/R system design - the necessity of reshuffles. Hence, the
methods to calculate reshuffle probabilities P(/3) and number of reshuffles /3 for
one variation of AS/R system may be transferred to other AS/R system variations.
Furthermore, besides the relevant publication about analytic cycle time models,
also some simulation-based publications are presented. However, the focus of this
literature research is on analytic cycle time models for multi-deep AS/R systems.

The first cycle time models were developed by Gudehus (1972) and later by
Bozer and White (1982) and Bozer and White (1984) for single-deep AS/R sys-
tems. They use an AS/R system with one rack, a random storage and retrieval
policy, and a continuous pick face to determine the expected average cycle time
for a storage or retrieval operation in closed-form expressions. The next step was
the extension of this basic model to double-deep AS/R systems by Lippolt (2003),
who provided an exact reshuffle probability depending on the stock filling level w,
assuming random storage assignment and retrieval policies. Lippolt (2003) shows
that the reshuffle probability and the number of reshuffles can be expressed in
closed-form expression only depending on the number of stored goods compared
to the total capacity of the AS/R system. Lerher et al. (2010) also introduce a cycle
time model for double-deep AS/R systems, but use implicitly a depth first storage
assignment policy. The same principle is applied to the cycle time calculation of
double-deep shuttle-based AS/R systems (Lerher 2016).

Following the models for single- and double-deep AS/R systems, cycle time
models for multi-deep AS/R systems were developed. There are two categories
of related literature available. The first category models the multi-deep AS/R
systems with relatively simple assumptions, which eliminate the reshuffle neces-
sity or ensure a constant number of necessary reshuffles independently from the
stock filling level. The most basic works available do not regard reshuffles (Verein
Deutscher Ingenieure 2002, D’Antonio and Chiabert 2019), or assume that these
are not necessary at all due to batching of storage goods (Manzini et al. 2016).
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The publication of Manzini et al. (2016) shows that AS/R system variations can be
compared with each other. They use an AVS/R system which can be interpreted
as several AS/R systems with only one storage channel in y-direction connected
with a lift and therefore, the basic mechanisms as reshuffles can be compared
and cycle time models can be transferred. Furthermore, several authors assume
an AS/R system, which is completely filled, and therefore, whenever a storage
good is blocked, the maximal number of reshuffles is required. This way, the
calculation of the number of reshuffles depends only on the location of the affected
storage good in the storage channel (Federation Europeenne de la Manutention
2003, Xu et al. 2019). Starting with De Koster et al. (2008), a new type of AS/R
system was introduced which completes the necessary reshuffles within the rack
itself. Therefore, this approach requires different methods to calculate the reshuf-
fle probabilities, which are not useful for this thesis. However, this assumption is
widely used as in e.g. Yu and de Koster (2009), Yang et al. (2015) and Yang et al.
(2017).

All publications mentioned in the aforementioned first category calculate the
cycle times independently from the stock filling level w. The following second
category models include the dependency from w. Sari et al. (2005) introduce an
AS/R system in which one S/R machine fills the racks and another S/R machine
retrieves storage goods from the other side of the rack. Reshuffles are realised
via a separate conveyor belt. Based on the stock filling level, they determine the
reshuffle probability, however Sari et al. (2005) also assume a depth first storage
assignment policy, which leads to a different reshuffle probability for double-deep
AS/R systems compared to the analytically derived results of Lippolt (2003).
Comparing simulations with analytical models, the same deviations appear as
described for Lerher et al. (2010) and Lerher (2016). However, this approach
has been used in the last decade by several authors, for example by Ghomri and
Sari (2017). Eder (2020a) determines the reshuffle probability for a shuttle-based
storage and retrieval system depending on the stock filling level and tries to de-
termine the reshuffle probability based on an equally distributed storage channel
allocation. This means that every storage location has the same probability to
be occupied. The same approach is used by Eder (2020b) which approximates
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the real storage channel probabilities but does not match the analytically derived
probabilities from Lippolt (2003).

In addition to the analytic models, simulation models are presented in the lit-
erature. They have in common that new simulations have to be executed for
new AS/R system configurations, which can be a time-consuming task. Cycle
time simulations exist for different depths of racks and different AS/R system
variations. Van Den Berg and Gademann (2000) present a simulation study for a
single-deep AS/R system, Atz et al. (2013) analyse single- and double-deep AS/R
systems, and Marolt et al. (2022a) investigate several multi-deep AVS/RS with
a total of nine different operating strategies. The latter also use analytically de-
rived closed form expressions for the movement times of vehicles, but not for the
reshuffle probability and number of reshuffles unlike this work. The publications
discussed in this section are summarised in Table 3.1.

3.2 Literature Review of Policies for
Throughput Models

This section is cited from the section “Literature review” of the paper “Digging Deep: Finding and
Maximizing the Throughput Capacity of Multi-deep Storage Systems” currently under revision in
Transportation Science (Lehmann and De Koster 2024).

The text and visualisation in this section have been taken from the paper with changes of technical
terms, tables for consistent style, and numbering of tables and sections.

The author of this thesis was responsible for the conceptualisation, methodology, writing (original
draft and review), and visualisation of the research presented in this section.

This section reviews literature on throughput capacity models for multi-deep
storage systems, with reshuffles. AS/R, RCS/R, AVS/R, and flow rack storage
systems are included in this review (see Azadeh et al. (2019) for an overview of
such systems). Throughput models for single- or double-deep storage systems and
for multi-deep storage systems without reshuffles were reviewed by Roodbergen
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and Vis (2009) and Azadeh et al. (2019). Another extensive overview can be
found in Tutam et al. (2024).

Throughput capacity models are applied in the system design phase, which is
characterised by a lack of detailed information on retrieval and storage jobs.
Assumptions regarding these jobs and the number of unit loads stored per prod-
uct must be made. Two model types are introduced to distinguish the levels of
information used for modelling. First, models with homogeneous unit loads,
which only incorporate basic information about products and their unit loads (see
Section 3.2.1) and second, models with heterogeneous unit loads using compre-
hensive information, such as the access frequency of products or the number of
unit loads per product stored in the storage system (see Section 3.2.2). Cycle
times are influenced by the storage assignment, reshuffle, and retrieval unit load
selection policies. The number of required reshuffles depends on the average
stock filling level and the retrieval unit load selection policy. Publications differ
in these two aspects to mirror operational characteristics of real storage systems.
The degree of accuracy in the models presented varies, depending on how ac-
curate and consistent the underlying policies are adopted and implemented in
the throughput models (See Table 3.2). Given the inherent lack of information
at the system design stage regarding the exact products that need to be stored
and retrieved, most authors use probabilistic models to estimate cycle time and
throughput capacity.

3.2.1 Throughput Models with Homogeneous Unit
Loads

In the random storage policy and random reshuffle policy, new or reshuffled unit
loads are randomly assigned to free storage locations. These policies have been
evaluated by various researchers, among others by Chen et al. (2015), who use
a continuous space model to describe the movement of the load handling device
within a flow rack. This model is based on the cycle time estimates by Bozer and
White (1984) for single-deep AS/R systems. In their study, Chen et al. (2015)
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calculate the number of reshuffies by assuming that all storage channels have an
equal filling level, which enables easy calculation. They use two distinct cycle
time models to compare the cycle times in unidirectional and bidirectional flow
racks and conclude that bidirectional flow racks outperform single-directional
rack systems.

Several authors, including Eder (2020a), Hamzaoui and Zaki (2020) and Trost
and Eder (2024), apply the nearest neighbour policy for reshuffles. This policy
selects the nearest free channel rather than a random one. Eder (2020a) uses an
open queuing network model to represent the dependencies between the lift and
the shuttles in a multi-deep AVS/R system. The cycle times of the lift and shuttles
are estimated by aggregating all possible movements and dividing this sum by
the total number of feasible movements. The number of reshuffles is estimated
based on an equal likelihood of occupation for every storage location in the rack.
Eder (2020a) also optimises the rack shape based on the throughput capacity
of the open queuing network. Hamzaoui and Zaki (2020) present both discrete
and continuous-time models for cycle time estimation, providing a comparative
analysis between the two. Their findings suggest that discrete-time models offer
superior accuracy, albeit at the cost of longer computational times. Marolt et al.
(2022b) apply the nearest neighbour policy also for the storage of new unit loads
and evaluate it with discrete event simulation. They also use the depth first stor-
age policy, which reduces the number of suitable storage channels compared to
random storage. Potential storage channels are those with the lowest filling level
among all storage channels, which leads to an evenly loaded rack configuration.

The depth first policy was initially introduced by Sari et al. (2005) for flow
rack systems, although limited to rack configurations with the same number of
unit loads in every channel. They base the calculation of cycle times on Bozer and
White (1984) and estimate the number of reshuffles following Chen et al. (2015).
Marolt et al. (2022b) also apply the depth first policy for AVS/R systems and use
a Markov chain to calculate the average filling level for storage channels. They
determine the movement times of robots for all jobs like Eder (2020a).
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3.2.2 Throughput Models with Heterogeneous Unit
Loads

Storing unit loads in predefined areas based on access frequency (i.e. class-based
storage) can reduce reshuffles. Class-based storage policies can be implemented
based on distance: unit loads of products with high access frequency are stored
closer to the pick station. Storage channels exclusively contain unit loads of prod-
ucts of the same class (which are assumed to have the same access frequency),
reducing cycle times without a significant effect on the number of reshuffles (Xu
et al. (2019) and Eder (2022)). Eder (2022) uses an open queuing network to
model the shuttles and lifts in an AVS/R system. Xu et al. (2019) focus on
retrievals from a predefined static rack in perfect conditions, while placing less
emphasis on detailed storage policies. Furthermore, they assume constant opera-
tion at the limit of the storage capacity of the system, simplifying the calculation
of reshuffles similar to Chen et al. (2015). Zou et al. (2018) recommend storing
the class of the most frequently requested products in the central region of an
RCS/R system due to the distribution of pick stations on opposite sides of the
RCS/R system, to achieve maximum throughput capacity. They use a semi-open
queuing network to model the parallel operation of multiple robots and they tem-
porarily buffer reshuffled unit loads on top of adjoining storage channels which
are brought back to the original storage channel after the retrieval job. Yue and
Smith (2023) present a simulation model which compares the policies introduced
by Zou et al. (2018) with another class-based policy which allocates the products
of the same class in as many different storage channels as possible, thus storing
unit loads of different classes in the same channel. Cardin et al. (2012) also adopt
this class-based storage policy, but mainly include channels with single classes in
their simulation results.

Unit loads of the same product can be stored in the same storage channel, avoid-
ing reshuffles during retrieval of these products using a LIFO policy as shown
by Manzini et al. (2016) for AVS/R and Zou et al. (2018) for RCS/R systems.
However, this approach can lead to a ‘honeycombing effect’, whereby storage
locations remain unoccupied due to insufficient quantities of identical product
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unit loads resulting in reduced space utilisation compared to policies in which
channels are shared by different products. Another noteworthy application is to
select the retrieval unit load that minimises the number of reshuffles when several
unit loads of the same product are stored in the storage system. Ghomri and Sari
(2017) employ this concept in the context of flow rack systems. The calculation
of movements follows the method in Bozer and White (1984) incorporating the
random storage policy and the random reshuffle policy. Specifically, reshuffles are
calculated by assessing the likelihood of direct access of the load handling device
to the desired product and extending this assessment to all subsequent number of
reshuffles.

The publications presented in this section are summarised in Table 3.2.

3.3 Research Gaps and Selection of Operating
Strategies

The Sections 3.1 and 3.2 present the existing literature for multi-deep storage
systems with and without reshuffles. However, the existing publications and op-
erating strategies summarised in Tables 3.1 and 3.2 show that significant research
gaps exist. Either the presented throughput models do not accurately implement
the underlying operating strategies or do not accurately model the throughput
compared with simulation. Furthermore, the literature does not cover all operat-
ing strategies which potentially lead to higher throughput capacities of the AS/R
and RCS/R systems.

This section aims to emphasise the novel contribution of this dissertation in
the context of multi-deep storage systems and discusses how the research gaps
can be addressed. The different policies analysed in this thesis are summarised in
Table 2.2. In total 336 operating strategies are possible for AS/R systems and RC-
S/R systems can be operated following 168 different operating strategies. Not all
operating strategies can be covered in this thesis to answer the research questions.
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Table 3.2: Throughput Capacity Models for multi-deep Storage Systems from Section 3.2 (Lehmann and De Koster 2024).

BBO = Bring-Back to Original Channel; CBRS = Class-Based Random Storage; CBS-1 = Class-Based Storage with one Class per Channel; CBS-n = Class-Based
Storage with n Classes per Channel; CFE = Closed Form Expression; CTC = Cycle Time Calculation; CQN = Closed Queuing Network; DES = Discrete Event
Simulation; DF = Depth First; FR = Flow Rack; LFR = Unit Load with Fewest Reshuffles; MC = Markov Chain; NN = Nearest Neighbour; OQN = Open Queuing
Network; RBP = Relocate Best Position; RD = Retrieval Delay; RLO = Rack Layout Optimisation; SC = Specified Channel; SOQN = Semi Open Queuing

Network; TP = Throughput Capacity.
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Chen et al. (2015) FR Random Random Random CFE CTC <5%
Eder (2020a) AVS/R Random NN Random OQN TP 3.15%
Hamzaoui and Zaki (2020) FR Random NN Random CFE CTC <23 %
Marolt et al. (2022b) AVS/R DF DF Random MC CTC <1.5%
Sari et al. (2005) FR DF DF Random CFE CTC <14%
Trost and Eder (2024) RCS/R Random BBO Random CFE TP <2%
Cardin et al. (2012) FR CBS-1/n CBS-1/n Random DES RD -
Eder (2022) AVS/R CBS-1 NN Random OQN TP -
Ghomri and Sari (2017) FR Random Random LFR CFE CTC <25%
Manzini et al. (2016) AVS/R Random - Random, LIFO CFE CTC <20%
Marolt et al. (2022a) AVS/R Random; NN; DF Random; NN; DF Random DES CTC -
Tutam et al. (2024) RCS/R BBO BBO Random CFE CTC <1%
Xu et al. (2019) AS/R - SC Random CFE CTC <5%
Yue and Smith (2023) RCS/R CBS-n BBO Random DES CTC -
Zou et al. (2018) RCS/R CBS-1 BBO Random SOQN CTC <14 %
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However, in total 13 operating strategies (Table 3.3) are derived and analysed
that contribute the most to answer the research questions. In the following, the
research gaps in the literature presented in the Sections 3.1 and 3.2 are discussed
and the choice of the 13 operating strategies is justified. For this, the 13 operating
strategies are compared with the summary Tables 3.1 and 3.2.

Table 3.3: Overview of all Operating Strategies analysed in this Work.

- ] 4
z g é & =3¢ 2 > 5
© g 5 © S @
32 25 23 F<& 2 & 2538 20 3%
Homogeneous AS/R  Random Random Location — Homogeneous Random 1 Random
o« RSCS AS/R  Stack  Random Channel Random Channel ~Random 1 Random
5 RSLS AS/R Stack  Random Location Random Location =~ Random I Random
§- Depth First ~ AS/R Stack Depth First Depth First Random 1 Random
6 Stack First AS/R  Stack Stack First Stack First Random 1 Random
RSCS-NN AS/R Stack  Random Channel Random Channel Random 1 NN
RSLS-NN AS/R  Stack Random Location Random Location ~Random 1 NN
Random’ RCS/R  Stack  Random Channel Random Channel =~ Random 1 NN
«» Random-BBO RCS/R  Stack  Random Channel BBO Random 1 NN
) CBS-1 RCS/R  Stack CBS-1 BBO Random 3 NN
g AutoStore  RCS/R  Stack CBRS BBO Random 3 NN
5 AS-LFR RCS/R  Stack CBRS BBO LFR 3 NN
CBS-3-BBO RCS/R  Stack CBS-3 BBO Random 3 NN
CBS-3-RBP RCS/R  Stack CBS-3 RBP LFR 3 NN

First, the research gap for operating strategies assuming homogeneous unit loads
is discussed and it is shown how the throughput models developed in this work
close the gap. The Homogeneous operating strategy extends the homogeneous
reshuffle policy introduced by (Lippolt 2003) from double-deep to multi-deep
AS/R. The Random Storage Channel Strategy (RSCS) and the Random Storage
Location Strategy (RSLS) calculate the throughput for AS/R and RCS/R systems
in operation with a steady state of the rack itself instead of the initial state after
the first filling as in (Eder 2020a) and (Eder 2020b). Furthermore, the derived

1" The RSCS and Random operating strategies are identical. For benchmark reasons, they are
explained in Chapter 4 and in Chapter 5. However, for evaluation and comparison in Chapter 6
the operating strategy appears only with the name RSCS.
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throughput models consequently apply random storage, reshuffling and retrieval
as the first kind of such models. The RSLS is the first strategy in the literature to
apply the random location storage and reshuffle policies. The Depth First strategy
is modelled more accurately and with a simpler approach for depth first storage
and reshuffle policies compared to (Sari et al. 2005) and (Marolt et al. 2022b).
The Stack First strategy is new to the literature and has not been regarded so far
in any throughput model for multi-deep storage systems. The Random Storage
Channel Strategy with Nearest Neighbour policy (RSCS-NN) and the Random
Storage Location Strategy with Nearest Neighbour policy (RSLS-NN) extend the
RSCS and RSLS to apply the nearest neighbour storage and reshuffle policies. As
presented in Section 3.2, this is only new to the literature in combination with the
new RSCS and RSLS. The Random-BBO strategy exchanges the random reshuf-
fle policy from the RSCS-NN with the bring-back to original channel (BBO)
reshuffle policy. This operating strategy is mainly derived as a benchmark strat-
egy. To sum up, the Homogeneous strategy, RSCS, RSLS, Depth First strategy,
Stack First strategy, RSCS-NN, RSLS-NN, and Random-BBO strategy either sim-
plify existing models, implement existing policies more accurately or introduce
throughput models for uncovered policies while answering the research question 1.

Second, the research gap for operating strategies assuming heterogeneous unit
loads is addressed. The throughput model for the AutoStore strategy is the first
model that uses the same policies as the market leader for RCS/R systems as
described by Meller (2023). The AutoStore strategy is in contrast to the exist-
ing models which are based on Autostore (Zou et al. 2018) and (Tutam et al.
2024) and which deviate from the described AutoStore operating strategy. The
AS-LFR strategy extends the AutoStore strategy by adding the LFR unit load se-
lection policy which was only regarded by Ghomri and Sari (2017). Compared to
(Ghomri and Sari 2017), the AS-LFR strategy leads to a more accurate model and
is applied with different policies and to AS/R and RCS/R systems instead of flow
rack systems. With the CBS-3-BBO and CBS-3-RBP strategies, this thesis is the
first to derive throughput models for the class-based storage policy with multiple
classes per channel. To analyse the effect of different reshuffle policies, through-
put models for both the CBS-3-BBO and CBS-3-RBP strategies are derived. By
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deriving the throughput models for the AutoStore, AS-LFR, CBS-3-BBO, and
CBS-3-RBP strategies in this work, the research question 2 will be answered.

Finally, the CBS-1 strategy serves as a benchmark strategy and is based on the
class-based storage policies implemented by Zou et al. (2018) and Eder (2022),
who showed that CBS-1 performs better than the random policies.

Only few authors focused on the comparison of different operating strategies
in the literature. The Tables 3.1 and 3.2 show that most authors focus on one
operating strategy in their work. Generally, comparisons have been made us-
ing simulation (Van Den Berg and Gademann 2000) and (Marolt et al. 2022b).
However, some authors use slightly different reshuffle policies (Zou et al. 2018)
or different storage systems for one operating strategy (Chen et al. 2015) and
compare them. In summary, a comprehensive comparison of different operating
strategies for different multi-deep storage systems is missing in the literature.
Chapter 6 closes this research gap and provides answers to Research Question 3.
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4 Throughput Models for
Automated Storage and Retrieval
Systems for homogeneous Unit
Loads

In this chapter, throughput models for AS/R systems assuming homogeneous
unit loads are derived. It is shown in Section 5.5 how these models can be
adapted to RCS/R systems. This chapter starts with necessary assumptions to
be able to model the AS/R system behaviour and calculate the throughput ca-
pacities. It is shown how the throughput capacity and the expected travel times
tios; tsioR s TRi08; tonp can be calculated independent of the operating strategies.
Afterwards, the expected number of reshuffles 5 and the channel travel times are
derived for the Homogeneous, RSCS, RSLS, Depth First, Stack First, RSCS-NN,
and RSLS-NN operating strategies in the Sections 4.1 to 4.7. This chapter closes
with the validation of the derived models with simulation in Section 4.8.

In order to estimate the throughput capacity for a given AS/R system and one of
the seven operating strategies presented in Table 3.3, the following assumptions
are made for the models in this section:

 Storage and retrieval jobs are processed exclusively in dual command cycles.

e New storage and retrieval jobs are always waiting outside of the AS/R
system and therefore the S/R machine is never in an idle state. This ensures
the maximal throughput.
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* The throughput capacity is estimated for AS/R systems which are in a steady
state which represents the characteristics of an AS/R system in application
in the industry.

» Storage racks are considered to be a continuous rectangular pick face where
the I/O point is located in the lower left corner of the rack (Lerher et al.
2010).

e The acceleration and deceleration of the S/R machine, the telescopic arm,
the satellite vehicle, and robots is regarded in this dissertation. Another
assumption it that the maximal velocity can always be achieved. This leads
to a minor error for short movements, which will be addressed in Section 6.4
(Lehmann and Hussmann 2023).

e Every AS/R system is considered to be a single aisle and is operated by a
single S/R machine.

e S/R machines can move using the Chebychev metric.

The throughput capacity of AS/R systems is determined by the number of com-
mand cycles that can be executed within a certain time frame. For this the average
cycle time .y is sufficient and the throughput capacity T'P per hour is defined
as:

7p - 3900 4.1

tcycle

The calculation of Z.c;. follows the dual command cycle description introduced in
Section 2.1 and depends on the operating strategy. It differs for the Homogeneous
and the other six operating strategies in this chapter with:

teyele,hom. = 4ty + tos + 2tcn,s + tswor + 2tcn,r + tonp + B - t3
+ P(ﬁ > 0) (ttoHP + ttoS - tho,B) (42)
Leyele = 4t 4 tios + 2ton,s + tsior + 2tcn,r + tonr + 8-t (4.3)
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and

tg =2 (th + trop +ton,s,8 +tonrp)- 4.4

The handling time to pick or drop a unit load with the S/R machine ¢;, is a param-
eter and the calculation for i,pp and t,s for all strategies as well as the calculation
of the variables tsr and trg for the Homogeneous, RSCS, RSLS, Depth First,
and Stack First strategies will be presented in this section. The calculation of all
other variables in the Equations (4.2) to (4.4) for all operating strategies is shown
in the respective subsections in this section.

The travel times from the I/O point to a storage channel and from a retrieval
channel to the I/O point are defined as t;,s and ¢,pp. Since the retrieval channel
is chosen randomly, the travel time for t,,gp is the time between the S/R ma-
chine needs to cover the Chebychev distance between the I/O point and a random
channel. The storage channel is either randomly distributed as well because
all channel types for the operating strategies in this section are either randomly
distributed or as close as possible to the random retrieval channel (for RSCS-NN
and RSLS-NN) which results in ¢ also being the travel time between the I/O
point and a random storage channel. According to Arnold and Furmans (2019),
tonp and tys are calculated as:

1f§L+Qviy+lzL l+;b2 h<1
tioHP = tios = (1 v 2)% 21ayvy U? (Lz b ° 1) B 4.5)
%i“r(l—%)aﬁ-;m(g‘i‘@) b > s
where b is the wall parameter (Arnold and Furmans 2019) with
vy LW
b=2.21_. 4.6
vy oL (4.6)

For the Homogeneous, RSCS, RSLS, Depth First, and Stack First strategies, tsior
and tg.p are the travel time of the S/R machine between two random channels in
the AS/R system. Following Bozer and White (1984), the distance between two
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randomly selected channels is a random variable X with the pdf ¢g(X) and the
cdf G(X):

(X):{(Q_QX)“%‘—<)§>2>+(2X—X2)-<§—i§> 0<X<b

2. (1-X) b<X <1
4.7)
—X2).(2X _(X)2
G(X){(QX X% 23 - (3)7) 0<X<b “5)
2X — X? b< X <1

1
The expected distance is E(X) = [ X - g(X)dX and the travel times tsor and
0

triop are:

E(X)-l,L 1 (L+’Ly) (4.9)

foR = trios = — " + 5 -

Vg az Gy

The calculation of the time needed for acceleration and deceleration of the S/R
machine is based on the work of Arnold and Furmans (2019) and is used through-
out the remainder of this thesis.

For further calculations in this chapter of especially the number of reshuffles,
it is important to define the stock filling level w as the share of occupied storage
locations in the AS/R system. For the Homogeneous strategy, w can be calculated
with

>

(3)

T Ch,k) (410)

T =

3

h=1 k=1

I For b > 1 it is assumed that the rack is turned by 90° to adjust the given b for Equations (4.7)

and (4.8)
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and for all other strategies in this chapter, w can be calculated with

w= Zﬁ -m(cp). 4.11)

The following sections are structured as follows: First the channel type probabili-
ties 7(cp, ) for the AS/R systems in the steady state with the respective operating
strategies are derived. Based on that, the number of reshuffles and the travel
times of the telescopic arm or shuttle vehicle can be calculated. The Sections 4.6
and 4.7 build on Sections 4.2 and 4.3 an alter the calculation of tsr and trip
compared to Equation (4.9). The calculation for tsir, triog, tonp, and tis for
RCS/R systems is shown in Section 5.5. All other variables are the same for AS/R
and RCS/R systems.

4.1 Homogeneous Strategy

The Homogeneous strategy aims at storing, reshuffling and retrieving unit loads
in a manner that leads to a homogeneous allocation structure where every storage
location has the same probability to be free or occupied only depending on the
stock filling level w. With such ahomogeneous allocation structure, the calculation
of the relevant system parameters becomes relatively easy. The channel type
probability is calculated as

mleng) = (1 —w)f=h Wt (4.12)

The calculations for number of reshuffles and the channel times are shown in
Sections 4.1.1 and 4.1.2. However, to achieve such a homogeneous allocation
structure, special reshuffle jobs must be carried out (see Section 4.1.3). Sec-
tion 4.1.4 closes this section and proves that with the explained storage, reshuffle
and retrieval jobs, AS/R systems have the homogeneous allocation structure in
their steady state during operation.
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The Sections 4.1.1 to 4.1.4 are cited from the sections “Relocation Probabilities and Number of
Relocations”, “Channel Travel Times”, “Storage and Retrieval Operations in a multi-deep AS/RS”,
and “Stable System State Proof” of the paper “Travel time model for multi-deep automated storage
and retrieval system with a homogeneous allocation structure” in Logistics Research (Lehmann and
Hussmann 2021).

The text, formal analysis and visualisation in this section have been taken from the paper with
changes of technical terms, figures for consistent style, numbering of figures, equations, and
sections, extension of channel time formulas with acceleration, and symbols. Furthermore, the
language has been improved.

The author of this thesis was responsible for the conceptualisation, methodology, formal analysis,
writing (original draft and review), and visualisation of the research presented in these sections.

4.1.1 Reshuffle Probability and Number of Reshuffles

The reshuffle probability can be determined by calculating the average number of
blocking unit loads for storage lane h. This is identical to the number of occupied
storage locations h inthe H — h storage locations in front of the storage lane h.
Since the probability that during a storage job a new unit load is stored in any of
the H lanes is the same, due to the homogeneous allocation structure, the outer
sum is divided by H. This procedure is the same for storage and retrieval jobs
and therefore P(3 > 0) is the same for storage and retrieval jobs.

H H-—h
P(B>0)= 1 > <Hh h) cwh (1 —w)H ek (4.13)

For an easier calculation, the counter probability - 1 — P(no blocking unit load in front
of the regarded h) - can be determined as well.

1 H

_E.
h=1

l-wf+w-H-1

—n_ (
(l—w)H’— w-H

P(3>0)=1

(4.14)

For all AS/R systems with H > 2 it holds that the probability that at least
one reshuffle is necessary is different from the number of reshuffles. (5 can be
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determined similar to P(3 > 0) and the multiplication with h'. The homogeneous
allocation structure ensures that 3 = g+ g is the same for storage and retrieval

jobs (Bs = Br):

(4.15)

4.1.2 Channel Travel Times

The deeper the racks of an AS/R system are designed, the longer the telescopic
arm of a S/R machine needs to reach to the storage locations. tcj,s can be
determined relatively easy:

1+H 1,

ton,s =tch,R = —5— " —
2 v, ay

Uz

(4.16)

This means that the S/R machine must move halfway into the storage channel
during a storage or retrieval job. Once again, the homogeneous allocation structure
allows this simple definition. It also enables that tcy, 5.3 = tcon,r,3. However,
tcn,s,s can be determined by analysing every storage lane h and all storage
locations in front of each lane and calculating the channel time for each storage
location in front of the regarded lane. This sum divided by [ is the number
of storage locations the telescopic arm or shuttle vehicle have to cross during a
reshuffle:

H - ’
% Z Z 1% 1+I2J—h (Hh_’h) wh’ (1 _ o‘))Hfhfh l )
tonsp = —=LM=1 AN
Iy IB Il}z az
H+1 1, »
_aAl v 4.17)
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4.1.3 Storage, Reshuffle, and Retrieval Jobs

Both storage and retrieval jobs can be understood as a transition between two
channel types ¢y, ;, and ¢j,/ 57 A storage job S and a retrieval job R can be defined
as:

S Ch,k = Ch' K/, R: Ch/ k' =7 Ch,k (418)

Retrieval jobs can be understood as an inversion of a storage job. For each storage
job, there exists exactly one retrieval job that does the opposite, by just reverting
the channel type transition. To achieve the homogeneous allocation structure, a
storage or retrieval job needs to satisfy two principles:

1. Only one storage location in the channel type ¢y, ;, is allowed to change.

2. This change must be either from a free to an occupied storage location at a
storage job or from an occupied to a free storage location at a retrieval job.

In total, there are Z (") - (H — h) = 2H#~1 . H different storage jobs and the

same number of retrleval jobs possible. For further considerations, it is important
to know the probability that a storage or retrieval job affects a certain channel
type. The conditional probabilities of a storage or retrieval job taking place in a
channel type ¢, j, are:

P(eni|S) = W(Ch’(kg) (4.19)
;)(H —i)- _:17"(61,])

P(eni|R) =H7réff”“) (4.20)
;)w ;171'(017])

Not all jobs S and R for any c, ;. can be executed directly, due to blocking unit
loads. The necessary number of reshuffles is then the numbers of unit loads stored
in front of the storage or retrieval location in ¢y, .

44



4.1 Homogeneous Strategy

The basic idea of reshuffles is that the blocking unit loads are not reassigned
randomly, but to a storage channel in a predetermined channel type. The reshuffle
job is exemplary shown by the Figures 4.1 to 4.3. When the unit load 7 must be
retrieved, the 77 and 777 unit loads must be relocated first.

I 11 117 v 14 VI vir VIII

Figure 4.1: Triple-deep AS/R System. Unit Load 4 shall be retrieved out of Channel V' I11.

A storage channel type cj, i for the reshuffle of a blocking unit load has to be
found which satisfies the following conditions:

1. During a retrieval job, the lane (see Figure 2.1 for definition of a lane) of the
unit load to be retrieved must be free. In a storage job it must be occupied.

2. All other storage locations in channel type cj,  with a lower lane number
than the relevant storage or retrieval location (unit load ¢ in Figure 4.1) must
be the same as in the original channel

3. All storage locations in channel type ¢y, ;, with the same or a higher lane
than the relevant storage or retrieval location must be free

Only one storage channel type fulfills these conditions, which is channel 117
(type c1,2) for the first reshuffle. After the first reshuffle the AS/R system changed
to Figure 4.2. The second reshuffle follows the same three rules and the result
is shown in Figure 4.3. After this reshuffle, the unit load ¢ can be retrieved. It
is also noticeable that the S/R machine has to perform the same number of steps
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inside the original and the reshuffle channel for every reshuffle as assumed in
Section 4.1.2.

I 17 17 v |4 VI vir VIII

Figure 4.2: Triple-deep AS/R System after the first Reshuffle.

1 11 111 e \4 vi vir VIII

Figure 4.3: Triple-deep AS/R System after the second Reshuffle.

It should be emphasized that the described procedure for a reshuffle aims at
keeping the number of channels from every type stable, except from the original
channel. In total only one channel changed its type and this type transition is
illustrated in Figure 4.4.
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X—X
X(—X

Figure 4.4: Channel Type Transition of a triple-deep AS/R System after the second Reshuffle.

4.1.4 Steady State Proof

The hypothesis in this section is that the channel type probabilities 7(cp, 1) = (1—
w)H =" " and the storage, retrieval and reshuffle jobs explained in Section 4.1.3
describe a steady state for a multi-deep AS/R system.

This steady state requires that every ¢ ; can be transformed into any other
¢y )y with one more or one less unit load by only one storage or retrieval job.
Furthermore, every storage or retrieval job must be directly reversible. This means
that for every storage job ¢y — cpr i, there is exactly one retrieval job which
reverses the storage job with ¢,/ 1» — ¢ 1. This steady state can be described
with a Markov chain.

Therefore, a finite state space and transition probabilities between these states
must be defined. These states can be interpreted as the 27 possible channel
types. The transition probabilities are the conditional probabilities P(S|cy, k)
and P(R|cp, 1) that a storage or retrieval job is performed regarding a channel
cn,k. This Markov chain can be described with a 2 2H transition matrix M.
The entries in this matrix are the following:

* With every row h of M and, therefore, for every channel type, (H — h)
storage and h retrieval jobs can be performed. These are expressed with
the conditional probabilities P(S|cy, 1) and P(R|cps /).

* The entries of the main diagonalis 1 —h- P(R|cp ) — (H —h)- P(S|ch k).

e All remaining entries are 0.
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This transition matrix can be resolved to:

T
7'('(6071) 71'(00)1)
m(cw,1) m(cm1)
Generally it has to be shown that:
W(Ch’k) . P(S|Ch’k) = W(Ch/’k/) . P(R|Ch/7k/). (421)

If this is achievable with the so far derived channel type probabilities and storage
and retrieval probabilities, these probabilities make up a stable multi-deep AS/R
system together. In the following, the hypothesis will be proven for all storage
jobs. The prove for retrieval jobs is then trivial.

m(eng) = (1 —w)f=h. Wt (4.22)
(e ) = (1 —w)I=h=t . yhtt (4.23)
_ PlenklS)-P(S) _ P(S)
P(Slenk) = (en) “U—w o (4.24)
P(cp 1 |R) - P(R P(R
P(Rlep i) = (Chy;k(ch/)k/) == w(I} (4.25)

Filling Equations (4.19) and (4.20) and Equations (4.22) to (4.25) into Equa-
tion (4.21) results in:

_ P(s) —h-1 P(R)
(1_w)H h.wh'(l_w) H7(1 w)Hh .thrl UJiH
and

—h-1 P(S) _ —h-1 P(R)
(1—w)fI=h ~wh-T—(1—w)Hh ~wh~T

Following the assumption that P(S) = P(R), it is shown that Equation (4.21) is
true and the Hypothesis can be confirmed.
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4.2 Random Storage Channel Strategy

The Sections 4.2 to 4.5 are cited from the sections “Random storage channel strategy — RSCS”,
“Random storage location strategy — RSLS”, “Minimal variance strategy”, and “Maximal variance
strategy” of the paper “Travel time model for multi-deep automated storage and retrieval systems
with different storage strategies” published in the International Journal of Production Research
(Lehmann and Hussmann 2023).

The text, formal analysis and visualisation in this section have been taken from the paper with
changes of technical terms, numbering of figures, equations, and sections, and symbols. Further-
more, the language has been improved.

The author of this thesis was responsible for the conceptualisation, methodology, formal analysis,
writing (original draft and review), and visualisation of the research presented in these sections.

4.2 Random Storage Channel Strategy

To determine the number of reshuffles and the channel times, the steady state
of the rack, meaning the equilibrium probability distribution after a sufficient
number of storage and retrieval jobs, is required. The basis for this are the single
storage and retrieval jobs which lead to the steady state of the rack. In general,
H different storage jobs can occur, and Figure 4.5 shows exemplary the 3 storage
jobs for a triple-deep AS/R system.

Figure 4.5: The three possible Storage Jobs in a triple-deep AS/R System (Lehmann and Hussmann
2022).

The probability which storage job is chosen depends on the probabilities of
the storage channel types cj, .. The probability of choosing the middle storage
job in Figure 4.5 can be determined by dividing the probability for an empty
channel 7(cg) by the probability of all valid storage channel types for a storage
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4 Throughput Models for Automated Storage and Retrieval Systems for homogeneous Unit Loads

job Z 7(cp). Equation (4.26) shows the generalised calculation for the storage

probablhtles P(Sh), where S, is a storage job into a channel type cp,.
7(cn)
P(Sh) =5 (4.26)
> m(cn)
h=0
During the retrieval jobs reshuffles may occur. Therefore, the retrieval jobs
are divided into a pure retrieval component - that includes the retrieval of the
desired unit load itself - a reshuffle-retrieval component - that includes the retrieval
of the reshuffle unit loads - and a reshuffle-storage component, meaning the
H
transfer of the reshuffle unit load to other storage channels. There are > h =
h=1
w potential retrieval components. Figure 4.6 shows the six different retrieval

components for a triple-deep AS/R system.

Figure 4.6: The six possible Retrieval Jobs in a triple-deep AS/R System (Lehmann and Hussmann
2022).

It is apparent that from a storage channel with a higher h, more different retrievals
are possible and therefore the denominator in Equation (4.27) must account for
this.

W(Ch,l)

h-m(cna)

P(Rp) = = P(cp|R) (4.27)

M=

h=1
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4.2 Random Storage Channel Strategy

The reshuffle-retrieval component can consist out of a single reshuffle, but it is also

possible that several reshuffles must be completed - as one can see in Figure 4.6

(H+1)
2

at the left side. This means that over all £ different retrieval components,

H H
S 6E—-1) =4 3(; A reshuffle components in the original storage channel
i=2 j=i
are possible. Every reshuffle job can combine one of these reshuffle-retrieval
components with n reshuffle-storage components - similar to regular storage jobs
with a different starting point, resulting in the probability for every ¢;, to be chosen
H H
during a reshuffle: P(S3) - > > (i —1) - P(R;).
i=2 j=i
P(S}) displays the regular storage jobs. P(cy|S) is the conditional probability
that a channel of type ¢y, is chosen for a storage job as well as a reshuffle-storage
component and is calculated in Equation (4.28). With Bayes’ theorem Equa-
tion (4.29) and Equation (4.30) follow.

H H
P(cplS) = P(Sp) - (1+ Y (i— 1) P(Ry)) (4.28)
i=2 j=i
H H
(1+ 3 X (i=1)- P(R))) - P(S)
P(Slep) = ——27 (4.29)
> m(cin)
=0
P(Rley) = -0 430)
Z - 7T(Ci71)

P(S|cy) - the probability for a storage job when the system is in the channel of
type ¢y, - and P(R)|cp) are necessary, to model the AS/R system with a Markov
chain. Since the rack does not remember the order of former storage and retrieval
jobs and the next storage or retrieval job is only depending on the current state of
the rack, a Markov chain can be used to determine the channel type probabilities.
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4 Throughput Models for Automated Storage and Retrieval Systems for homogeneous Unit Loads

The state space of the Markov chain consists of the H + 1 channel types. The
channel type transitions during storage and retrieval jobs can be described with the
conditional probabilities P(S|cy) and P(R|cp). The Markov chain is represented
by the (H + 1) x (H + 1) transition matrix M:

0 i<j—1
P(S|cin) 1< ]

M; ;= § P(S|ein) j<i (4.31)
1—H - P(Rlc; 1) i=jandj=H+1
1= P(Slcin) — (i —1)P(R|cin) i=3j

For example for H = 3, the transition matrix is the matrix in Equation (4.32).
« in Equation (4.32) is 1 minus the sum of all other entries in the same row,
because the sum of each row in a transition matrix must equal 1. « represents the
conditional probability that neither a storage nor reshuffle job affects the channel
type of the row in M. For example the empty channel ¢y has the conditional
probability P(S]|co) that a storage job occurs into a channel of type ¢y when all
channels ¢y are regarded. And « is the conditional probability that ¢y is not
affected when storage or retrieval jobs are carried out which only concern other
cp, than ¢g.

a P(S|ep) 0 0
P(R|ey) a P(S|eq) 0
P(R|cz) P(R|c2) ! P(S|ca)
P(R|cs) P(R[c3) P(R|cs) @

M = (4.32)

To get the desired channel type probabilities 7(cy), it is necessary to resolve the
transition matrix M to

T T

= - M. (4.33)

52



4.2 Random Storage Channel Strategy

Together with Z m(cp) = 1, the solution for the system of equations (4.33) can

be given by Equatlon (4.34). Tt is only possible to display 7(cy) in closed form
dependent on the probability of the empty channel type 7(cp).

(h+1)- 7r(CO)I—h (m(co) — 1)h .T (1 + Tr(io))
; ,0<h<H
(—1)h-T (1 +h+ 71'(00))
o ) 4.34)
m(co)! 7P (m(co) = 1) - T (1 + )
m(co) h=H
1 b
—1)h .
1) F(h+7r(co))

I in Equation (4.34) is the Gamma function with T'(z + 1) = [ t"e~"dt.

4.2.1 Number of Reshuffles

With the knowledge about 7(cp,) and w it is now possible to determine P(S > 0)
and (.

H—-1 H
P(B>0)=) P(R (4.35)
=1 h=1+1
H—-1 H
= (z 3 P(Rh)) (4.36)
i=1 h=1+1

4.2.2 Channel Travel Times

Finally, it is possible to determine the average times the S/R machine needs to
perform storage jobs - t{cp,, g, the retrieval component - {cj, g, the reshuffle-
retrieval component - ¢y, g g - and the reshuffle-storage component t¢y, s 3.
Since storage jobs always follow the stack allocation structure, the movement
distance correspond to the difference between the maximum channel depth H

53



4 Throughput Models for Automated Storage and Retrieval Systems for homogeneous Unit Loads

and the storage location A given by the channel type c;, weighted by the channel
probability 7(cy, ), divided by the cumulative channel probability of the channels
into which storage jobs are possible. The same principal applies for the reshuffle-
storage component.

H—1
>, m(en) - (H —h)
tons = tongs = 222 A2 2 (4.37)

H—-1
> m(cn)
h=0

The expected retrieval time ¢y, g is the average retrieval time of channel ¢y,
weighted by channel probability 7(cy,). Since for channel ¢, the retrieval of all
h unit loads has the same probability, the average retrieval time of channel ¢y,
is given by the average of the distances associated with the h unit loads. The
aggregated sum in the numerator is finally divided by a weighted sum of the
channel probabilities; the weighting considers that for a channel ¢;, the retrieval
probability is  times larger, because when randomly selecting a unit load in the
rack, the probability of selecting a unit load in a filled channel is higher.

H h

71'(0;,,)( H — h—|—i> ;

= i= z Uz

tonr = = 4t (4.38)
S e wlen) 2o
h=1

The expression of the expected time of the reshuffle-retrieval component is closely
related with Equation (4.38), the inner sum iterating overall unit loads of any

channel type starts at ¢ = 2, in contrast to tcy,, g, since 7 = 1 corresponds to the
pure retrieval job. Moreover, the expression @ occurs in the sum - a Gaussian

sum - which depicts that in a channel with A unit loads, for the ¢-th unit load to be
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4.3 Random Storage Location Strategy

removed, all unit loads in front of it must also be removed; this additional inner
sum can be simplified to the Gaussian expression.

a S (h1)-(H—h) 4 25D
Z(Z(ll) m(cn) - = >
l v

h=2 \ i=2 2 j
j=1 z z

tC,R,IB: o h - —_ -
S (ti--wt) v
(4.39)

M)

4.3 Random Storage Location Strategy

When a storage channel is chosen in consideration of all free storage locations,
storage channels with few unit loads are preferred. This can be expressed by
multiplying the probability for the choice of a certain storage channel by the
number of free storage locations in a channel ¢, in the numerator and also the
denominator in P(Sy,).

wa=Hfﬁwyﬂ%) (4.40)
;) (H — Z) '7T(Ci’1>

This also leads to a new conditional probability for storage jobs.

H H
(1422 > (i—1)- P(R;))- P(S)- (H —j)

P(S|ep) = (4.41)

Z (H — Z) . W(Ci,l)

The calculation of P(R},) and P(R|cy,) stays the same as in Equations (4.27)
and (4.30) and also the transition matrix M stays the same as in Equation (4.31).
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The transition matrix M can be resolved and the storage channel probabilities are

obtained.
(nleo) =" (D" L wleo) Ho(h 1) oy gy
- [T )
m(en) = (r(co) = )P (=1)" h=H
h—1 1-1m(lcp) - ’
e
(4.42)

Since only the probabilities during storage and reshuffle jobs are calculated dif-
ferently compared to Section 4.2, the calculation of P(5 > 0), S, tcn, r. and
tcn, r,p 1S the same as in Equations (4.35), (4.36), (4.38) and (4.39). The channel
times during storage jobs and reshuffle-storage components do also differ from
the RSCS strategy. For the RSLS strategy they are:

H—1
]2 (H —=h)-m(cp) - (H —h) Lo
tons =tonsps = 22 Fr— : U—z + a—z. (4.43)
>, (H—h)-m(cn) °
h=0

4.4 Depth First Strategy

In Sections 4.2 and 4.3, the channel type probabilities were derived from an
underlying Markov chain. This procedure is not applicable for the Depth First
and Stack First strategies, because only the retrieval jobs follow a random policy,
and the storage jobs must store in a certain storage channel. Instead, the Depth
First strategy stores a new unit load into a storage channel c;, with the smallest
h = | H - w| and chooses randomly from all unit loads for a retrieval job. This
way it is possible to reduce the fill level variance of all storage channels. In the
perfect state of an AS/R system, there are always at most two storage channel
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4.4 Depth First Strategy

Figure 4.7: Example of the top View of a Rack in a triple-deep AS/R System with a Depth First
Strategy (Lehmann and Hussmann 2022).

types (cp, and cp41), as it is shown in Figure 4.7 for a triple-deep AS/R system
with w = 0.5625.

This basic idea of the Depth First strategy is used ad-hoc when deriving the
channel type probabilities, the number of reshuffles as well as the channel travel
times, although the perfect AS/R system as shown in Figure 4.7 is not always
satisfied, especially after retrieval jobs with reshuffles. To compensate for this,
a correction term will be used while deriving the storage and reshuffle-storage
channel times.

The channel type probabilities (¢, ) of a storage channel correspond to a piece-
wise linear function, where the probability for a channel type ¢y, rises until all
storage channels are of this type, every further unit load reduces the probability
linearly. The piece-wise linear probability function then corresponds to Equa-
tion (4.44) for all H and w.

h—1
0 WS T
H-w+1-h ,%§w<%
m(ep) = (4.44)
h h+1
h+1
o
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It is now possible to determine the reshuffle probability and number of reshuffies.

H -w-1

JH-w>1
P(3>0)= H-w (4.45)
0 JH-w< 1
i hood
B 1'Z=:1j=17r(0h+171)+z§j§2ﬂ—(6h) _h-(2-H-w—h-1)
= H- w N 2-H-w
(4.46)

The channel time for a retrieval job is shown in Equation (4.47). The reshuffle-
retrieval channel time ¢{c r s sums the channel times up for every possible
reshuffle, which is divided by all possible reshuffles.

i(H7h+i)+(H~w7h)~(H7h)

i=1 l, v,
fonr = Hw T a
h+h?+2H%2 w—2H -w-h L, v,
= LE g 4.47
2H -w Vy + a, ( )
hooi ’ ho
Tenprn) 3o 30 (H = h+j — 1)+ w(en) 266 — 1) (H — i+ 1)
i=15=1 i=2
tonrp = : h i h i
m(chi1,1) + m(cn)
i=135=1 i=2j=2
L
V, Ay
4h? + (3 4+ (-3 —62)H)h+6H?*w—3H -1 [, .
_ + (34 (-3—62)H)h+ 6H*w — 3 R (4.48)
6H  -w—3h—3 v,  ay

In the perfect AS/R system from Figure 4.7 only two channel types ¢, and ¢j, 1,1
are observed and therefore, a S/R machine must drive over H — h storage locations
to reach the channel of type c;,. However, such a perfect AS/R system may be
obsolete for example after retrieving out of the first lane in Figure 4.7. If such
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4.5 Stack First Strategy

a retrieval happens, the next storage job must drive over more storage locations
than H — h. The correction term of the channel time is added in Equation (4.49).

h i
apt
o L H =B (1 B) + L v
Ch,s = tch,s,3 = 143 v.
4h? + (2+ (-3 —62)-H) - h+6H?> - w 1. v,
= = !
6H -w—3h vz+az (4.49)

4.5 Stack First Strategy

The Stack First strategy pursues the goal that all storage channels are either
completely filled or empty. Additionally, storage channels can have other channel
types after storage or retrieval jobs. However, the next storage or reshuffle jobs
seek to eliminate these temporary channel types. For the determination of the
channel type probabilities the other channel types are not relevant since the rack
is continuous and the deviating channel types are very scarce compared to ¢y and
cp. It follows that the channel type probabilities only depend on w:

l—-w h=0
m(en) =<0 0O<h<H (4.50)
w h=H

For retrieval jobs, only channels ¢z are relevant and following the Equations (4.35)
and (4.36), P(8 > 0) =1 — % and

B=——". 4.51)
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The channel time for a retrieval job is only depending on the depth of the AS/R
system:

H
1 l, v, H+1 1, Vs

t :—~§ H+1-h) - -4+ "= —-—-—. =2 4= 4.52

ChR =g h:l( + ) vz+az 2 vz+az ¢ )

When reshuffle jobs are necessary, the S/R machine must relocate 1 up to 4 — 1
unit loads - depending on the location of the designated retrieval unit load - and
therefore:

torp="" T4 S = 24 (4.53)

Each dual command cycle contains at least one storage job. In an empty storage
channel, the S/R machine must perform H steps. However, retrieval jobs may
leave a storage channel, which is neither from type cg nor cy. Therefore, the
average channel distance for storage jobs are lower than H. The same applies for
the reshuffle-storage component and thus tcn, s = ton,s,8.

>3
1—H
= = l, » H+2 1, P
tChS:H*—hil ! *‘FU*:;*‘FK (454)
’ H vV, Ay 3 v, Qs

S h

h=1

4.6 Random Storage Channel Strategy with
Nearest Neighbour Policy

The cycle time calculation is similar to Section 4.2 with difference in calculation
of tsior and tryp because these movement times are not calculated following a
random policy but the nearest neighbour policy. This means that for a storage job
a storage channel as close as possible to the subsequent retrieval channel is chosen
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4.7 Random Storage Location Strategy with Nearest Neighbour Policy

and the same applies for a reshuffle job. tgor and trs depend on the number of
available storage channels with less than H unit loads stored (denoted as d) with

d=C- Z m(cyp,). Following Han et al. (1987) together with the Equations (4.7)

and (4. 8) the times tsor = tRiop are:
1
fX d(1 - G(X) 1 g(X)dX -1, L
Vg | Uy

0
t = + = (—+
StoR Vg 2 (az Qy

). (4.55)

4.7 Random Storage Location Strategy with
Nearest Neighbour Policy

The cycle time calculation is similar to the calculation in Section 4.3 and only the
calculation of ¢gor and tryp is different than in Section 4.3. The calculation of
tswr and trep can be found in Equation (4.55).

4.8 Validation of Analytic Models for
Automated Storage and Retrieval Systems

To validate the throughput models presented in the Sections 4.1 to 4.7, simulations
are performed to compare the cycle times obtained in the simulations with the an-
alytic models (the functionality of the simulation can be found in Appendix A.3).
Since the calculation of the throughput with given cycle time .y following
Equation (4.1) is trivial, it is sufficient to validate the cycle time. The simulation
consists of a warm-up phase to bring the AS/R system into a steady state of
operation and the evaluation phase. The warm-up phase ends when the average
cycle time of two consecutive blocks of 10,000 dual command cycles changes
less than 1 %. The evaluation phase consists of 100,000 dual command cycles.
This ensures a half width of the 95 % confidence interval of the cycle times of less
than 0.5 % of the cycle time t. ;.. Afterwards the mean and the 95 % confidence
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interval (with lower bound C'I;, and upper bound C'Iy) for the cycle time ¢, e
and the number of reshuffles per command cycle 3 are calculated. The relative
errors compared to the mean 0 and confidence interval d¢ for £y and 3 are:

_ Analytic value X — Simulated value X

Ox

Simulated value X

For validation, a baseline AS/R system is defined and varied afterwards for the
most important influence factors on the cycle time. These are the depth of the
system H, the number of channels in x- and y-direction (L and W) as well as
the stock filling level w. The baseline AS/R system is presented in Table 4.1
and the different configurations in Table 4.2. The homogeneous strategy leads to
256 channel types for I = 8 which makes a larger rack necessary to validate the
model. L issetto 100 and W is set to 30 for configuration V' and the homogeneous
strategy.

Table 4.1: Parameters of the AS/R System for Validation of the Models in Chapter 4. Values are
based on (Lehmann and Hussmann 2023).

1w ht v, v, v: az ay a, tp tq

050406 3 115 2 151 15

Table 4.2: Validation Configurations for the used AS/R System.

ConfigurationID L W H w

I 33 11 4 0.75
11 15 5 4 0.75
117 100 30 4 0.75
v 33 11 2 0.75
V 33 11 8 0.75
VI 33 11 4 0.6
VII 33 11 4 0.9
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Figures 4.8 and 4.9 show the validation results and the detailed results can be
found in Appendix A.4. For all models § < 3 % and thus the throughput models
perform relatively accurate compared with models in the literature as can be
observed when comparing with Table 3.2. The largest § for the Homogeneous,
RSCS, RSLS, Depth First, Stack First, and RSCS-NN strategies can be observed
for configuration I7 with up to § = 3%. This can be explained due to the
relatively small AS/R system in configuration I with only 75 storage channels
and thus the continuous rack face approach leads to these § between analytic
model and simulation. For the RSLS-NN strategy, the number of reshuffles are
underestimated by up to 3 % in the analytic model (for configuration V') which is
still in an acceptable range compared to literature.

0.02 A
0.01 A
0.00 - % — — %I — I;I — —
~0.01 T ITI
—0.02 1
—0.03 1
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> o o wn w0
[0} < R4 @) —
c ] 9] )
o T © A o
o o o o«
o [a)
S
o)
T

Figure 4.8: Validation Results for the Number of Reshuffles for all Configurations.
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Figure 4.9: Validation Results for the Cycle Time for all Configurations.
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5 Throughput Models for Robotic
Compact Storage and Retrieval
Systems for heterogeneous Unit
Loads

The throughput models for the Random, Random-BBO, CBS-1, AutoStore, AS-
LFR, CBS-3-BBO, ad CBS-3-RBP strategies will be derived in Section 5.1 and
validated in Section 5.2. Based on industry data, a comparison and validation
of operating strategies is shown in Section 5.3. Section 5.4 mainly discusses
the performance of the AutoStore strategy compared with the other strategies
and provides some managerial insights. Finally, Section 5.5 presents how all 13
operating strategies can be applied for AS/R and RCS/R systems.

The Sections 5.1 to 5.4 are cited from the sections “Throughput Models for RCS/R Systems”,
“Analytical Model Validation”, “Results”, and “Managerial Insights” of the paper “Digging Deep:
Finding and Maximizing the Throughput Capacity of Multi-deep Storage Systems” currently under
revision in Transportation Science (Lehmann and De Koster 2024).

The text, formal analysis and visualisation in this section have been taken from the paper with
changes of technical terms, numbering of figures, equations, and sections, and symbols.

The author of this thesis was responsible for the conceptualisation, methodology, software, val-
idation, formal analysis, investigation, writing (original draft), and visualisation of the research
presented in these sections.
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5 Throughput Models for RCS/R Systems for heterogeneous Unit Loads

5.1

Throughput Model Derivation for Robotic
Compact Storage and Retrieval Systems

The throughput estimation is based on the operating principle and strategies

described in Sections 2.2 and 2.3. Furthermore, the following model assumptions

are made:

1.

66

The RCS/R system operates with one pick station located at position
(£,0,0) as shown in Figure 2.2b. It is assumed that K robots are ex-
clusively assigned to one pick station and are either moving in the rack and
transporting unit loads or waiting on top of the pick station. With these
assumptions, it is straightforward to extend the models to more than one
pick station.

One robot is assigned to a full command cycle consisting of a retrieval with
corresponding reshuffle and return storage tasks. Robots do not collaborate
but instead execute their command cycles in parallel.

Robot congestion on top of the rack grid does not occur. Only queuing on
top of the pick station is considered. Note, that this assumption is reasonable
if the robot density on the grid is not too large, as multiple shortest paths
between locations exist, which can all be chosen by a robot.

The robot’s drop-off and pick-up process at a pick station is synchronised
with the time an operator needs to process a unit load. This implies that
after dropping off a unit load, the robot can continue picking up a unit load
previously picked at the pick station without additional waiting.

. At the pick station, robots are served following an FCES policy.

Products of the same class have the same access frequency, number of stored
unit loads, and replenishment frequency.

The throughput model only considers the retrieval and subsequent storage
of existing unit loads in the rack.



5.1 Throughput Model Derivation for Robotic Compact Storage and Retrieval Systems

To estimate the throughput capacity of a given RCS/R system, it is modelled as a
CQN with two server nodes (see Figure 5.1). In a CQN, retrieval jobs are always
available and robots do not have to wait for new command cycles. The time
needed for storage, reshuffles, and retrieval of a command cycle is assumed to
be an exponentially distributed delay process (an infinite server, denoted by IS),
with mean value

. = teyele- In Appendix A5, the distribution of the cycle
time is analysed an(il it is showed that it indeed can be well approximated with a
discrete exponential distribution. The service time of the pick station is assumed
to be exponentially distributed with a mean value “pﬁ = 1pick and the queuing
discipline is FCFS. Note that, with these assumptions, the inter-arrival time at the
pick station is also exponentially distributed. Robots may have to queue at the
pick station while the operator is still handling a previous unit load and there are

K robots in the network per pick station.

Pick Station

Jobs %E T —— Jobs

Figure 5.1: Closed Queuing Network with K Robots and two Server Nodes.

Section 5.1.1 derives the calculation of ¢.y... The proposed solution method is

explained in Section 5.1.2 and based on these results, the throughput capacity

(T'P) can be calculated in retrieved unit loads per hour. The throughput capacity

depends on the number of pick stations (P.5) which is set to 1 in this work.
3600s - PS - K

TP = , 6D
tcycle + twait + tpick

where ¢,,4;; represents the mean robot waiting time for service at the pick station.
For RCS/R systems with H > 12 levels (such systems are quite common in
practice), the calculation of ¢.,.. becomes too computation-time intensive. For
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this reason, a regression approach is presented in Section 5.1.3 to estimate f.ycie
for large values of H.

5.1.1 Cycle Time Calculation

The time t.y¢;. consists of three components: the time to take the requested unit
load to the pick station, the time to return a finished unit load to a storage location,
and the reshuffle movements of the robot on the grid. This last component depends
on the number of reshuffles which in turn depends on the channel type from which
the retrieval unit load is to be retrieved. If only the retrieval unit load is stored
in the channel, no reshuffles occur. However, if the channel is fully occupied
and the retrieval unit load is located at the bottom of the channel, then H — 1
reshuffles must be executed. Therefore, it is necessary to know the probability
distribution of channel types in the steady state of the rack. Based on these channel
type probabilities 7(cy, i) (Section 5.1.1.1), the number of reshuffies is calculated
(Section 5.1.1.2) and the cycle time of the robots in the rack (Section 5.1.1.3)
can be calculated. The calculation in all three subsections is strategy-dependent.
Table 5.1 groups the seven strategies with identical calculations for each of the
three sections. Calculations of strategies in the same group are identical for each
section.

Table 5.1: Groups of Strategies with similar Calculation for Sections 5.1.1.1 to 5.1.1.3.

Group 1 Random

Section 5.1.1.1: Group 2 Random-BBO, CBS-1
Channel Type Group 3 AutoStore, AS-LFR
Probabilities 7 (cp, 1) Group 4 CBS-3-BBO

Group 5 CBS-3-RBP
Section 5.1.1.2: Number ~ Group 1 AS-LFR, CBS-3-RBP

of Reshuffles 8 Group 2 Random, Random-BBO, CBS-1, AutoStore, CBS-3-BBO
Section 5.1.1.3: Group 1 Random, CBS-3-RBP

Robot Travel Times Group 2 Random-BBO, AutoStore, AS-LFR, CBS-3-BBO

teyele Group 3 CBS-1
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5.1.1.1 Calculation of Channel Type Probabilities

For the strategy in group 1, the steady state probabilities 7(cy, ) that channels
are of type ¢y i are provided by Lehmann and Hussmann (2022). In order to
determine the probabilities that channels are of type ¢y, . in the steady state of the
storage system for strategies of groups 2, 3,4, and 5, the system is modelled as a
Markov chain and derive the steady state probabilities 7(cy, ). The state space
of the Markov chain is determined by the channel types. Transitions between
states are determined by the conditional probabilities P(.Sj|cy, k), that a storage
job S; of a unit load of class j occurs when channel type cj, i, is considered and
the conditional probabilities P(R;|cp k), that a unit load of class j is requested

(R;), which is stored at location ¢ when a channel type c¢j, ;. is considered with
h

> m(enkt) = m(cnk). Note that P(S;) = f; - P(S), where f; is the access

=1

probability of class j and P(R;) = f; - P(R). To ensure that the different classes

and the total rack operate in a steady state, it is assumed that P(S;) = P(R;),

Vj,and P(S) = > P(S;) = 0.5. Figure 5.2 shows the Markov chain for
i€{A,B,C}
group 2 strategies of an RCS/R system with H = 3. In this simple case, only

one product class (A) needs to be distinguished and the number of channel types
equals 1 forevery h € H.

To solve for 7(cy, ) for all strategies of groups 2, 3, 4, and 5 from the equation
7+ M = 7 (with M the transition matrix of the Markov process), first P(.S;|cy, 1)
and P(Rj|cp k) have to be expressed in terms of 7(cp ). The sparse tran-
sition matrix M with positions (row and column indices) of P(S;|cp 1) and
P(Rj|ch,k,) for all h, k and ¢, is described in Appendix A.6 for groups 2, 3,

4, and 5. With these, the balance equations, - M = 7, can be drawn up for
H J!

the Markov chain. With the additional constraints that Y > m(cj %) = 1 and
h=0 k=1

H J"

> > 2 - 7(cpk) = w, the equilibrium probabilities 7(cy, 1) can be derived. It
h=0 k=1
is now elaborated on how to calculate the transition probabilities P(S}|cp 1) and

P(Rj|ch,,¢) of the strategies in the groups.
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P(SA|CO,1) P(SA‘CLl) P(SA|CQ71)
P(Ralc1,1) P(Rale2,1) P(Ralcs 1)

Figure 5.2: Markov Chain for Group 2 Strategies for an RCS/R System with H = 3 and J = 1.

The strategies in group 2 have in common that J = 1 and therefore £ = 1 for all
stack heights h, resulting in possible channel types ¢y 1,¢1,1, ..., cm,1 (for CBS-1,
this is the case for every individual zone). Also, the BBO reshuffle policy is
applied. To calculate the transition probabilities, Bayes’ theorem is applied. It
follows that P(Sal|cp1) = W, where P(cp,1|54) is the probability
that the channel type ¢y, 1 is selected for storage of a unit load of class 5 =A. This
probability of selecting channel type ¢y, 1 is the probability of a channel type cj, 1
divided by the sum of probabilities of all channel types eligible for storage (i.e.,
with at least one free storage location). In analogy to this, P(cp,1,|Ra) is the
probability that a retrieval unit load is selected from ¢j, 1 at location ¢. It can be
calculated as the quotient of (¢, 1) and the sum of probabilities of all channel
types with 4 > 1. From this, P(Sa|cp1) for b < H — 1 and P(Ra|cp1,4) for
h > 1 and ¢t < h can be calculated as follows.

™ Ch,l) ) P(SA) P(SA)

P(Saleny) =5 e BT h<H-1 (52)
m(ci1) " > m(ein)
1=0 1=0
(¢ P(R P(R
P(Ralcn,t) == (en) W((ChAl)) = () Jh>1,t<h.
Z 7:'71'(01'71) ’ Z 7;'71'(07371)
i=1 i=1

(5.3)

The calculation of the transition probabilities for operating strategies of group
3 is similar to that of group 2. The difference is that the access frequencies f;
of the three classes j € {A,B,C} are used to weigh the storage and retrieval
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probabilities P(.S) and P(R). Furthermore, the denominator in Equation (5.5) is
the sum of the probabilities of all retrieval jobs where a unit load from class j is
retrieved. Therefore, for all classes j, P(S;|cp k) forh < H—1and P(R;|cp k.t)
forh >1andt < his:

P(S;leni) = Hﬁ{j :;iP(S) (5.4)
P g;l W(Ci,g>
. P(R)-P(Bjn_1) if class j is at
P(Rlenst) = § £ 5 & wleri) s ey OCONES R (55)
0 else,

where P(; 5,—) is the probability that h — ¢ > 0 reshuffles are necessary when
retrieving a product of class j from location ¢ in a channel type cy, j;, thus weighing
the probability of this specific retrieval possibility compared to all other retrieval
possibilities. P(3;,—¢) is derived in Equation (5.16) in Section 5.1.1.2.

For the group 4 strategy, all channel types are ranked by priority (see Sec-
tion 2.3.2). The probability P(cy, x|S;) that the channel type c, 1 is selected for
a storage job of a class j product is the probability that at least one channel of this
channel type ¢y, j, exists in the system multiplied with the probability that no chan-
nel of a type with higher priority ¢,/ - exists in the system (A’ can either equal h
or it can be any other level of the RCS/R system with a higher priority. Priorities
of levels for products of the three classes A, B, and C are defined in Section 2.3.2).
The probability that at least one channel of type ¢y, i, exists is 1 — a(h, k) with
a(h,k) = (1—m(cpx))C, with C = L-W. The probability that no channel type
with higher priority ¢,/ 5 exists is the product of a(h’, k) over all channel types
¢ )y with higher priority than the regarded channel type c¢;, ;. Channel types
with higher priority than the regarded channel and the same number of stacked
unit loads (b = k') are channel types ¢,y with &' =k +1...J k. Furthermore,
the level A’ depends on the class j of the product to be stored. As mentioned in
Section 2.3.2, a different policy is applied to every class which determines which
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channel types with which number of stacked unit loads 2’ have a higher priority
than the channel types with A unit loads stacked. For example, the probability
that any ¢y, 1, is selected for the next storage job of a class A product, is the product
of the access frequency of class A products (fa) and the probability that at least
one channel of type ¢y, ; exists in the rack (1 — a(h, k)). This is multiplied with

the probability that no channel type exists in the rack with the same h but higher
3h
priority (  [][ «(h,m))and with the probability that also no channel type exists
m=k+1
H—h3htm
with A’ > h (thus higher priority for class A products) ( [[ ] «(h+ m,n)).
m=1 n=1

For h < H this results in:

3h

P(cnilSa) =fa- (1 —a(h,k)- [ alh,m)
m=k+1
H—h3htm

H H (h 4 m,n). (5.6)

m=1 n=1

In a similar fashion, P(cy, 1|S;) for the classes B and C of the group 4 strategy
for h < H can be obtained as:

3h
PlenilSs) =f5- (1 —a(h,k)- [ alhm)
m=k+1
h—1 3h—m™ o
T a(h—m,n) B<h<B
m=B n=1
B+B—h—13h—m
I1 a(h—m,n) h<B (5.7
m=h+1 n=1
h—1 gh—m o
Il a(h—=m,n) h>B
m=B+B—h n=1
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3h

)=fe-(L=a(hk)- [[ alh.m)

m=k-+1

P(

h 3 h—m

H H (h —m,n) (5.8)

m=1 n=1

With Bayes’ theorem, the conditional probability that a storage job S; occurs
P(Ch,,k(\sj)‘f(sj) The prob-
T(Ch,k :

ability P(R;|cp k) is the same as for group 3 in Equation (5.5).

when channel type ¢y, ;. is regarded is P(S;|ch 1) =

The only difference between the group 4 and group 5 strategy is the calcula-
tion of P(cy x]S;). In addition to the Equations (5.6) to (5.8)), the reshuffled
unit loads are included in the storage probabilities, because a reshuffle in the
CBS-3-RBP strategy can be regarded as an additional storage job for h < H:

3}1
PeniSa) =(fa + )1 —a(hk) - [T alh,m)-
m=k-+1
H—h3"tm

H H (h +m,n) (5.9)

m=1 n=1

3h
P( ) =(fs+¢)(1—ah,k)- [ alh,m)
m=k+1
h—1 3h—m o
1T II alh—m,n) B<h<B
m=B n=1
B+B—h—13"—m
II a(h—m,n) h<B (5.10)
m=h+1 n=1
h—=1  3h—m
I a(h—m,n) h>B
m=B+B—h n=1
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3h

P(cnilSc) =(fe+ )1 —a(h, k) - J] a(h,m)-
m=k+1
h 3h—m

H H (h —m,n) (5.11)

m=1 n=1

In these expressions (; is the expected number of blocking unit loads of class j
with

H 3" n

=3 5°S " PlengilRy) - (h—1)).

h=1k=1t=1

Although the calculations of the Markov chain solutions of group 2 strategies
are straightforward due to the small state space, the large state space and high
exponents for the strategies of group 3, 4, and 5 require an iterative method to
numerically obtain the channel type probabilities. Our iterative algorithm uses
the power method (Bolch et al. 2006) and starts with a given state probability
distribution that complies with the given stock filling levels wa, wp and wc. The
iterative algorithm converges towards the steady state because the Markov chain is
positive recurrent and thus possesses only one steady state. This follows directly
from the countable state space and the irreducibility of the Markov chain and
transition matrix.

5.1.1.2 Calculation of Number of Reshuffles

The presented approach for calculating the number of reshuffles can be applied for
both group 1 and group 2 strategies. However, the number of stored unit loads per
product of class j (£;) is set to 1 for group 2 strategies because the random retrieval
unit load selection policy is used. This policy randomly selects a unit load of a
given product and thus can be treated as if only one unit load of each product exists.

It is assumed that all unit loads of class j are equally distributed over all lo-
cations ¢ in all channel types cj, , in which class j unit loads are stored. It is
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also assumed that all unit loads of a single product {; are equally distributed over
all locations ¢ in all channel types cj, ;, in which class j unit loads are stored.
A combinatorial approach is chosen to calculate the probability that s reshuffles
are necessary during the retrieval of a class j product. Therefore, the number of
possible allocations is calculated of the &; unit loads of a single product in the
system that cause s reshuffles when the unit load that causes the fewest reshuffles
is retrieved. This is then divided through all possible allocations of the &; unit
loads of a single product in the system.

Let 7, be the total number of class j unit loads stored in the RCS/R system. Let
pj,s be the total number of class j unit loads in the system causing 0 < s < H —1
reshuffles when being retrieved. Then ) ¢ is the total number of class j unit loads
in the system causing more than 0 reshuffles when being retrieved which equals
vj — pj,0- The expressions p; ; and A; 5 can be calculated as:

Aj0 =i — Pj0 (5.12)

Ajis = Ajis—1 — Piis (5.13)
H J"

Pj.s = Z Z m(chk) - C - Tjshk (5.14)
h=1k=1

1, if the unitload at ¢y, 1, ,—s is from class j

where 7o pk = { (5.15)

0, else

Note that p; 5 can be calculated because m(cy, 1) is known and with 7(cy, ) - C
it is known how many channels with type ¢y, ;, exist in the RCS/R system. To
calculate the number of allocations of the £; unit loads of a single product which
cause s reshuffles, first all allocations are calculated in which one unit load causes
s reshuffles and all remaining §; — 1 unit loads cause more than s reshuffles
with (72) - (E?J'_'Sl). This calculation is repeated for all m € {1, ..., &;} unit loads
causing the s reshuffles and &; —m unit loads causing more than s reshuffles. Only
allocations in which at least s reshuffles are necessary are regarded because all
other allocations lead to fewer than s reshuffles and are irrelevant for calculating
the probability that s reshuffles are necessary. All calculated allocations are
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summed up and divided by all possible allocations of the ¢; unit loads of a single
product in the system:

9]
P (CIRETR)
P(Bj.s) = &) : (5.16)
&

The expected number of reshuffles during a unit load retrieval for group 1 and 2
strategies can now be calculated as:

H—

Bzi( (s P(B., )) (5.17)

7j=1 s=0

,_.

5.1.1.3 Robot Travel Times

Section 2.2 describes all steps in the dual command cycle of a robot. The mean
cycle time .y (see Appendix A.7 for an estimate of the variance of the cycle
time) for a dual-command cycle of a robot consists of the following movement
and handling times for all seven strategies:

teyele =tswor + tolp + tios + 4 - th + 2(tcn,s +ton,r) + 3 - trurn + B - 3.
(5.18)

For group 1 strategies, t5r is the time a robot needs to drive from the last storage
channel to the next retrieval channel and depends on the expected number d of all
channels of type ¢, 1, in the rack, which is given by d = (¢, ) - C. The nearest
neighbour movement policy is applied whenever possible. The smallest distance
between a random retrieval channel of type ¢y, ;, and d randomly distributed storage
channels is a random variable X4 with pdf:

g(Xg)=d-(1-Gx)4 ! g(x). (5.19)
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The expected distance F(X ) is

Lo L4+1, W
B = [ (o g(Xa)da, (5.20)
0

where G(x) and g(z) are the probability distribution and density function, respec-
tively, of the distance between two randomly selected channels in the grid. Both
g(x) and G(z) are derived in Appendix A.7. E(X) has to be calculated for every
possible storage job and is then weighted with all other possible storage jobs, as
indicated in Equation (5.21). This method of individual calculation and weighting
with all other storage or retrieval job probabilities can be found throughout the
remainder of this section. The resulting average travel time tgR is:

H—1JM!

S 3 PlenklS) - E(Xq) y
e 2 (>21)
> Y PlenlS) - ve :

h=0 k=1

tswor =

Z—: is the approximate time for acceleration and deceleration of a single movement
of the robot, based on Arnold and Furmans (2019). The robot drives in two
directions for the vast majority of movements. Therefore, Z—z is taken twice in
Equation (5.21)). Regardless of the unit load retrieval policy, the retrieval channel
is randomly positioned in the rack. Therefore, the next storage channel with
minimal distance to the retrieval channel is also randomly distributed in the rack,
thus the travel times from the retrieval channel to the pick station (¢,,pyp) and the
travel time from the pick station to the next storage channel (#,s) are:

Vg

ly-L+2-1,- W
R +2. =, (5.22)
4 v, o

tionp = tos =
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The derivation of Equation (5.22) is shown in Appendix A.7. The lift times tcy, r
and t¢y, s for group 1 are:

H—1Jht!
Z EP(Ch,kS)-h'lz "
h=0 k=1 z
tons = tonr = T + o (5.23)
> > PlenklS) - v-
h=0 k=1

The robot only has to change direction on the grid of the RCSR system when the
next channel is on another row and column as the previous one, which occurs with

probability % This leads to:

L-W

= . 24
tturn L W—-IL-W tu (5 )

Furthermore, the time for one reshuffle {3 for group 1 consists of the following
travel and handling times. The robot lowers the lift in the retrieval channel (taking
time tcp, R g), picks up the unit load (¢,), retrieves the lifting device (tcon, R, 8),
drives to a new storage channel (tg.o3 and, if the robot changes direction, followed
by tiurn ), lowers the lifting device with the unit load (t¢h,5,3), drops the unit load
(tn), retrieves the lifting device (tc,,s,5), and drives back to the retrieval channel
(triop + teurn). This leads to:

tg =2 (ta +ton,r,g + tcn,s,8 + th + trurn)s (5.25)

with ¢, being the same as ts;or in Equation (5.21), tcp r,8 = ton,r and ton, 5,8 =
tcn,s from Equation (5.23) and ¢4y, is obtained from Equation (5.24).

For group 2 strategies, {sRr, toHPs toss tch,s and Ly, are the same as in group
1 in Equations (5.21) to (5.24). However, the values ¢g and the lift times tcy, g,
ton,r,p and toyp, g, are calculated differently by considering that the blocking
unit loads are taken back to the retrieval channel. The reshuffle time ¢z for group
2 strategies is:

tg =4- (ta + tch,r,g +tensp +1th + tiwrn )- (5.26)
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The time a robot needs to travel from the retrieval channel to the reshuffle channel
(t2) for group 2 strategies does not regard all possible channel types but only
those with h = H — 1 unit loads stored. Since the unit loads are only buffered
temporarily, the exact channel type of channels with H — 1 unit loads is not
relevant. Therefore, the expected number d, of channels of type cg—1  is given

JH—l
byd= > w(cu—1)-C,and
k=1
E(X, .
A IC.C) RPN (5.27)
Vg .

with E(X,) from Equation (5.20). The lift times for group 2 are:

1
tenr =—; 7 h + o (5.28)
Z Z Z P(Ch k,t|RJ) Uy -
h=1k=1jEAB,Ci=1
I v,
ton,s,g =— + o (5.29)
H J" h h—t
hzl kzl j AZB Ctz1 Z1P(Ch kel By) - (h =) - L v
=1k=17€A,B,Ct=1s= >
tonrp = — +o 630
> > > 2 PlengtlR)) - vs

For the group 3 strategy, the expressions for tgor and freg are similar to
Equation (5.21) and Equation (5.27) with the difference, that the upper limit
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of the integral of E(Xg) depends on w;. The resulting £(X4); applied for
calculation of tg;,r and gy are for the three investigated classes j =A, B, and C:

loLtwa-ly W
E(Xg)a = / (2 - g(Xa))dz (5.31)
0
1o L4+0.5wp 1, W
B(Xa)s = / (2 9(Xa))dz (5.32)
0
Lo L40.5we 1, W
B(Xa)e = / (2 9(Xa))dz, (5.33)
0

with d = 7(cp, 1) - C for the calculation of tgor and d = P(cy,—1) - C for the
calculation of g,3. The values t,np and ¢,,s for the individual classes j =A, B,
and C (t,npj and t,0s ) can be calculated:

l.L+w; - 2L,W+05-[,W(wp +w Vg
toHpA = ! K 10 Y ( B C) +2- af =twpsa (5.34)
loL +wj-2L,W +0.5-1,W - (we +wa +0.5-wpg)
twHPB = : 4‘. " +
Uy
2. — =twsB (5.35)
Qg
loL +w; - 2L, W + 0.5 1, W (wp +wa + 0.5 - we)
torPC = 10 +
Uy
2. — =tpsc. (5.36)
a

x

The combined values for ,gp and ¢, are calculated by weight ¢,,pp; and #osj by
the access frequencies of the classes f;:

1 - teonpj
j=1

3 (5.37)
> fi
Jj=1

torp = tos =

tiurns ton,ss ton, R, ton,s,g and ton, g, are the same as in the Equations (5.23),
(5.24) and (5.28) to (5.30).
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5.1.2 Solution Approach for the Closed Queuing
Network

In Section 5.2, a simulation model is introduced to validate our analytical models.
This simulation model can also be used to analyse the distribution of ¢y and
of the interarrival time at the pick station for all seven strategies. The results
are presented in Appendix A.5 and show that the interarrival time at the pick
station can indeed be well approximated by an exponential distribution. Note that
it is assumed that the service time at the pick station is exponentially distributed.
Therefore, the Mean Value Analysis (MVA) can be applied to calculate the waiting
times of the robots in front of the pick stations with ¢,,4is = 1" —tjcr, Where T'is
the mean response time at the pick station (see Bolch et al. (2006), Section 8.2.1,
on how to calculate this). With t,,,;; the throughput capacity can be estimated
using Equation (5.1).

5.1.3 Regression Models

H

For the AutoStore, AS-LFR, CBS-3-BBO, and CBS-3-RBP strategies, > 3h
h=0

channel types result in a O(3) complexity to solve the Markov chain. This

cannot be done in reasonable time for large state spaces with [/ > 12. Therefore,
regression models are introduced which can estimate the behaviour of systems with
H > 12. The regressions are for the travel and reshuffle terms in Equation (5.18),
based on expressions calculated in this section. The regression models are fit
for various system configurations, all with height # < 12. For the AutoStore,
AS-LFR, and CBS-3-BBO strategies, only tsior, triog> tCh,S» tch,Rs tch,Rr,3 and
[ in Equations (5.18) and (5.26) depend on the result of the Markov chain. The
travel time tgor converges towards the distance between two random channels in
the rack which is:

Lol plyW  ploL pl,W Iz L+ 1,W
/ / / / (i = /| + 15 — 7 didjai'dj’ = “= T2 (538)
0 0 0 0 3
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and thus tgor = lo-Ltw, W + 2% forall H > 12. To obtain trig, tch, r»

3y Qg

tcn,s,3> ton,r,3, and 3 linear regression can be applied. For the CBS-3-RBP
strategy only tsior, triog> tCh,s» tcn,r and S in the Equations (5.18) and (5.25)

depend on the Markov chain. Both tg,r and tris converge towards the distance

lo-L+wy-W | o,
30, + oo

Quadratic regression can be used to estimate /3, ¢, s, and top, . Appendix A.8

between two random channels and therefore tsior = triog =

presents the regression models and shows their fit, for H < 12, for one example
layout.

5.2 Validation of Analytic Models for Robotic
Compact Storage and Retrieval Systems

To validate the throughput model, an RCS/R system with a single pick station is
simulated. The RCS/R system consisting of the rack, the robots, and the pick
station are described in Section 2.2 and follow the same assumptions as introduced
in Section 5.1. The flow diagrams of the simulation model for all the strategies
and a description of how the unit loads and products are generated can be found in
Appendix A.3. The model is implemented in Python. The simulation is divided
into a warm-up and an operating phase. The warm-up phase ends when the
rack has reached a steady state, which is characterised by a relative difference of
less than 0.1 % for ¢,y of two consecutive blocks of 10,000 command cycles
each. After the warm-up phase, further dual command cycles are executed to
evaluate the analytic models. 100,000 command cycles are randomly generated
after the warm-up phase following the corresponding strategies as described in
Appendix A.3, leading to a 95 % confidence interval of the cycle times ¢ ;c Where
the half-width is less than 1 % of the average. Then, 100 blocks are randomly
selected, each consisting of B command cycles from the total 100, 000 command
cycles and calculate the mean and 95 % confidence interval (with lower bound
C1y, and upper bound C1;) for the most important performance indicators: the
throughput capacity 7'P obtained from the CQN, the cycle time of a robot in the
rack tcycie, and the number of reshuffles per command cycle 3. Then, the results
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of the analytical model are compared with the mean and confidence intervals
obtained from simulation. The relative errors compared to the mean § for TP,
teyele and 3 are:

_ Analytic value X — Simulated value X

Ox

Simulated value X

A baseline instance of the RCS/R system is set and subsequently alter the param-
eters (see Table 5.2). By sequentially fixing one variable at the base level and
varying the others at the two alternative levels, 11 instances are evaluated (see
Table 5.3). All other parameters of the RCS/R system are listed in Table 5.4.

Table 5.2: Values for the Variables of different Instances for Validation.

Variable Alternative 1 Baseline Alternative 2

C 1641 2500 5041
H 4 8 12
K 2 5 10
w 0.6 0.75 0.9
B 10 50 100

aa,ag,ac  (L11) (6,3,3)  (20,10,5)

Table 5.3: Validation Instances.

ID ¢ HK w B a ID C HK w B a
I 2500 8 5 0.75 50 6,33 VII 2500 8 5 0.90 50 6,3,3
I 2500 8 5 0.75 50 1,1,1 VIOI 2500 8 2 0.75 50 6,3,3
I 2500 8 5 0.75 50 20,10,5 IX 2500 8 10 0.75 50 6,33
IV 2500 8 5 0.75 10 633 X 5041 4 5 0.75 50 6,33
vV 2500 8 5 0.75 100 6,33 XI 1681 12 5 0.75 50 6,3,3
VI 2500 8 5 0.60 50 6,373
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Table 5.4: Validation Parameters of the RCS/R System.

Variable Values

lpyly, 1. 0.7,0.5,0.25

Vg, Uz 4, 1.6

Ay, Gy 14,14

fas fBo fe 6,2,1

wawp.we 15 %, 20 %, 40 %
tpicks ths tu 20,2, 1.2

Figure 5.3 shows the relative errors ¢ for the throughput capacity for all instances
and the seven operating strategies. Detailed results per instance and strategy can be
found in Tables A.5 and A.6 in Appendix A.9. Figure 5.3 shows that the absolute
relative error for the throughput capacity is less than 3 %, for all instances and
strategies. However, not all estimation models perform equally accurately. The
absolute relative error ¢ for t.yee is less than 7 % for all strategies and instances.
The error for 3 is also less than 7 % for all instances of the Random, Random-BBO,
CBS-1, AutoStore, CBS-3-BBO, and CBS-3-RBP strategies. The relative error
for 3 for instance ITI of the AS-LFR strategy is quite large: up to 43 %. However,
this large relative error is related to a small absolute error of this instance, since
[ = 0.12 in the analytical model and § = 0.21 in the simulation (see Table A.5
in Appendix A.9). It is the smallest number of reshuffles over all experiments
and therefore does not cause a large error in the throughput capacity of instance
IIT for AS-LFR (T'P = 163.66 for the analytical model and T'P = 163.03 for
the simulation - see Table A.5 in Appendix A.9). Table 3.2 in the Literature
Review section shows relative errors of related models in the literature. These
range between 1 % (Lehmann and Hussmann 2021, Tutam et al. 2024) and 25 %
(Ghomri and Sari 2017). We conclude that the models are sufficiently accurate
and has comparable quality as other models in literature.
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Figure 5.3: Relative Error § for the Throughput 7'P over all Validation Instances for all Operating
Strategies.

5.3 Results

This section compares the seven strategies to determine which yields the highest
throughput. In Section 5.3.1, the dimensions of the rack (L, W and H) are varied
to find the throughput maximising dimensions for every strategy. The throughput
maximising ratio of length to width of the RCS/R systems is also determined for
all seven strategies in Section 5.3.1. Section 5.3.2 compares the best operating
strategies with the AutoStore benchmark strategy in more detail and Section 5.3.3
includes a case study with industry data and compares the two best performing
strategies in a real-world application. The analytic models are used to maximise
the system throughput for given system constraints.

5.3.1 Throughput Maximisation

The closed queuing network model solves rapidly (within a few seconds) for
RCS/R systems. To determine t.y.j. by solving the Markov-chain models take
hours for systems with H = 12 (and seconds for H = 2). For larger heights,
the regression model is used to determine ... The model can therefore be
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used to optimise the system dimensions for throughput capacity maximisation.
Assumptions are a rack capacity of about 20, 000 unit loads, K = 5 robots and
one pick station, while the number of unit loads per product (€4, &g, &c) equals
(6,3,3). All other characteristics are given in Table 5.4. The throughput capacity
is maximised in two models, M1 and M2. M1 varies the depth of the system H
and the number of channels in length L and width W direction. M2 additionally
sets the [, L to [, W ratio r as an additional constraint.

M2: max TP
M1: max TP
s.t. H <24
S.t. H <24
L-W - H > 20,000
L-W-H > 20,000

LW,HeN
LW,HeN
L
ww =T

As the solution space is limited and the CQN solves sufficiently fast, the feasible
values of L, W, and H for all seven strategies can be evaluated by full enumeration.
Figure 5.4 shows the maximum throughput capacities for all possible values of
H < 24 (Meller (2023) indicates a maximum of 24 stacked unit loads in an
AutoStore system). The maximum throughput capacity is achieved for the AS-
LFR strategy for H = 3, L = 94 and W = 71 with 163.6 cycles per hour closely
followed by the CBS-3-RBP strategy for H = 3, L = 94 and W = 71 with 162.6
cycles per hour. If a footprint restriction is added to the maximisation problem
of e.g., 1000 m?, the maximum throughput capacity drops to 150.5 cycles for
the AS-LFR strategy and to 157.9 cycles for CBS-3-RBP (with H = 8 for both
strategies). All strategies have in common that the maximum throughput capacity
decreases with higher values of . The two best performing strategies (AS-LFR
and CBS-3-RBP) are used together with the AutoStore strategy as benchmarks
to apply M2 by full enumeration. The highest throughput can be achieved for
the ratios r = 1.92 for AutoStore, r = 1.85 for AS-LFR, and » = 1.85 for the
CBS-3-RBP strategy (see Figure 5.5a). Note that all three ratios are between 1
and 2, which is also the result of an analytical derivation of the lower and upper
bounds of the throughput-maximising ratio. In Appendix A.l, the maximum
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Figure 5.4: Results for Model M1: Maximum Throughput Capacity for every H < 24.

throughput capacity is achieved for a ratio » of I, - L and w,, - W between 1 and
2 for all seven strategies. Figure 5.5a also shows that the maximum throughput is
relatively insensitive to the length to width ratio of the system. Figure 5.5b shows
that the throughput maximising value H does not change in the relevant area for
1<r<2.

5.3.2 Operating Strategies Discussion

The CBS-3-RBP and AS-LFR strategies yield the overall highest throughput
capacities because they both apply the LFR unit load selection policy, which is
designed to reduce reshuffles. Although they yield comparable results regarding
throughput capacity and number of reshuffles (see Table A.5 in Appendix A.9),
the operating principles are different. In the CBS-3-RBP strategy, every reshuffle
acts as a storage job to a specific channel type, which leads to a relatively high
travel time per movement of the reshuffle. In contrast, the AS-LFR strategy
requires a reshuffled unit load to be transported back to the original channel (BBO
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Figure 5.5: Results for Model M2: Maximum Throughput (a) and the resulting value of H (b) for
Length to Width Ratios of the System between 0.5 and 5 in 0.01 Steps.

reshuffle policy), causing more robot movements, each with a relatively short
travel time. As a consequence, no strategy strictly dominates the other; both yield
higher throughput capacities for different model parameters.

The AutoStore strategy leads to a relatively low throughput capacity, which
can be up to 48.5 % less compared to the CBS-3-RBP strategy for storage sys-
tems with H > 8 (see Figure 5.4). To further compare the two best performing
strategies and the AutoStore strategy, the number of unit loads per product in
class A is varied. In Figure 5.6 &g and &c are set to &g = 1 and {¢ = 1 and
only vary &a, and observe the impact of the number of unit loads per product
on throughput capacity. It can be seen that the throughput capacity increases
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Figure 5.6: Throughput Capacity and Number of Reshuffles of the CBS-3-RBP, AS-LFR, and Auto-
Store Strategies for varying Number of Unit Loads per Product of Class A.

for an increasing number of unit loads per product for both the CBS-3-RBP and
AS-LFR strategies, with the LFR retrieval unit load selection policy. The reason
for this is the decreasing number of reshuffles per retrieval. Note that this effect is
also decreasing in itself, leading to concave throughput capacity curves. However,
the throughput capacity for the AutoStore strategy does not change, because the
strategy cannot exploit the additional information as it draws a unit load randomly
from all unit loads of the same product during retrieval.

In Table 5.5, the channel type probabilities 7 (cy, ) are aggregated over all levels
h of the RCS/R system with instance I. It shows the percentage of unit loads of
class A in each level h. When comparing the newly introduced CBS-3-BBO and
CBS-3-RBP strategies, it can be observed that both strategies achieve different
effective allocation of unit loads to the corresponding zones. Only 75 % of class
A unit loads are stored in zone A in the CBS-3-BBO strategy, compared to 100 %
in the CBS-3-RBP strategy (see Table 5.5). The latter strategy thus preserves the
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zones of classes better. This reduces the number of reshuffles (see Table A.5 in

Appendix A.9).

Table 5.5: Share of Unit Loads of Class A stored in Level h in the Steady State.

h Designated Zone CBS-3-BBO CBS-3-RBP

8 A 20.2% 33.3%
7 A 20.4% 33.3%
6 A 18.2% 33.4%
5 Band A 15.7 % 0.0%
4 Cand B 12.5% 0.0%
3 C 8.6 % 0.0%
2 C 3.8% 0.0%
1 C 0.6 % 0.0%

5.3.3 Case Study with Industry Data

A dataset was obtained from a spare parts storage system in the automotive
industry, performing 181,568 dual command retrieval and storage jobs in one
year. The company considers installing an RCS/R system with an optimal layout
configuration which can store the same number of unit loads and products with a
maximum throughput capacity. Compared to the randomly generated data of the
previous section, the data from the current storage and retrieval jobs show some
differences. For each retrieval from the generated data, first a class is randomly
generated according to the demand frequency and then randomly draw a product
from this class. This procedure makes it unlikely that two unit loads of the same
product are retrieved back to back and ensures that the retrievals of unit loads of
the same product are spread evenly over the whole review period. However, the
industry data contain sequences of storage and retrieval jobs of the same product
back to back as well as the storage and retrieval of all unit loads of one product
within one day or week. Furthermore, for the model it is assumed that all products
of one class have the same number of unit loads per product and the same access
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frequency. This is typically not the case for real storage systems.

The analytical models of the two best performing strategies from Section 5.3.1
(AS-LFR and CBS-3-RBP) are applied with these industry data. The products
are divided in three classes based on demand frequency (Class A: Accessed once
a week or more often. Class B: Accessed once a month or more often. Class
C: All other products). In the industry dataset, the access frequency and the
number of unit loads per product follow an empirical distribution from which the
average number of unit loads per product and the access frequency for each class
can be extracted which are used in our analytic model. All specific warehouse
characteristics can be found in Table 5.6.

Table 5.6: Model Parameters for Validation with Industry Data.

LW.H Ll K B a
50,40,8 0.7,0.5,0.25 5 50 7,3,2
f WA, WB, WC Vgy Qg Vz, Oy t;m'ck, th, ty
6,2,1 0.21,0.19,0.35 4m/s, 1.4m/s> 1.6m/s, 1.4m/s? 20,2,1.2

First the analytical models are validated for the AS-LFR and CBS-3-RBP strate-
gies based on simulation. The same criteria are applied for the warm-up phase
and command cycle evaluation for validation as in Section 5.2. The results in
Table 5.7 show that both models validate well for the throughput capacity. Errors
are below 6%. The CBS-3-RBP strategy produces good overall approximations,
also for the number of reshuffles and Z.y;e.

Table 5.7: Analytic Model Results for the AS-LFR and CBS-3-RBP Applied for Industry Data.

s TEP - tcycle - ﬂ
=) g
: 5 s F 5 s 3 & o

AS-LFR 148.07 158.04 £4.19 -0.06 75.17 64.05+2.83 0.17 0.57 0.42 +£0.06 0.36
CBS-3-RBP 154.94 156.63 £3.38 -0.01 66.67 67.36 £2.02 -0.01 0.55 0.57 £0.06 -0.04
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Figure 5.7 shows the maximum throughput for 1 < H < 24 for the AS-LFR and
CBS-3-RBP strategies using the industry data and the system characteristics of
Table 5.6 (except for H, L, and W). It can be observed that the overall maximum
throughput of 164.8 command cycles per hour can be achieved using the CBS-3-
RBP strategy for a system with H = 3, L = 89, and W = 60. In the industry
case, the available floor space is limited to 500 m? which results in the maximum
throughput of 146.2 command cycles for the CBS-3-RBP strategy, achieved with
H =12, L =43,and W = 31.

Therefore, it is recommended for the company to use an RCS/R system with
H =12, L = 43, and W = 31 which results in a length to width ratio of 1.94:1
and to use the CBS-3-RBP strategy.
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Figure 5.7: Results for Model M1 and the Industry Data: Maximum Throughput Capacity for every
H <24

5.4 Managerial Insights

The results obtained from the models and numerical results lead to some inter-
esting managerial insights for RCS/R (and, in extension, for multi-deep AS/R)
systems. These are summarised first. Following that, four research questions are
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addresses which have been raised by Meller (2023).

Well-performing operating strategies. These strategies focus on reducing the
number of reshuffles during operation, since our results and model comparison
shows that this is the most influential factor impacting the throughput capacity
(see number of reshuffles and throughput capacity for all strategies and instances
in Table A.5 in Appendix A.9). The CBS-3-RBP strategy leads to the overall
highest throughput capacity, also when no information about the number of stored
unit loads per product is available.

Reshuffling strategies. The market leader, AutoStore, currently uses the BBO
policy to reshuffle blocking unit loads (Meller 2023).However, the RBP policy
can lead to fewer reshuffles, which means fewer robots are needed to achieve the
same throughput. Fewer robots also lead to less congestion, which can enhance
throughput capacity. These findings are also valid if the number of unit loads
per article is set to 1 as shown for instance II in Table A.5 in the Appendix A.9.
Another advantage of the RBP strategy is that the reshuffles lead to a continuous
mixing of the unit loads of the same product which makes this policy suitable
even for perishable goods.

Layout considerations. Our results in Figure 5.5 clearly show that RCS/R sys-
tems with a [, - L : w, - W footprint ratio between 1:1 and 2:1 yield maximum
throughput capacity. Particularly in the design phase, there is some freedom in
the footprint ratio. A ratio closer to these values can increase the throughput
capacity by up to 3.9 % compared to a ratio of 1:2 and up to 1.7 % compared to a
ratio of 3:1 when the AutoStore strategy is applied. The results in the Figures 5.4
and 5.5 also show that systems with I < 5 should be preferred if the throughput
capacity is weighted higher than space requirements.

Impact of number of unit loads per product and access frequency per class.
Whenever the access frequency of products is known or can be estimated, a
strategy should be used that can make use of this information (AS, AS-LFR,
CBS-3-BBO, or CBS-3-RBP). Our results presented in Figure 5.4 show that these
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strategies can increase the throughput capacity by up to 218.7 % compared to
strategies which do not use any of this information (Random-BBO). Strategies
that also can select a proper unit load of a product (CBS-3-RBP, AS-LFR) can gain
up to 94.1 % throughput capacity compared to strategies that only use the access
frequency (AutoStore). As shown in Section 2.2 and Appendix A.2, for the case of
multiple stored unit loads per product, a chaotic storage assignment outperforms
a storage assignment which clusters unit loads of the same product. Exceptions
should only be made if there are enough unit loads of the same product to fill a
whole channel with one product and if these are retrieved shortly after each other.
In such a case, unit loads of the same product should be stored in the same channel.

In his paper, Meller (2023) states four research questions concerning the choice
of operating strategies and operational information important for managers of
RCS/R systems. This section aims to provide at least partial answers to these
research questions.

First, Meller (2023) questions whether AutoStore’s BBO reshuffle policy should
be used and suggests to critically question the fact that blocking unit loads are
returned in the same order as they are retrieved. The throughput models show
that the BBO reshuffle policy can lead to fewer reshuffles compared to the random
reshuffle and RBP reshuffle policies (see Table A.5 in Appendix A.9). However,
the reshuffling process for the BBO policy is time-consuming because the block-
ing unit loads are taken back and thus a robot has to perform two movements
for a blocking unit load. This time-consuming reshuffling nullifies the lower
number of reshuffles, yielding a similar throughput capacity for the AutoStore
and the benchmark Random strategy. It is concluded that the RBP policy should
replaced the BBO policy so that unit loads are not returned to their channel after
the reshuffle.

Second, Meller (2023) asks how storage channels for new and returning unit
loads should be selected, thereby addressing the storage location selection prob-
lem. Therefore, it is important to store a unit load close to a next retrieval channel,
if known. Furthermore, any strategy that employs class-based storage should be
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preferred.

Third, Meller (2023) questions the AutoStore claim that 80 % of unit loads
are retrieved from the top 20 % levels if a 20/80 distribution for class A, B and
C articles is assumed. Taking into account a rack-filling level of z = 0.75, this
is translated to a claim that 80 % of unit loads cause fewer than two reshuffles
fora H = 10 system. Table 5.8 shows that for an example system only 60.9 %
of retrievals cause fewer than two reshuffles. Our results are therefore more
pessimistic than AutoStore’s claim.

Fourth, Meller (2023) asks how long it takes until a rack reaches the steady
state, after starting the operation of the rack. Table 5.9 presents simulation results
for the seven strategies and the baseline instance I of the validation. It shows the
number of command cycles and operating time the RCS/R system needs to reach
less than either 0.1 % or 1 % deviation from the steady state. It is concluded that
the CBS-3-RBP strategy achieves a steady state (with 0.1% deviation) within 24
working days, assuming 16 hours of operation of the storage system per day.

Table 5.8: Distribution of Number of Reshuffles for Unit Loads of Classes A, B, C, and Overall

System with H = 10, C = 2000, K = 5,a = (1,1,1), f = (8,1,1), 2 = (0.15,0.2,0.4),
AutoStore Strategy. Characteristics are from Table 5.4.

s 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9

s) 0428 0290 0.164 0.076 0.029 0.009 0.002 0.000 0.000 0.000
s) 0.085 0.127 0.157 0.165 0.152 0.125 0.091 0.058 0.030 0.010

,s) 0.047 0.077 0.108 0.132 0.144 0.144 0.131 0.107 0.074 0.037
P(Bs) 0356 0.253 0.158 0.091 0.053 0.034 0.024 0.017 0.010 0.005

P(Ba
P(Bp
P(Bc
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Table 5.9: Number of Command Cycles and Time for the Strategies to reach the Steady State.

o

o) o a9

: : = 2
g E - & o R
e e » ] n %) %)
5 5 Jaa) 5 %) aa)

Threshold ~ ~ @} < < @} @}
0.1% Command Cycles 130,000 20,000 50,000 40,000 440,000 120,000 60,000
=7 Time [h] 1139 229 549 348 2940 1287 375
1% Command Cycles 10,000 20,000 10,000 40,000 30,000 50,000 10,000
®  Time [h] 88 229 110 348 200 536 63

5.5 Transfer of Throughput Models to other
Storage Systems

Multi-deep AS/R systems and RCS/R systems are similar systems and the models
developed for the one system can be adapted for the other system. An RCS/R
system can be regarded as 90 rotated AS/R system with the I/O point or pick
station located at a different location. Therefore, this section shows how all 13
developed models can be adapted to the respective other storage system. For both
AS/R and RCS/R systems the throughput capacity depends on the cycle time
teyele With:

3600s

TPas/r = — (5.40)
cycle
3600s - PS - K

tcycle + twait + tpick .

TPrcs/r = 5.41)
The formulas for ¢y for the 13 operating strategies (Equations (4.2), (4.3)
and (5.18)) can be taken for both AS/R and RCS/R systems. The variables t¢y,. s,
ten.r, ton,s.g, ton r,p. B, and P(f; ) are the same for all operating strategies
for AS/R and RCS/R systems. Only fsir, tRiogs tonp, and t,s depend on the
system because the I/O point or pick station is at a different location and the S/R
machine in an AS/R system uses the Chebychev metric and robots in an RCS/R
system use the Manhattan metric.
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tsiwr and tgyp depend on the pdf and cdf of a random variable X which is
the distance between two random channels in an AS/R or RCS/R system. pdf and
cdf for an AS/R system are defined in Equations (4.7) and (4.8), pdf and cdf for an
RCS/R system are defined in Equations (A.5) and (A.6). t,up and ¢ are defined
in Equation (4.5) for AS/R systems and in Equation (5.22) for RCS/R systems.
For all models the formulas for tsior, trios, tonp, and t,s can be exchanged to
make a model for the other storage system.

One exception is the calculation of ¢,pp and ts for the CBS-1 strategy due
to the different zone allocation for AS/R and RCS/R systems. ¢3 and ¢,g for the
CBS-1 strategy and for AS/R systems can be found in Hausman et al. (1976).

With %,y it is directly possible to calculate TP in Equation (5.40). For TP

in Equation (5.41), the same CQN as shown in Figure 5.1 must be solved. The
same solution approach as shown in Section 5.1.2 can be used.
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6 Comparison and Evaluation of
Operating Strategies

The Chapters 4 and 5 have introduced 13 operating strategies for AS/R and RCS/R
systems. As summarised in Table 3.3, these operating strategies apply different
allocation structure policies, storage assignment policies, reshuffle policies, re-
trieval unit load selection policies, and movement policies. In this chapter, the
effect of the operating strategies on the cycle time and throughput capacity of
different AS/R and RCS/R systems is evaluated. As shown in Equations (4.1)
and (5.1), the throughput depends mainly on the cycle time, and hence this chap-
ter focuses on it. As discussed in the previous chapters, the cycle time for each
operating strategy depends on a variety of parameters. The interesting parameters
for storage planers are: The number of storage locations, the depth of the system,
the access frequency and number of unit loads per product, the velocity and accel-
eration of the load handling devices, and the size of the unit loads. Experiments
are conducted to gain insights on the effects of changing operating strategies and
parameters. With knowledge about the effect of an increase or decrease of these
parameters, the storage planners can preselect operating strategies and do not have
to evaluate new AS/R or RCS/R systems with all available operating strategies to
find the throughput maximising operating strategy.

The design of experiments is introduced in Section 6.1. This is followed by
the evaluation of AS/R systems in Section 6.2 and RCS/R systems in Section 6.3.
In each section operating strategies are analysed for both homogeneous and het-
erogeneous unit loads. The insights are summarised in Section 6.4 and further
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managerial implications are given in this section. This also includes limitations
of the developed models.

6.1 Design of Experiments

The parameters' and steps of the parameters for the experiments are explained in
this section.

Number of storage locations L - W - H: The number of storage locations and
thus storage capacity in common multi-deep storage systems range from a few
thousand to hundreds of thousands unit loads. The steps 10000, 50000, 100000
are chosen for this design of experiments to represent this range.

Access frequency f and number of unit loads per product ¢: Products with
a high access frequency usually also have more unit loads stored in the system.
Therefore, both parameters are summarised in one factor. The relevant steps reach
from the same access frequency of all products and only one unit load per product
(basically homogeneous unit loads) to clear distinction between the classes. The
chosen steps are:

e f=(1,1,1),6=(1,1,1)
o f=(10,2,1),¢ = (5,2,1)

* f=(100,10,1),& = (20,10,5)

Depth of the AS/R or RCS/R system H: AS/R systems are usually single to
quadruple-deep but it is also possible to design AS/R systems with depth up
to H = 12 and therefore, relevant depths for AS/R systems are H € 1,...,12.
According to Meller (2023) RCS/R systems are build with H < 24 and the steps
in this section are H € 1, ..., 24 for RCS/R systems.

1 Also called factors according to Siebertz et al. (2017).
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Handling-to-driving-ratio 6: The size of the unit loads and storage locations,
velocity and acceleration of the S/R machine or robot, and handling times to pick
and drop unit loads can be summarised as one factor. This can be achieved by
normalising the driving time and the handling time of the S/R machine or robot.
The driving time of an S/R machine or robot from one corner of the rack to the
diagonally opposite corner of the rack is used for normalisation of the driving
time. Normalisation of the handling time of the telescopic arm or lifting device
of the robot is realised by dividing the time needed for all handling operations
during a dual command cycle by the time needed for one drive to the rear/bottom,
handling of a unit load and driving back.

With Equations (4.2), (4.3) and (5.18), the normalised driving time t4, and
handling time ¢, can be calculated for AS/R and RCS/R systems as follows:

tsor + tioHp + tios + 2 5 - triop

lag,.AS/R = T TiaTT— (6.1)
max(ﬁ_F%Z’ Uyy +i)
n o tsor + tonp + tos + 2 - B i thoB 6.2
dg,RCS/R — Ll + vy + W -w, + vy +t ( . )
Ve ay Uy a, turn
Aty + 2ton,s + 2ton,r + 28(th +ton,rp +ton,s,s)
hg = . (6.3)

b2 (GE 4+ )

Qz
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6 Comparison and Evaluation of Operating Strategies

For the Homogeneous strategy and the operating strategies applying the BBO
reshuffle policy, the normalised driving and handling times are:

- _ tsioR + tonp + tios + 2BtRios + P(B) (fonp + tios — truop)
dg,AS/R,Hom. = :
9,AS/ R, Hom max(%-ﬁ-%,wwy +35)

Vy y

(6.4)

by e  tswor T+ tonp + tos + 2Btriop + P(B)(tonp + tos — triop)
dg,RCS/R,Hom. = -
9 / om %4_%4_%_’_%_’_“”7%

S x y y

(6.5)
b pror = At + 2ton,s + 2ten,r +46(th + ton,r,8 + ton,s,8)
ylrom. — .
’ th+2- (4 )
(6.6)
_ tswr + tonp + tos + 4 B+ triop
tdg,AS/R,BBO = T S W, v, (6.7)
max( s ot @)
o tsior + tionp + Lros + 4- ﬁ ! tho,B
tdg,RCS/R.BBO = T 0 Wow, | o (6.8)
Tw‘ﬁ‘afw'i'T‘F@‘f'ttum
_ Atp +2ton,s + 2tonr +4B8(th + ton,rp +ten,s,p)
lhg,BBO = L o .
th+2- (575 +22)
(6.9)
With 6 € (0, 1), the normalised cycle time ¢,y ce,», can be calculated with:
teyclen = 0 - thg + (1 — 9) “tag (6.10)

Low values for 6 imply that the underlying AS/R or RCS/R system have telescopic
arms or lifts with high velocity and acceleration and small H and/or S/R machines
and robots with small velocity and acceleration and high L, W. Respectively, large
0 represent AS/R or RCS/R systems with slow telescopic arms or lifts and high
H values and/or fast S/R machines or robots and small unit loads.
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6.2 Cycle Time Evaluation for Automated Storage and Retrieval Systems

Storage systems: Both AS/R and RCS/R systems are included in the design
of experiments.

Operating strategies: All 13 operating strategies are regarded for AS/R sys-
tems. Only the Homogeneous strategy is not regarded for the RCS/R systems.

Length to Width ratio L : W: Both AS/R and RCS/R systems are fixed to
a 2:1 ratio of storage channels in x- to y-direction.

Stock filling level w: Usually, storage planners in the industry assume a storage
filling level of w = 0.75 during the planning phase of a new storage system. This
is the only step regraded in the design of experiments.

The experiments are designed as a full factorial design which leads to 3 - 3 -
12-13-1-1 = 1404 experiments for AS/R systemsand 3-3-24-12-1-1 = 2592
experiments for RCS/R systems and 3996 experiments in total. The 3996 results
of experiments are shown in Tables A.7 to A.23 in Appendix A.10 in dependency
of #. The following Sections 6.2 and 6.3 analyse the most interesting results for
AS/R and RCS/R systems and Section 6.4 summarise the insights gained.

6.2 Cycle Time Evaluation for Automated
Storage and Retrieval Systems

The effect of changing parameters are analysed in this section by selected results.
First, the effect of the depth H is analysed for an AS/R system with system pa-
rameters presented in Table 6.1. To enable a comparison of different depths of an
AS/R system with the same S/R machine (this leads to different #), the cycle time
teyele 18 not normalised for the analysis of the effect of the depths on the cycle
time which is shown in Figure 6.1. The same is applied to the results presented
in Figures 6.2 to 6.7 to analyse the effect of the depth and number of storage
locations or access frequencies and number of unit loads per product together.
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6 Comparison and Evaluation of Operating Strategies

Table 6.1: AS/R System Parameters.

Parameter Values
Number of Storage Locations L - W - H 50000
Length, Width, and Height of a Location I, l,,l. 0.5,0.4,0.6
Stock Filling Level w4, wp, we 0.15,0.2,04
Number of Unit Loads per Product £ 52,1
Access Frequency f 10,2, 1
Velocity of S/R Machine v 3,1, 1.5
Acceleration of S/R Machine a 2,1.5,1
Handling Time ¢, 2
350 A —M- AS-LFR
—&- AutoStore
300 A -»- CBS-1
-¥- CBS-3-BBO
250 1 % -@- CBS-3-RBP
g #== :;, Depth First
0 2001 *,,a::;psi,{}"* Homogeneous
I e I~ e -»- RSCS
150 A _::;;i"gf_f!'—’—:x,,x JPOTL —#- RSCS-NN
»-.,==:¢==’:' B A T *__’__. ~w=- RSLS
1007 @ <z :1:: ---% " o | ¢ Rsisw
i'l_!_l_’,gté'g;; IR -a--B--==8= Random-BBO
50 1 x-_—.),(— . . . . . -#- Stack First
2 4 6 8 10 12
H

Figure 6.1: Cycle Times for all Strategies for the AS/R System with Table 6.1 Parameters.

Effect of Depth: Figure 6.1 shows that the CBS-1 strategy achieves the lowest
cycle time for [/ < 3 and for deeper systems with i/ > 4 the AS-LFR and CBS-
3-RBP strategies perform best because these two strategies use the information
about access frequencies and number of unit loads per product. For H < 3, the
short movements of the S/R machine due to the placement of class A products
close to the I/O point are the reason for the good performance of the CBS-1
strategy. For a single-deep AS/R system (H = 1), there are only three different
values: The mentioned CBS-1 strategy, all other operating strategies employing
a nearest neighbour movement policy and all operating strategies employing a
random movement policy. Figure 6.1 shows that operating strategies with nearest
neighbour movement policy perform better compared to their counterparts with
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6.2 Cycle Time Evaluation for Automated Storage and Retrieval Systems

random movement policy. This can be observed when comparing the RSCS or
RSLS strategy with the RSCS-NN or RSLS-NN strategy. However, there are
two exceptions, the CBS-3-BBO and Random-BBO strategy achieve higher cycle
times than the Depth First, Stack First, RSCS and RSLS strategies, because the
number of reshuffies and time per reshuffle are relatively high. Number of reshuf-
fles 5 and the time required for each reshuffle determine the cycle time beginning
with double-deep systems.

Figures 6.2 and 6.3 show how the operating strategies perform for these per-
formance indicators. Figure 6.1 shows that increasing depths of AS/R systems
does not necessarily lead to higher cycle times. In fact, for the AS-LFR and
CBS-3-RBP strategies the cycle time stays constant between H = 4 and H = 10
and for the most strategies the cycle time decreases from H = 1to H = 2
because the number of channels is halved for a double-deep system compared to
a single-deep system. One notable strategy is the Homogeneous strategy which
has the highest cycle times due to the random movement policy and the necessity
of reshuffles during storage and with this also the highest number of reshuffles
per cycle.

—Ml- AS-LFR
-~ AutoStore
-»%- CBS-1
6 -¥- CBS-3-BBO
- -@- CBS-3-RBP
’“a’*—’* Depth First
Q4 ’,r”k—,ﬂk_’:-? Homogeneous
" e e -»- RSCS
P2zl oy . —#- RSCS-NN
MM “o- Ezi.NN
= ==*=-'
==9=-=8==8 Random-BBO
-%- Stack First

\Y
N
=
\}
g
L
¢
1
e

2 4 6 8 10 12

Figure 6.2: Number of Reshuffles per Command Cycle for all Strategies for the AS/R Systems with
Table 6.1 Parameters.

105



6 Comparison and Evaluation of Operating Strategies

—Hl- AS-LFR
60 k\\\\ - AutoStore
\\ -%- CBS-1
50 K\ -¥- CBS-3-BBO
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40 1 ‘g. o Depth First
S K " o ".'-I'.e'-_-_-*- :‘ :ft Homogeneous
4 N = -p»- RSCS
30 1 SR S -o--%=
1w e P S S —w-
201 % - -‘.--+——0—-+--‘-""" 4t -4- RSLS-NN
:,»* Random-BBO
10 1 . ; ; ; . ; -#- Stack First
2 4 6 8 10 12

Figure 6.3: Time per Reshuffle for all Strategies for the AS/R Systems with Table 6.1 Parameters.

Figure 6.2 shows the difference in the number of reshuffles between strategies that
only incorporate homogeneous unit loads (e.g., RSCS, Depth First) and the strate-
gies that use heterogeneous unit loads (e.g. AutoStore, AS-LFR, CBS-3-RBP). It
also shows that using class-based storage with unsuitable storage assignment or
reshuffle strategies does not improve the cycle time (e.g. CBS-3-BBO or CBS-1
for H > 4). Overall, the RSCS and RSLS have the lowest times per reshuffle
because they place the blocking unit loads in any storage channel adjacent to the
retrieval channel

Effect of Number of Storage Locations: AS/R systems with only few stor-
age locations yield smaller movement times of the S/R machine compared to
AS/R systems with many storage locations. Therefore, the number of reshuffies
and the handling time per reshuffle gain relevance for smaller systems. Figures 6.4
and 6.5 show the cycle times for fewer and more storage locations compared to the
AS/R system with Table 6.1 parameters. Figure 6.4 shows that the CBS-1 strategy
is the best strategy only for H = 1 and that all strategies employing a random
movement policy perform relatively better compared to the nearest neighbour
movement policy when fewer storage locations exist. However, this changes when
the AS/R system consists out of more storage locations as shown in Figure 6.5.
In the latter case movement strategies with nearest neighbour perform better. All
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6.2 Cycle Time Evaluation for Automated Storage and Retrieval Systems

other observations described before are the same.
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Figure 6.4: Cycle Time for all Strategies for AS/R Systems with Table 6.1 Parameters and 10000

Storage Locations.
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Figure 6.5: Cycle Time for all Strategies for AS/R Systems with Table 6.1 Parameters and 100000

Storage Locations.

Effect of Access Frequency and Number of Unit Loads per Product: When
the access frequency and number of unit loads are set to f = (1,1,1) and
¢ = (1,1,1), the AutoStore, AS-LFR, CBS-3-BBO and CBS-3-RBP strategies
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6 Comparison and Evaluation of Operating Strategies

cannot exploit this information and therefore the RSCS-NN and RSLS-NN strate-
gies yield the lowest cycle times (see Figure 6.6). On the other hand, the AutoSore,
AS-LFR, CBS-3-BBO and CBS-3-RBP strategies can exploit higher access fre-
quencies and number of unit loads per product compared to the strategies for
homogeneous unit loads, achieving lower cycle times (see Figure 6.7). In fact, the
CBS-3-RBP strategy has monotonous decreasing cycle times with increasing 1.

350 A —M- AS-LFR
—&- AutoStore
300 A -»%- CBS-1
-¥- CBS-3-BBO
250 -@- CBS-3-RBP
@ Depth First
o
@ 200 - Homogeneous
-p»- RSCS
150 4 —#- RSCS-NN
—»=- RSLS
100 4 -¢- RSLS-NN
Random-BBO
8 . . . . . —#- Stack First

Figure 6.6: Cycle Times for all Strategies for the AS/R Systems with Table 6.1 Parameters and
é = (17 1? 1) and f = (17 17 1)

Ratios Handling-to-Driving-Ratio: The Figures 6.8 and 6.9 show the nor-
malised cycle times £y cie,n, for the AS/R system with system parameters presented
in Table 6.2 for H = 4 and H = 8 and different handling-to-driving-ratios 6.

Table 6.2: AS/R System Parameters.

Parameter Values

Number of Storage Locations L - W - H 50000

Stock Filling Level wg, wp, wo 0.15,0.2,0.4
Number of Unit Loads per Product & 5,2, 1
Access Frequency f 10,2, 1
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Figure 6.7: Cycle Times for all Strategies for the AS/R Systems with Table 6.1 Parameters and
£ =(20,10,5) and f = (100, 10, 1).

For small 0, operating strategies yield lower cycle times which focus on reducing
the driving time of the S/R machine such as the CBS-1 strategy and strategies
which focus on reducing the number of reshuffles and thus the driving time for
reshuffles such as the AS-LFR and CBS-3-RBP strategies. However, if the han-
dling time is the main component of the cycle time (high 6), strategies which
reduce the handling time are dominant strategies. Such strategies are the AS-LFR
and CBS-3-RBP strategies for heterogeneous unit loads and the depth first strat-
egy for homogeneous unit loads.

To analyse the depth, number of storage locations, access frequencies and number
of unit loads per product and handling-to-driving-ratio together, Table 6.3 shows
an extract of the complete results for the best performing strategies for AS/R
systems (RSLS-NN, Depth First, CBS-1, AS-LFR and CBS-3-RBP) presented in
Tables A.7 to A.11 in Appendix A.10. Since tycie,n are linear equations for all
strategies depending on 6, it is interesting to evaluate the effect of driving-heavy
and handling-heavy storage systems on the cycle time. This is realised by pre-
senting the normalised cycle times for # = 0.1 and § = 0.9 in Table 6.3.

Depending on the parameters of a given AS/R systems and thus 6 of a system,
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61 P — AS-LFR
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Figure 6.8: The normalised Cycle Time %y, for each handling-to-driving-ratio ¢ for the AS/R
Systems with Table 6.2 Parameters and H = 4.
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Figure 6.9: The normalised Cycle Time ¢y e, for each handling-to-driving-ratio 6 for the AS/R
Systems with Table 6.2 Parameters and H = 8.

Table 6.3 gives an assessment which operating strategies should be applied for
which parameter combination. Some general insights are:

e The CBS-1 strategy is dominant over all other operating strategies for
H = 1 for any combination of access frequency, number of unit loads per
product and number of storage channels. And most importantly, the CBS-1
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6.2 Cycle Time Evaluation for Automated Storage and Retrieval Systems

Table 6.3: Normalised Cycle Times for different exemplary AS/R System Configurations. 6 = 0.1,
6=097 ={6=(L1,1),f = (L,1,0} 72 = {£ = (5,2,1), f = (10,2, 1)},
v3 = {¢€ = (20,10, 5), f = (100, 10,1)}

L-W - H = 10000 L-W - H = 50000 L-W - H = 100000
n o of 8 £ g 8 e g ] e

6 9 o0 o o 6|le o o 06 6 06| 66 o0 0 o 0

11.42 2,55 1.42 2.55 1.42 2.55 (1.40 2.55 1.40 2.55 1.40 2.55[1.39 2.55 1.39 2.55 1.39 2.55
2.14 493 1.63 2.62 1.49 2.01 |1.87 4.90 1.49 2.61 1.39 2.00 [1.81 4.90 1.48 2.60 1.38 2.00
83.44 6.92 2.15 2.93 1.77 1.67 [2.63 6.83 1.81 2.89 1.58 1.65[2.40 6.80 1.70 2.88 1.50 1.64
12]4.63 8.33 2.49 3.20 1.79 1.49|3.43 8.16 2.11 3.16 1.69 1.48 |3.10 8.16 1.99 3.15 1.65 1.48

1]1.18 2.52 0.85 2.49 0.77 2.48 |1.15 2.52 0.82 2.48 0.73 2.47 [1.14 2.52 0.81 2.48 0.71 2.47
411.94 539 1.62 5.36 1.53 5.35(1.66 5.36 1.33 5.33 1.24 5.31|1.60 5.36 1.27 532 1.18 5.31
3.15 8.33 2.85 8.30 2.76 8.29 [2.40 8.25 2.08 8.21 1.98 8.20 [2.20 8.23 1.88 8.19 1.79 8.18
12]4.56 10.90 4.26 10.86 4.17 10.86|3.23 10.75 2.91 10.72 2.82 10.70|2.88 10.71 2.56 10.68 2.46 10.67

1(1.42 2.55 1.42 2.55 1.42 2.55(1.40 2.55 1.40 2.55 1.40 2.55|1.39 2.55 1.39 2.55 1.39 2.55
41251 3.39 1.89 2.22 1.67 1.92 (242 3.38 1.83 2.22 1.60 1.92|2.42 3.38 1.83 2.22 1.60 1.92
83.62 4.65 2.23 2.21 1.71 1.48 (3.33 4.62 2.08 2.20 1.60 1.46 [3.22 4.60 2.03 2.19 1.60 1.46
12|5.11 5.85 2.62 2.40 1.83 1.25|4.86 5.82 2.51 2.39 1.48 1.22 |4.78 5.81 2.47 2.38 1.38 1.20

111.77 259 1.77 2.59 1.77 2.59 [1.75 2.59 1.75 2.59 1.75 2.59 |1.75 2.59 1.75 2.59 1.75 2.59
41271 3.83 2.71 3.83 2.71 3.83 |2.64 3.82 2.64 3.82 2.64 3.82(2.65 3.82 2.65 3.82 2.65 3.82
8 14.30 5.56 4.30 5.56 4.30 5.56 [4.05 5.53 4.05 5.53 4.05 5.53 {3.95 5.52 3.95 5.52 3.95 5.52
12]5.64 7.16 5.64 7.16 5.64 7.16 |5.41 7.14 541 7.16 5.41 7.14 533 7.13 5.33 7.13 533 7.13

1.42 2.55 1.42 2.55 1.42 2.55(1.40 2.55 1.40 2.55 1.40 2.55(1.39 2.55 1.39 2.55 1.39 2.55
411.81 391 1.81 3.91 1.81 3.91|1.65 3.90 1.65 3.90 1.65 3.90(1.62 3.90 1.62 3.90 1.62 3.90
82.55 5.51 2.55 5.51 2.55 5.51 2.08 5.46 2.08 5.46 2.08 5.46 [1.96 5.44 1.96 5.44 1.96 5.44
12(3.33 7.00 3.33 7.00 3.33 7.00 [2.56 6.91 2.56 6.91 2.56 6.91(2.36 6.89 2.36 6.89 2.36 6.89

AS-LFR
B~

CBS-1
oo

CBS-3-RBP

RSLS-NN | Depth First

strategy is also dominant for all #. The reason for this is the location of
class A unit loads adjacent to the I/O point and the absence of reshuffles for
single-deep AS/R systems. For other AS/R system with small H > 1, the
CBS-1 strategy is still competitive, but it depends on 6 and the other AS/R
parameters if the CBS-1 strategy or another strategy should be preferred.
This must be analysed for each AS/R system in detail individually.

e The AS-LFR, CBS-3-RBP, and RSLS-NN strategies yield the same nor-
malised cycle times for H = 1 and all system parameters. The differences
increase with increasing H.
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e The RSLS-NN which assumes only homogeneous unit loads yields smaller
cycle times compared with the AS-LFR and CBS-3-RBP strategies for
small 6, small H, and small access frequencies and number of unit loads
per product.

e The AS-LFR strategy performs better for small § compared to the CBS-
3-RBP strategy. This applies for small AS/R systems for all combinations
of access frequencies and number of unit loads per products. For medium
and large AS/R systems with many storage locations, this applies only for
small access frequencies and number of unit loads per product.

e If only information about homogeneous unit loads is available, RSLS-NN
yields smaller cycle times compared to the Depth First strategy, especially
for small 6. For large 6 both strategies perform comparable.

6.3 Cycle Time Evaluation for Robotic
Compact Storage and Retrieval Systems

As in Section 6.2, selected results are presented in this section and the first results
are presented without the normalised cycle times. The cycle times are calculated
using the RCS/R system parameters shown in Table 6.4. The cycle times and num-
ber of reshuffles for all operating strategies are shown in Figures 6.10 and 6.11.
In general, the same observations as for AS/R systems can be made (due to the
Manhattan metric, all cycle times are higher for RCS/R systems compared to
AS/R systems with same parameters) with the exception that the CBS-1 strategy
yields higher cycle times. Because the channels of class A are not located closer
to the pick station in RCS/R systems but are located in the middle of the rack,
leading to same cycle times as for the Random-BBO strategy.

RCS/R systems with H > 12 yield higher cycle times compared to RCS/R systems
with H < 12 for all strategies except the AS-LFR and CBS-3-RBP strategies.
Figure 6.12 shows that these strategies can even reduce the cycle time with in-
creasing ' when the access frequency and number of unit loads per product are
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Table 6.4: RCS/R System Parameters.

Parameter Values
Number of Storage Locations L - W - H 50000
Length, Width, and Height of a Location Iz, l,,l. 0.7,0.5,0.25
Stock Filling Level w4, wp, we 0.15,0.2,0.4
Number of Unit Loads per Product & 52,1
Access Frequency f 10,2, 1
Velocity of S/R Machine v 4,4,1.6
Acceleration of S/R Machine a 14,14,14
Handling Time ¢, 2
Turn Time of a Robot ¢,, 1.2
1 X -H- AS-LFR
800 ’,x -&- AutoStore
700 1 v -%- CBS-1
600 v,v’ -¥- CBS-3-BBO
,V/ - -@- CBS-3-RBP
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Figure 6.10: Cycle Times for all Strategies for the RCS/R Systems with Table 6.4 Parameters.

high. In this case the number of reshuffles is low for all H because the LFR
retrieval policy mostly finds a suitable unit load for retrieval on top of the RCS/R
system (see Figure 6.13).

Table 6.5 sums up the results for the RCS/R systems and shows that the same
conclusions can be drawn as for AS/R systems in Table 6.3. One exception is the
CBS-1 strategy because the zone allocation for classes A, B, and C is different
and less favourable for RCS/R systems compared to AS/R systems.
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Figure 6.11: Number of Reshulffles for all Strategies for the RCS/R Systems with Table 6.4 Parameters.
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Figure 6.12: Cycle Times for all Strategies for the RCS/R Systems with Table 6.4 Parameters and

¢ =(20,10,5) and f = (100, 10, 1).

6.4 Managerial Insights

Sections 6.2 and 6.3 show that it is not possible to identify operating strategies
which are always superior over all other operating strategies and that storage plan-
ers have to apply several operating strategies for a new AS/R or RCS/R system to
find the cycle time minimising or throughput maximising operating strategy. This
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Figure 6.13: Number of Reshuffles for all Strategies for the RCS/R Systems with Table 6.4 Parameters
and £ = (20,10,5) and f = (100,10, 1).

section summarises the most important insights of the cycle time and throughput
models developed in Chapters 4 and 5 and discusses the model limitations.

Only the AS-LFR, CBS-1, CBS-3-RBP, Depth First and RSLS-NN strategies
perform best under any parameter for AS/R system as shown in Section 6.2 and
only the AS-LFR, CBS-3-RBP, Depth First and RSLS-NN strategies perform
best for RCS/R systems (see Section 6.3). This means that all other operating
strategies do not have to be regarded in the storage planning process. Furthermore,
while for small i systems the CBS-1 strategy can be applied, this strategy should
not be used for large H systems.

Storage planners should be aware that the increase in number of reshuffles as
one of the most important performance indicators can be assumed as linear for
all operating strategies but the CBS-3-RBP strategy (quadratic for CBS-3-RBP
strategy as shown in Appendix A.8). Either the assumption of linearity can be
supported by Appendix A.8 for the AutoStore, AS-LFR and CBS-3-BBO strategy
or can be observed in Figures 6.2 and 6.11.
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Table 6.5: Normalised Cycle Times for different RCS/R System Configurations.
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This work also shows that storage planners should use and exploit any infor-
mation or assumption about the access frequency or number of unit loads per
product in the system. Figures 6.8 and 6.9 as well as Tables 6.3 and 6.5 show
that as soon as such information is available, the CBS-1, AS-LFR and CBS-3-
RBP strategies yield lower cycle times compared to the Depth First or RSLS-NN
strategies. Furthermore, the models or parts of the models developed in this can
be applied by the interested reader to a variety of other storage systems such as
container terminals, flow racks, AVS/R systems or crane based bloc systems as
presented in Bolender et al. (2018).

As all models, also the throughput models introduced in the Chapters 4 and 5
have some shortcomings and use assumptions leading to deviations from industry
applications. Storage planners should be aware of these shortcomings, which will
be discussed in the following:
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 For both S/R machines and robots a simplified acceleration model presented
by Arnold and Furmans (2019) is used. This leads to deviations between the
model and application when the maximal velocity is not reached. Especially
for small systems, this can lead to a significant error between model and
application. Storage planners should try to use other acceleration models
such as by Hwang and Lee (1990) when they want to apply the models for
small systems.

e The models in this thesis all assume a steady state during operation. This
might not be the case in low demand times. If single command cycles are
executed and storage or retrieval jobs are not waiting, the system leaves
the steady state, and the models cannot be applied accurately anymore. It
is also possible to perform any kind of premarshalling during low demand
times, which is also not regarded in the models. Single command cycles can
decrease the throughput while premarshalling can increase the throughput
compared to the results of this thesis.

» For the heterogeneous unit loads, average values for the access frequency
and number of unit loads per product are assumed. Section 5.3.3 shows
that this is a good assumption for the available industry data. This is not
necessarily the case for every use case.

* The robots for the RCS/R system in Chapter 5 uses two simplified assump-
tions. First it is assumed that robots perform every job by their own, in
application robots can collaborate and for example share reshuffles. Second,
robots can block each other on the grid during movement. This congestion
is also not regarded but has the potential to reduce the throughput of an
RCS/R system as shown by Zou et al. (2018).

* Except for the Depth First and Stack First strategies, no closed form ex-
pressions for the number of reshuffles, cycle times or throughput capacity
were derived in this work. The number of reshuffles, cycle times and
throughput capacity must be calculated numerically for all other operating
strategies. This also means that the optimality of throughput maximising
system layouts as introduced in Section 5.3 cannot be guaranteed or shown.

117



6 Comparison and Evaluation of Operating Strategies

* Due to runtime limitations, regressions are needed for the calculation of
cycle times for the AutoStore, AS-LFR, CBS-3-BBO, and CBS-3-RBP
strategies for H > 12.
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Multi-deep AS/R and RCS/R systems are automated storage systems in which the
unit loads are stored behind or above each other. In these systems, S/R machines
and robots do not have direct access to all unit loads and must reshuffle unit
loads first in case these unit loads are blocking unit loads. These systems can
be operated following a variety of operating strategies which depend on the level
of information the customer can provide to the storage planner. Depending on
this level, either operating strategies for homogeneous unit loads or heterogeneous
unit loads can be designed. These different operating strategies lead to different
throughput capacities for given AS/R or RCS/R systems.

7.1 Conclusion

This thesis was written to answer three major research questions:

1. Assuming homogeneous unit loads, how can the throughput capacity be
analytically estimated for AS/R and RCS/R systems?

2. Assuming heterogeneous unit loads, how can the throughput capacity be
analytically estimated for AS/R and RCS/R systems?

3. How does the throughput capacity change for different AS/R and RCS/R
system parameters when different operating strategies are applied??

In total, throughput models for 13 different operating strategies were developed,
analysed and compared with each other to answer these three research questions.
These 13 operating strategies use two different allocation structure policies, seven
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storage assignment policies, six reshuffle policies, two retrieval unit load selection
policies and two movement policies. Eight strategies are designed for homoge-
neous unit loads, and five operating strategies are suitable for heterogeneous unit
loads. For model development, the steady states of the AS/R and RCS/R systems
are mainly derived with Markov chains, and the throughput is determined using
closed queuing networks which can be solved accurately with the MVA. The ana-
lytic models are validated with simulations and show < 3 % deviation between the
analytic model and simulation. Furthermore, the AS-LFR and the CBS-3-RBP
strategies are validated with industry data and also show small deviation between
the model and simulation. Experiments are conducted to compare all operating
strategies for different multi-deep AS/R and RCS/R systems.

To answer the first two research questions, throughput models for 13 operat-
ing strategies were derived in Chapters 4 and 5. The steady states were derived to
accurately estimate the throughput during operation of storage systems. This work
shows that this can be done with two modelling techniques. For homogeneous
unit loads, the steady state can be derived either with Markov chains or directly
with some assumptions concerning the stock filling level as for the Depth First or
Stack First strategies. If heterogeneous unit loads are available, the steady state
can only be determined using Markov chains. For this purpose, the state transi-
tions are modelled with the probabilities of different possible storage, reshuffle,
and retrieval jobs. Two different Markov chain frameworks are presented, and
it is shown that both yield accurate results compared with simulation. Markov
chains for operating strategies assuming homogeneous unit loads solve relatively
fast compared to the calculation-intensive Markov chains for heterogeneous unit
loads due to the larger state space.

The most important results of the research conducted to answer the first two
research questions are: Accurate throughput models have been developed, en-
abling storage planners to estimate the throughput of multi-deep AS/R and RCS/R
systems in application with real operating strategies. For the first time, it is pos-
sible to analytically determine the throughput capacity of the AutoStore system
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assuming the same operating strategy as the market leader. Especially the devel-
opment of accurate throughput models for class-based storage with three classes
per storage channel policies for multi-deep AS/R and RCS/R systems closes an-
other important research gap. It is also shown that throughput and especially
cycle time models can be applied to other storage systems with minor adaptions.

The thesis concludes with an extensive comparison of the 13 operating strategies
for AS/R and RCS/R systems, which answers the third research question. The
systems are evaluated using a full factorial design of experiments. Furthermore,
the handling and driving times of the S/R machine and robots are normalised to
be able to draw general insights from the models. The most important insights are
that the CBS-1 and RSLS-NN strategies yield the highest throughput capacities
for homogeneous unit loads (CBS-1 for systems with only few unit loads stored
behind or above each other, RSLS-NN for systems with many unit loads), and
the AS-LFR and CBS-3-RBP strategies yield the highest throughput capacities
for heterogeneous unit loads and large H, outperforming the original AutoStore
strategy.

7.2 Outlook

Based on the work presented in this thesis, several further work can be carried
out. The assumption that the I/O point is always on the left bottom corner of
the AS/R system and the pick station is in the middle of the longer side of the
RCS/R system can be extended by regarding different locations for I/O point and
pick station. Furthermore, the analytic models can be extended to capture more
details of the functionality of the AS/R and RCS/R systems. The congestion on
top of RCS/R systems between robots can be included too. Furthermore, the more
accurate acceleration models from Hwang and Lee (1990) can be used.

The 13 implemented operating strategies do not exhaust the potential for fur-
ther strategies. For example, a full turnover-based storage policy is not regarded
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yet for multi-deep AS/R or RCS/R systems. Furthermore, details in the implemen-
tations of policies in this work can be altered which leads to a potential increase
in throughput. For example, the priorities for the CBS-3-BBO and CBS-3-RBP
strategies can be changed, and the resulting cycle times can be analysed.

This thesis shows that the models can be adapted relatively easy from AS/R
to RCS/R systems and the other way around. A potential topic is to even extend
this to flow rack, AVS/R systems or variants of RCS/R systems (Jungheinrich
2024). It is also interesting to analyse the gap between the potential throughput
capacity and the realised throughput in application in more detail, similar to the
case study in this thesis. This can be realised with a comparison of the models
in this thesis with a deep reinforcement learning agent for scheduling of tasks
applied to the same systems. Another direction of future research is an extensive
regression analysis including all system parameters and all possible factor steps of
the parameters. This enables storage planners to avoid calculation effort for every
new customer. This can be implemented with the help of Al and for example with
a multi layer perceptron.
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Acronyms and symbols

Acronyms

AS AutoStore

AS/R Automated Storage and Retrieval

AVS/R Autonomous Vehicle Based Storage and Retrieval
BBO Bring-Back to Original Channel

CBRS Class-Based Random Storage

CBS -1 Class-Based Storage with 1 Class per Channel
CBS —n Class-Based Storage with n Classes per Channel
CFE Closed Form Expression

CcTC Cycle Time Calculation

CQN Closed Queuing Network

DES Discrete Event Simulation

DF Depth First

FR Flow Rack

I/O Point Input and Output Point

LFR Load with Fewest Reshuffles

LIFO Last In First Out

LOFI Last Out First In

MC Markov Chain
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Acronyms and symbols

NN Nearest Neighbour

OQN Open Queuing Network

RBP Relocate to Best Position

RCS/R Robotic Compact Storage and Retrieval
RD Retrieval Delay

RLO Rack Layout Optimisation

RSCS Random Storage Channel Strategy
RSLS Random Storage Location Strategy

S/R Machine Storage and Retrieval Machine

SC Specified Channel
SF Stack First
SOQN Semi-Open Queuing Network

AS/R and RCS/R System Parameters

Gz, Gy, @z Acceleration and Deceleration of S/R machines and robots in the x-, y-, and z-direction

in m/s?
C Number of all channels of a rack L - W
h The H levels of the rack with h € 0, ..., H
K Number of robots assigned to each pick station

L,W,H Number of storage locations in X, y, and z-direction

Loy ly, 12 Length, width, and height of a storage location in meter

PS Number of pick stations

th Determinisitc handling time to pick and drop a unit load with a S/R machine or robot
in seconds

tpick Operator time for a pick in seconds

tu Time a robot needs to change direction once in seconds
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Acronyms and symbols

twait

Vgy Vyy Uz

Waiting time of a robot in front of a pick station in seconds

Velocity of S/R machines and robots in the x-, y-, and z-direction in m/s

Product Parameters

Vis &

Wy Wy

Access frequencies for class j

Number of classes

The lowest and highest h assigned to class j

Number of unit loads per class 7, and unit loads per product of class j

Overall stock filling level, and stock filling level per class j

Result Variables

tcn,r
tch,s

ton,R,p

tcn,s,s
tcycle
tcycle,n
td'ri'uing
thandling
tRloB

tsior

tionp

tios

tturn

Expected travel time in the z-direction in seconds during a retrieval job
Expected travel time in the z-direction in seconds during a storage job

Expected travel time in the z-direction in seconds during a retrieval of blocking unit
load

Expected travel time in the z-direction in seconds during a storage of blocking unit load
Cycle time for one command cycle in the rack in seconds

Normalised cycle time

Normalised driving time

Normalised handling time

Expected travel time from a retrieval channel to a reshuffle channel in seconds
Expected travel time from a storage channel to a retrieval channel in seconds

Expected travel time from a retrieval channel to a handover point in seconds

Expected travel time from a handover point to a storage channel in seconds

Time a robot needs to change direction during a travel in seconds
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Acronyms and symbols

tg Expected travel time for one reshuffle job in seconds
TP Throughput capacity

By P(Bj,s) Expected number of reshuffles for a storage or retrieval job; and probability that s
reshuffles are necessary for a retrieval of a unit load of class j

P(B>0 Probability that more than 0 reshuffles are necessary for a retrieval job

Auxiliary Variables

Ch,k k™ channel type with h stored unit loads
Ch,k,t The location ¢ in a channel type cj,
Sy Rj¢ Storage job of class j, and retrieval jobs of class j from location ¢. If there is only one

class this is simplified to S and R

G The expected number of blocking unit loads of class j
Heyele Service rate of the infinite server in the queuing system
Hpick Service rate of the pick station in the queuing system

0 Handling-to-driving-ratio
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A Appendix

The Appendices A.1 to A.3 and A.5 to A.9 are the appendix of the paper “Digging Deep: Finding
and Maximizing the Throughput Capacity of Multi-deep Storage Systems” currently under revision
in Transportation Science (Lehmann and De Koster 2024).

The text, formal analysis and visualisation in these sections have been taken from the paper with
minor changes.

The author of this thesis was responsible for the conceptualisation, methodology, software, val-
idation, formal analysis, investigation, writing (original draft), and visualisation of the research
presented in these sections.

A.1 Optimal Pick Station Location and Length
to Width Ratio

In this section it is shown for all strategies: 1) The optimal allocation of a single pick station and 2)
the optimal length to width (I - L to I, - W) ratio of a RCS/R system with given number of channels.
The location of the pick station only influences topp and tos Of t¢ycre. We first assume that the pick
station is allocated somewhere on the [ - L long side of the RCS/R system. Depending on the distance
d of the pick station from the one corner (normalised to d € (0, 1)) the average travel distance for
tiopp and tyog is:

Led flyW oy wLo(1—d) (ly W, | ..
S i (i g jydidg + fle PO Y g jydidg
lo L+l W

ly - W
2

1
lw-L(dQ—d+§)+
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This expression can be minimised for d = 0.5. The same can be done for pick
station allocated at the [,, - W long side of the rack. We get the two possibilities
for travel distance:

lo-L+2-1,-W

diStL = 1
2:-l;-L+1,-W
diStW = 4+ Y

Assuming that [, - L = [, - W - € with € > 0 we get:

B+ILW _ (3+20)1,W

1 1 = diStW

diStL =

This means that allocating the pick station in the middle of the longer side of the
RCSR system minimises the travel distance and thus travel time of ¢, gp and ts
and therefore also for t¢y¢. for any I, L > [, W.

For 2) the problem is split to get an upper and lower bound for the [, L : [, W
ratio. First, we want to find the optimal rack layout L and W which minimises
the travel distance of tgor and trp. We analyse tsor and tgrepg for d = 1, but
this can be done for all d analogue. The average distance is:

L ™ fort o i = 7+ 1 - 5D didjdi'dg 1L+ 1, W

1,°L21,*W?2 3

which can be minimised for [, L = [,V and thus a [, L : [,V ratio of 1:1. Sec-
ond, the optimal rack layout to minimise #,np and ts is a I L : [, W ratio which
minimises M Minimal #,np and ty,s are achieved for I, L = 21, W
and thus the [, L : [,W ratio is 2:1. Since ts,or and gy depend on d which
is individually calculated for all strategies and rack parameters, the lower bound
of a t.yc1e minimising and therefore throughput maximising rack layout for the

gL 2 1,W ratio is 1:1 and the upper bound is 2:1.

Throughout the work, nearest neighbour policy is used to reduce the cycle time,
but if the random policy is used, the optimal rack layout ratio can be determined
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even more precisely. A random policy equals to d = 1 for all tgio5 and t,s. Since
the summands ts;oR, tionp and ty,s appear once in .y, a new upper limit for the
loL : 1,W ratiois £ : 1 with:

LLA LW Lo L+2:0y - W _ 5L+ 8,W

tswr + toHP + tos = 3 5 5

and the minimum for [, L = %lyW.

By incorporating the number of reshuffles 3, the optimal rack layout ratio
loL : l,W can be determined exactly. The relevant distance is:

50,L + 81, W l.L+1,W
tsor + LioHp + tos + B - triog = 5 F— 4+ 3 Y
_ (5+28)l,L 4(—3 (8 +28)1,W A1

and the optimal rack layout ratio I, L : 1,V is 5555 : 1.
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A.2 Proof: Loads of the Same Product -
Clustered or Random Storage?

We assume:

e Without loss of generality, only unit loads of products of one class are
regarded

» The rack is aggregated to one representative channel

e At the initial state, the unit loads of the same product are randomly dis-
tributed across the representative channel

e The unit load of the product which causes the fewest reshuffles is chosen
for retrieval

During any storage job, the system can decide whether the unit load should be
stored above a unit load with the same product if this location is free or whether
it should be stored above a unit load of a random product. For any fill level
w - H € N of the regarded representative channel and any number of unit loads
per product £ < H already stored in this channel either randomly or clustered,
the resulting number of reshuffles can be calculated for the next retrieval of such a
product after sufficiently many command cycles between the last storage and the
next retrieval job:

H—-¢ )
5 &8' H-¢
Clustered *h — 5 +1 - 9
H—Eg:—i-l (h—i ) .
Brandom =—=1 571) ( ) _ (ﬁfl) _ -
(<) (1) &+l
BRandom _ Hif _ 2 (A 2)
BClustered H=¢ §+ 1 .
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For ¢ = 1 it is trivial that number of reshuffles is equal. For all £ > 1 the fraction
in Equation (A.2) is < 1 and thus the number of reshuffles for Srqyndom 1S smaller

than for Boiustered-
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A.3 Simulation for Validation of the
Throughput Models

Figure A.1 shows the procedure of the simulations for all strategies. The reshuffle
strategies are shown in detail in Figures A.2 and A.3 and the storage assignment

strategies in Figure A 4.
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A.4 Validation Results for Automated Storage
and Retrieval Systems

Table A.1: Validation Results.

D teyete [8] B
g E 560 E g 53
< 7} < 7 oI

I 6946 6941+£062 00 001.121.124+0.02 00 00
I 5721 56224053 0.02 0.01 1.12 1.16 & 0.02 -0.03 -0.01
I 113.99 113.22 £0.95 0.01 0.0 1.12 1.14 +0.02 -0.02 0.0
39.35 39.45+0.29 -0.0 0.0 0.38 0.37£0.01 0.02 0.0
V.  209.7 2082+ 1.75 0.01 0.0 2.622.67 4+ 0.04 -0.02 -0.0
VI 6123 61.574+0.52 -0.01 0.0 0.9 0.91+£0.02-0.01 0.0
VII 77.58 76.78 £0.66 0.01 0.0 1.35 1.36 +0.03 -0.01 0.0

I 4934 49.87+£0.39 -0.01 -0.0 1.28 1.28 £0.02 0.0 0.0
Il 41.16 41.97 £04 -0.02 -0.01 1.28 1.27 £ 0.02 0.01 0.0
I 79.01 78.61 £0.62 0.01 0.0 128 1.28+0.02 0.0 0.0
32.03 3226 +0.21 -0.01 -0.0 043 043 £0.01 0.0 0.0
V 9039 91.7+£095-0.01 -0.0298298+0.04 0.0 0.0
VI 46.81 47.11+04 -0.01 0.0 1.11 1.1£0.02 001 0.0
VII 51.38 51.99 +£0.44 -0.01 -0.0 1.42 1.43 +£0.03 -0.01 0.0

I 4844 48.75+0.45-0.01 0.0 1.21 1.21£0.02 0.0 0.0
II 4043 41.46 4+0.38 -0.02 -0.02 1.21 1.22 £ 0.02 -0.01 0.0
mr 7751 77.08£0.58 0.01 0.0 121 1.214+£0.02 0.0 0.0
31.67 31.75+£0.18 -0.0 00 04 04+00 0.0 00
V 8878 90.12 £ 1.01 -0.01 -0.0 2.84 2.84 £0.05 0.0 0.0
VI 4537 45.67+04 -0.01 0.0 1.01 1.0£0.02 001 0.0
VII 51.04 51.68 £ 0.45 -0.01 -0.0 1.39 1.4+0.02 -0.01 0.0

I 4574 46.12+£0.31-0.01 -00 1.0 1.0£0.02 00 00
II 3826 39.14 +0.29 -0.02 -0.02 1.0 1.01 +0.01 -0.01 0.0
m 729 723+£066 001 00 1.0 1.0+0.02 0.0 0.0
30.64 30.62+0.17 0.0 0.00.330.33£001 00 00
V 8532 8649 +0.82-0.01 -0.0 252494003 00 00
VI 41.81 42.04 +£0.29 -0.01 0.0 0.75 0.75£0.02 0.0 0.0
VII 5027 509 £0.41 -0.01 -0.0 1.33 1.34 +£0.02 -0.01 0.0

I 5253 53.08+£047-001 -00 1.5 154002 00 00
I 43.81 4492 +0.36 -0.02 -0.02 1.5 15+£002 00 0.0
mr 84.16 8359+£07 001 00 15 1.54+0.03 0.0 0.0
33.08 33234+0.18 -00 0.0 05 05+£001 00 00
V.  97.84 9921 +£098 -0.01 -0.0 3.5349+0.04 00 00
VI 5253 5293 +044-001 00 1.514940.02 0.01 0.0
VII 5253 53.22+046 -001 -00 1.5 1.54+0.02 0.0 0.0

I 4252 43.04+£0.35-0.01 -0.0 1.28 1.29 +0.03 -0.01 0.0
I 3879 39.64 +0.34 -0.02 -0.01 1.28 1.29 £0.02 -0.01 0.0
I 5627 55.69+0.35 0.01 0.0 128 128+0.02 0.0 0.0
77.81 78.81 £0.85 -0.01 -0.0 2.98 3.02 £+ 0.05 -0.01 0.0
VI 4046 41.09 +0.33 -0.02 -0.01 1.11 1.12+£0.03 -0.01 0.0

Homogeneous
—
<

RSCS
2

RSLS
2

Depth First
=

Stack First
=z

RSCS-NN
<
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A.4 Validation Results for Automated Storage and Retrieval Systems

VII 4473 44.67+036 00 0.0 142 1424+0.02 0.0 0.0

41.73 4254 0.29 -0.02 -0.01 1.21 1.23 4 0.01 -0.02 -0.01
37.99 38.88 +0.37 -0.02 -0.01 1.21 1.23 £0.03 -0.02 0.0
55.48 55.17+£0.34 0.01 0.0 1.21 1.23 +£0.02 -0.02 0.0
28.06 28.32+£0.14 -0.01 -0.0 0.4 0.41 £0.01 -0.02 0.0
76.17 77.93 £ 0.86 -0.02 -0.01 2.84 2.92 £ 0.04 -0.03 -0.01
39.36 40.25 +0.31 -0.02 -0.01 1.01 1.03 £0.02 -0.02 0.0
44.14 4448 £0.36 -0.01 0.0 1.39 1.41 £0.02 -0.01 0.0

RSLS-NN
ZE=~—

=P

Table A.2: Aggregated § and § 1 for all 11 Instances.

tcycle B

S gmazx 5min 501 6g}n 66@}11 g gmaz 5min 601 570n}n 67Cn;1z

Homogeneous 0.00 -0.01 0.02 0.00 0.00 0.01 -0.01 -0.03 0.02 -0.00 -0.01 0.00
RSCS -0.01 -0.02 0.01 -0.00 -0.01 0.00 0.00 -0.01 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00
RSLS -0.01 -0.02 0.01 -0.00 -0.02 0.00 -0.00 -0.01 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00

Depth First  -0.01 -0.02 0.01 -0.00 -0.02 0.00 -0.00 -0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Stack First  -0.01 -0.02 0.01 -0.00 -0.02 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00
RSCS-NN  -0.01 -0.02 0.01 -0.00 -0.01 0.00 -0.01 -0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
RSLS-NN  -0.01 -0.02 0.01 -0.01 -0.01 0.00 -0.02 -0.03 -0.01 -0.00 -0.01 0.00
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A.5 Cycle Time Distribution

Figures A.5 and A.6 show the histograms of ¢,;. and the resulting interarrival
time of robots at a pick station taken from the steady state evaluations of the
simulation. We conclude that especially for the CBS-1, AutoStore, AS-LFR,
CBS-3-BBO, and CBS-3-RBP strategies, an exponential distribution for ¢,
is a good assumption. However, due to the number of robots (K = 5), also
the histogram of the Random and Random-BBO strategies lead to exponentially
distributed interarrival times at pick stations.
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Figure A.5: Histogram of the Cycle Time ¢ and the Interarrival Time at the Pick Station for the
Random, Random-BBO, CBS-1, and AutoStore Strategies and the Baseline Configuration
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Figure A.6: Histogram of the Cycle Time #,;. and the Interarrival Time at the Pick Station for the
AS-LFR, CBS-3-BBO, and CBS-3-RBP Strategies and the Baseline Configuration I.
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A.6 Transition Matrix

A.6 Transition Matrix

The state space 7, depends on the strategy considered. This section presents
the positions (row and column indices) of the transition probabilities P(.S}|cp k)
and P(Rj|cp, k) in the transition matrix M. Algorithm 1 shows the allocation
for all P(Sj|cp i) of all strategies. The transition matrix for an RCS/R system
with h = 2 for the CBS-3-RBP strategy is shown in Equation (A.3):
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M1[0,0] P(Splep,1) P(Sgleo,1) P(Scleg,1) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
P(Rple1,1,1) M([1,1] 0 0 P(Sple1,1)P(Sgley,1)P(Scler;1) 0 0 0 0 0 0
P(Rpley,2,1) 0 M([2,2] 0 0 0 0 P(Sple1,2)P(Sgle1,2)P(Scler,2) 0 0 0
P(Rcley,3,1) 0 0 M3,3] 0 0 0 0 0 0 P(Sale1,3)P(Sgle1 3)P(Scle1,3)
P(Rplea1.1) P(Rplea 1 2) 0 0 M [4,4] 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
P(Rplca 21) P(Rplea 22) 0 0 0 M([5,5] 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
P(Ryle23)1) P(Relezsl2) 0 0 0 0 M(6,6] 0 0 0 0 0 0
P(Rpleala1) 0 P(Rplc2,4,2) 0 0 0 0 M([7,7] 0 0 0 0 0
P(Rplca5.1) 0 P(Rplcas.2) 0 0 0 0 0 MI[8,8] 0 0 0 0
P(Rplealp.1) 0 P(Rcleap.2) 0 0 0 0 0 0 M[9,9] 0 0 0
P(Releal7.1) 0 0 P(Rplea,7,2) 0 0 0 0 0 0 M[10,10] 0 0
P(Rcleasi1) 0 0 P(Rplcag 2) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 MJ[11,11] 0
P(Rclealgi1) 0 0 P(Rclealg 2) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 M[12,12]

o
Ye)
—



A.6 Transition Matrix

Algorithm 2 shows the allocation for all P(R;|cp ) of the Random-BBO, CBS-
1, AutoStore, AS-LFR, and CBS-3-BBO strategy. Algorithm 3 shows the alloca-
tion for all P(R;|cy, ) for the CBS-3-RBP strategy. To complete the transition
matrix, the entries in the diagonal of the matrix are:

1—1 hzzzo 7"
Mliyi)=1-> (M[i,m]) — Y (M[i,m]) (A.4)
m=0 m=i+1

Algorithm 1 Transition Matrix Entries - Storage Probabilities

1: class = 1

2: for j € J do

3: counter = 0

4. for h € H do

5: for k € J" do

6: M [counter, J - counter + class] = P(S}|cp k)
7 counter = counter +1

8: class = class +1
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Algorithm 2 Transition Matrix Entries - Retrieval Probabilities BBO

1: countery, counterz, counters, counter,, counters, counterg = 0,1,0,0,0,0
2: for h € H do

3 fori € J" do

4 fort € hdo

5: class = 1

6: for j € J do

7: if ¢; n,+ = class then

8 Probability[counter] = P(R;|ph,k,t)
9: counter; = countery +1

10: class = class +1

11: for i from 1 to H + 1 do

12: for j from 0 to J*~ ! do

13: counters[i — 1, j] = countera

14: counters = counters -+ 1

15: for i from 0 to H do

16: lower = %

17: upper = %

18: result = result.append(repeat([lower...upper],i + 1)

19: Position[0] = result
20: for i from 0 to H do

21: for j from O to nonzero_entries(counters[z]) do
22: forl € J do

23: for k from O to ¢ + 1 do )
24: Position[1,counterg ] = counters [k, L]i]—k j]-1
25: counterg = counterg + 1

26: original_value = < 7’2_

27: value = original_value

28: forjfromllo‘]}{%—‘ﬂjl—i-ldo

29: result_values[z, j — 1] =value

30: if 5 modulo J**! = 0 then

31: original_value = value +1

32: value = original_value

33: else if ¢ modulo J7 = 0 then

34 value = original_value

35: else

36: value = value +1

37: for i from 1 to H + 1 do
38: for j from 0 to J* do

39: for k fromi — 1to —1 do

40: Position[1,countery] = result_values[k,counters[k]]

41: countery = countery +1

42: counters[k] = counters[k] + 1

43: for Probability.length do

44: M [Position[counters , 1],Position[counters, 1]] = Probability [counters]
45: counters = counters +1
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Algorithm 3 Transition Matrix Entries - Retrieval Probabilities RBP

1: countery, countera, counters, countery = 0,1, 0,0
2: for h € H do

3: fori€ J"do
4 fort € hdo
5: class = 1
6: for j € J do
7.
8
9

if cx ¢ = class then
Probability[counteri] = P(R;

Ch,k‘,t)
: counter; = counter; +1

10: class = class +1

11: forifrom1to H + 1do

12: for j from 0 to J*~ ! do

13: counters[i — 1, j] = countery

14: counters = counters +1

15: for i from O to H do

16: lower = L1 =1

17: upper = *

18: result = result.append(repeat([lower...upper],i+1)

19: Position[0] = result
20: for ¢ from 0 to H do

21: for j from O to nonzero_entries(counters[i]) do

22: forl € J do

23: for k from O to ¢ + 1 do )

24: Position[1,counters] = counters[k, [Jﬂi_;‘j] -1

25: counters = counters + 1

26: for Probability.length do

27: M [Position[countery , 1],Position[countery, 1]] = Probability [countery]
28: countery = countery +1
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A.7 Cycle Times

A.7.1 Derivation of tsior, tRtoss ttoHp @Nd tios

For tsor and trep there is a random variable x, which is the distance between two
channels in the rack. This distance can be split in distance in L and W direction.
The probability density functions for the distances between a random channel and
all other channels in one direction are:

20, L—2-x
a2 <z <I[,L
fu(@) {0 x> 1,L

2:l,W—-2-x
_ ) T sz s h

The pdf g(x) and cdf G(x) for the combined distance of a random channel to all
other channels is then:

@) = [ () o= 2)ds
2-2(x? —=3-(lp L+1yW)-24+6-1, L1, W)
3-(lIL)%(lyW)2 : r < l,W
61, L+2:1,W =6
3., L)2
—2-(z— (1, L+1, W))>
3'(lmL)2(lyW)2

G(z) :/g(a:)dx

Lot +(—lo L—1,W)-2®+3:1, LI, W 2>

x<lI,L (A.5)
l.L <z

2 ST LP, W) z <l,W

2w (3lo L1, W)— 222 1 W (g wisl, L)~ Y (61, L—1,W))
= S L2 <l L

z— — 4 . 2 h
2=+ )
Ay W) L <z
3(.L)? @

(A.6)
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tionp and t,s are calculated as follows:

L 0<x<05-1l, L

2.
10, L+, W lo-Loly W
x4 3w 050, L<x<l,-W dg
Yy
0 2:(0.5:1- L+1,- W —x) lp-L .
ToLly- W by W <a< 5=+,
toonp =
Uhor
Vhor
= tos
Qhor

A.7.2 Variance of Cycle Time of a Robot

The variance can be approximated with:

T

Var = ((|<k’ +1g + tsr) = Leyele])? - P(ﬁk))'
k=0
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A.8 Regression Models for Travel and
Handling Times, and Reshuffles

This section presents the regression models and the results of the regression
analysis. We take the RCS/R characteristics from the optimisation problem in
Section 5.3.1 as an example. We take the throughput maximising rack layouts
for each H < 12 for the AutoStore, AS-LFR, CBS-3-BBO, and CBS-3-RBP
strategies. Based on these layouts, the values for tsior, triog> 3, toh,r. ton,s and
ton,r,s are calculated for the four strategies according to the models presented
in Section 5.1. Based on these values, linear (AutoStore, AS-LFR, CBS-3-
BBO) and quadratic (CBS-3-RBP) regression models are determined for H < 12
(7 < H < 12 for trepg for the CBS-3-BBO strategy). The resulting regression
models for triog, 3, tch, k. ton,s and top, g, g are presented in Table A.3.

Table A.3: Regression Models for the AutoStore, AS-LFR, CBS-3-BBO, and CBS-3-RBP Strategies.

Variable AutoStore AS-LFR CBS-3-BBO CBS-3-RBP

tRmﬁ<H) 0.003 - H + 7.046 0.001 - H 4+ 7.062 —0.025- H + 9.256 -

B(H) 0.222 - H — 0.217 0.080 - H — 0.144 0.372- H — 0.792 0.003»H2+0.036‘H70,046
ton. r(H) 0.070 - H + 1.228 0.051 - H 4 1.244 0.075- H + 1.178 0.001-H2+0,035-H+1.262
tCh,S(H) 0.035- H +1.261 0.038 - H 4 1.267 0.017 - H + 1.302 0.001-H2+0.035-H+1.262

tCh,,R,ﬁ(H) 0.041 - H + 1.186 0.045 - H + 1.188 0.023 - H + 1.242

Figure A.7 shows the calculated values for tgr for the AutoStore, AS-LFR, and
CBS-3-BBO strategies and tgor and triog for the CBS-3-RBP strategy as well as
the travel time between two random channels ({stR random)- The presented values
for tgor and trys converge to the time between two random channels for H > 12.

Table A.4 shows the analytic values and the corresponding regression values for
tRiogs Bs tcn, Ry ton,s and tcn,r, for the AutoStore, AS-LFR, CBS-3-BBO, and
CBS-3-BBO strategies. Table A.4 also shows the calculated Root Mean Square
Error (RMSE) for all analytic and regression values. The RMSE is between 0.00
and 0.03 for the AutoStore, AS-LFR, and CBS-3-RBP strategies, from which it
is concluded that the regression fit is good (Note that the unit for the times is in
seconds). The RMSE is between 0.01 and 0.15 in the CBS-3-BBO strategy. The
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Figure A.7: Calculated Values for tsior (and trypg for the CBS-3-RBP Strategy) for H < 12 of the
Optimisation Example. £g(oR random iS the Travel Time Between two Random Channels.

values for R? differ from 0.10 to 0.33 for the regression of g s (note the small
RMSE 0f 0.01 to 0.15) and from 0.77 to 1.00 for the regression of 3, tcp, g, tcn,s

and tcp,R,g.

Table A.4: Comparison of Analytic and Regression Values for trig. 8, ton, v, ton,s and ton, R, 3-
Ana = Analytic Value, Reg = Regression Value, RMSE = Root Mean Square Error

AS AS-LFR CBS-3-BBO CBS-3-RBP
[Sa] s3] 0 =
17! 7] 17! 7

Variable H Ana Reg & & Ana Reg & & Ana Reg & & Ana Reg ¥ &
1 7.08 7.05 7.08 7.06
2 7.05 7.05 7.07 7.06
3 7.057.05 7.06 7.07
4 7.04 7.06 7.06 7.07
5 7.05 7.06 7.06 7.07

triop 6 7.05 7.06 0.01 0.33 796 707 0.01 0.12 0.15 0.10
7 7.06 7.06 7.06 7.07 9.31 9.09
8 7.06 7.07 7.07 7.07 9.16 9.06
9 7.07 7.07 7.07 7.07 9.07 9.03
10 7.08 7.07 7.07 7.07 9.04 9.00
11 7.08 7.08 7.08 7.07 8.95 8.98
12 7.09 7.08 7.08 7.07 8.88 8.96
1 0.00 0.00 0.00 -0.06 0.00 -0.42 0.00 -0.06
2 022 0.23 0.02 0.02 0.07 -0.05 0.03 0.01
3 045045 0.08 0.10 0.17 0.32 0.09 0.09
4 0.67 0.67 0.15 0.18 0.40 0.70 0.15 0.16
5 0.89 0.89 0.23 0.26 0.76 1.07 0.19 0.23

B 6 1.12 1.11 0.00 1.00 o371 034 0.03 0.99 |47 1.44 0.21 0.97 926 .30 0.01 1.00

7 134 1.34 0.40 0.42 1.86 1.81 0.35 0.37
8 1.56 1.56 0.48 0.50 2.09 2.19 041 044
9 1.78 1.78 0.57 0.58 2.38 2.56 0.51 0.51
10 2.00 2.00 0.66 0.66 3.18 2.93 0.59 0.58
11 2.22 222 0.75 0.76 343 330 0.67 0.66
12 2.44 2.44 0.84 0.82 3.71 3.68 0.78 0.73
1 1.30 1.29 1.30 1.30 1.30 1.25 1.30 1.30
2 137 1.37 1.35 1.35 1.35 1.33 1.34 1.33

tcn,R 0.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 0.03 0.99 0.01 1.00 159



A Appendix

160

3 144 1.44 1.40 1.40 1.39 1.40 1.37 1.37
4 1.51 1.51 145 145 1.44 1.48 1.42 1.41
5 1.58 1.58 1.50 1.50 1.52 1.55 1.45 1.46
6 1.65 1.65 1.55 1.55 1.63 1.63 1.50 1.50
7 172 1.72 1.60 1.60 1.71 1.70 1.55 1.55
8 1.79 1.79 1.65 1.65 1.77 1.78 1.59 1.60
9 1.86 1.86 1.70 1.70 1.83 1.85 1.65 1.64
10 1.93 1.93 1.75 1.75 1.96 1.93 1.69 1.69
11 2.00 2.00 1.80 1.80 2.02 2.00 1.74 1.75
12 2.07 2.07 1.86 1.85 2.08 2.08 1.80 1.80
1 1.30 1.30 1.30 1.31 1.30 1.32 1.30 1.29
2 133133 1.34 1.34 1.34 1.34 1.34 1.33
3 1.37 1.37 1.38 1.38 1.36 1.35 1.37 1.37
4 1.40 1.40 142 142 1.38 1.37 1.42 1.41
5 144 1.44 1.46 1.46 1.40 1.39 1.45 1.46
tocn,s 6 1.47 1.47 0.00 1.00 50 1.50 0.00 1.00 1 40 1.40 0.01 0.98 |50 1.50 0.01 1.00
7 1.51 1.51 1.54 153 1.42 1.42 1.55 1.55
8 1.54 1.54 1.57 1.57 1.44 1.44 1.59 1.60
9 1.58 1.58 1.61 1.61 1.46 1.45 1.65 1.65
10 1.61 1.61 1.65 1.65 1.47 1.47 1.67 1.69
11 1.65 1.65 1.69 1.69 1.48 1.49 1.74 1.75
12 1.69 1.68 1.73 1.73 1.50 1.50 1.80 1.80
1 1.14 1.23 1.14 1.23 1.14 1.27
2 1.30 1.27 1.30 1.27 1.30 1.29
3 1.34 1.31 1.35 2.32 1.35 1.31
4 137 1.35 1.39 2.36 1.39 1.34
5 141 1.39 1.44 141 1.40 1.36
tch,r,8 6 1.44 1.43 0.03 0.96 148 146 0.03 0.96 | 49 1.38 0.04 0.77
7 148 1.47 1.52 1.50 1.42 1.40
8 1.52 1.51 1.56 1.55 1.44 1.43
9 1.55 1.56 1.59 1.59 1.45 1.45
10 1.59 1.60 1.63 1.64 1.46 1.47
11 1.63 1.64 1.67 1.69 1.48 1.50
12 1.66 1.68 1.71 1.73 1.50 1.52
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Storage and Retrieval Systems

Table A.5: Validation Results.

1D

<
=

<

TP

£ 6écr

<
=

<

teyele [8]

£
3 )

B
g g

dor & &

ddcr

Random

1T
1T
v

VI
VII
VIII

IX

XI

113.74
113.74
113.74
113.74
113.74
120.15
108.36

49.64
171.61
143.35

89.59

113.55 £ 1.41 0.00 0.00
113.55 £ 1.41 0.00 0.00
113.55 £ 1.41 0.00 0.00
116.27 £ 2.68 -0.02 0.00
114.38 £ 1.06 -0.01 0.00
122.70 £ 1.83 -0.02 0.01
108.64 £ 1.49 -0.00 0.00
50.20 £ 0.60 -0.01 0.00
171.85 £ 0.97 -0.00 0.00
141.70 £ 2.49 0.01 0.00
90.70 £ 1.22 -0.01 0.00

122.23
122.23
122.23
122.23
122.23
112.25
131.28
122.23
122.23

81.01
169.73

123.13 £ 1.60 -0.01
123.13 £ 1.60 -0.01
123.13 £ 1.60 -0.01
121.30 £ 3.20 0.01
122.01 £ 1.13 0.00
110.96 £ 1.52 0.01
131.93 £ 1.72 -0.00
121.15 £ 1.53 0.01
121.43 £0.28 0.01
82.22 £ 0.75 -0.01
168.71 £2.20 0.01

0.00 2.98 3.05 £ 0.07 -0.02
0.00 2.98 3.05 £ 0.07 -0.02
0.00 2.98 3.05 4 0.07 -0.02
0.00 2.98 2.97 £ 0.13 0.00
0.00 2.98 3.00 £ 0.05 -0.01
0.00 2.57 2.56 4+ 0.07 0.00
0.00 3.31 3.30 £ 0.06 0.00
0.00 2.98 2.96 4 0.06 0.01
0.00 2.98 2.98 4+ 0.01 0.00
0.01 1.28 1.31 £ 0.03 -0.02
0.00 4.68 4.68 £ 0.08 0.00

0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

Random-BBO

11
1T
v

VI
Vil
VIII

IX

XI

8591
85.91
85.91
8591
85.91
94.92
78.58
35.82
150.20
124.79
63.05

87.87 £ 1.11 -0.02 0.01
87.87 £ 1.11 -0.02 0.01
87.87 £ 1.11 -0.02 0.01
86.44 £ 2.27 -0.01 0.00
87.58 £0.79 -0.02 0.01
95.63 £ 1.22 -0.01 0.00
79.43 £ 1.07 -0.01 0.00
36.33 £0.53 -0.01 0.00
151.82 + 0.53 -0.01 0.01
127.92 £+ 1.69 -0.02 0.01
63.44 £ 1.00 -0.01 0.00

178.98
178.98
178.98
178.98
178.98
157.48
199.73
178.98
178.98
105.49

258.46 257.58 + 4.68

175.82 £2.23 0.02
175.82 £2.23 0.02
175.82 £2.23 0.02
180.73 £5.25 -0.01
175.59 £ 1.73 0.02
155.92 £2.15 0.01
198.53 £2.71 0.01
177.58 £2.80 0.01
175.72 £ 0.58 0.02
103.94 £ 1.24 0.01
0.00

0.01 2.72 2.77 4 0.04 -0.02
0.01 2.72 2.77 + 0.04 -0.02
0.01 2.72 2.77 £ 0.04 -0.02
0.00 2.72 2.83 £ 0.11 -0.04
0.01 2.72 2.76 = 0.04 -0.01
0.00 2.26 2.28 £ 0.04 -0.01
0.00 3.18 3.18 4 0.06 0.00
0.00 2.72 2.81 + 0.06 -0.03
0.02 2.72 2.76 £ 0.01 -0.01
0.00 1.17 1.20 4 0.03 -0.03
0.00 4.26 4.31 & 0.09 -0.01

0.0
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.01
0.01
0.00
0.00

CBS-1

1T
I
v

VI
VII
VIII

IX

XI

91.13
91.13
91.13
91.13
91.13
100.51
80.27
38.26
155.61
126.46
65.19

92.02 £ 1.30 -0.01 0.00
92.02 £ 1.30 -0.01 0.00
92.02 £ 1.30 -0.01 0.00
93.07 £ 3.26 -0.02 0.00
91.93 £ 1.00 -0.01 0.00
99.70 £ 1.42 0.01 0.00
81.11 £ 1.22 -0.01 0.00
38.35 £ 0.60 -0.00 0.00
155.70 £ 0.57 -0.00 0.00
127.58 £ 1.77 -0.01 0.00
65.08 = 1.10 0.00

166.05
166.05
166.05
166.05
166.05
145.86
194.61
166.05
166.05
103.13

0.00 248.77 251.37 4= 4.68

164.69 £ 2.49
164.69 £ 2.49
164.69 + 2.49
168.53 £ 6.34

165.1 £2.02
150.36 £ 2.44
193.36 £ 3.24
166.71 £ 2.81
166.26 £ 0.56
102.13 £ 1.15

0.01
0.01
0.01
-0.01
0.01
-0.03
0.01
-0.00
-0.00
0.01
-0.01

0.00 2.53 2.51 £0.06 0.01
0.00 2.53 2.51 +0.06 0.01
0.00 2.53 2.51 +0.06 0.01
0.00 2.53 2.56 £ 0.13 -0.01
0.00 2.53 2.51 +0.04 0.01
0.01 2.09 2.13 4 0.05 -0.02
0.00 3.15 3.15 £ 0.06 0.00
0.00 2.53 2.54 4 0.06 -0.00
0.00 2.53 2.53 +0.01 0.00
0.00 1.15 1.15 £ 0.02 0.00
0.00 4.12 4.17 £ 0.10 -0.01

0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

AutoStore

11
1T
v

VI
VII
VIII

IX

XI

113.62
113.62
113.62
113.62
113.62
121.10
106.94

49.57
171.55
142.81

91.03

114.13 £+ 1.74 -0.00
114.13 £ 1.74 -0.00
114.13 = 1.74 -0.00
117.21 £ 3.75 -0.03
114.84 £ 1.40 -0.01
122.96 + 2.11 -0.02
108.99 £ 1.61 -0.02
50.05 £ 0.74 -0.01
172.03 £+ 0.85 -0.00
144.69 £ 2.26 -0.01
92.73 £ 1.46 -0.02

0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

122.43
122.43
122.43
122.43
122.43
110.84
133.79
122.43
122.43

81.69

166.3

0.01
0.01
0.01
0.02
0.01
0.00
0.02
0.01
0.01

121.36 £ 2.09
121.36 £ 2.09
121.36 £ 2.09
120.05 £+ 4.81
121.57 £ 1.68
110.57 £ 1.87
131.74 £2.21
121.71 £ 2.09
121.17 £ 0.48
81.02 £0.95 0.01
164.15 £3.24 0.01

0.00 1.56 1.56 4 0.04 0.00
0.00 1.56 1.56 = 0.04 0.00
0.00 1.56 1.56 4= 0.04 0.00
0.00 1.56 1.54 +0.10 0.01
0.00 1.56 1.57 4 0.04 -0.01
0.00 1.29 1.30 £ 0.04 -0.01
0.00 1.82 1.81 +0.05 0.01
0.00 1.56 1.57 4 0.04 -0.01
0.01 1.56 1.56 4 0.01 0.00
0.00 0.67 0.66 & 0.02 0.02
0.00 2.44 2.39 4+ 0.07 0.02

0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

AS-LFR

149.90

152.83 £ 2.85 -0.02 0.00

7291

73.25 £ 1.25 -0.00

0.00 0.48 0.51 £ 0.03 -0.06

0.00
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Figure A.8: § for Number of Reshuffles 3 over all Validation Instances for all Operating Strategies.

I
I
v

\
VI

VII
VIII
IX

X

XI

113.62
163.66
149.90
149.90
154.03
145.82

74.06
179.46
162.17
135.49

114.77 £ 1.65 -0.01
163.03 £ 3.30 0.00
154.69 £ 4.95 -0.03
149.98 £ 2.24 -0.00
154.78 £+ 3.11 -0.00
150.12 £ 2.82 -0.03

75.44 £ 1.19 -0.02
179.89 £ 1.16 -0.00
163.09 £ 3.43 -0.01
138.01 £ 2.49 -0.02

0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.01
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

122.43
55.39
7291
7291
67.80
77.95
7291
7291
57.39
90.99

123.17 £ 2.04 -0.01
59.58 4+ 0.91 -0.07
72.80 £3.31 0.00
73.25 £ 0.99 -0.00
69.20 4 0.94 -0.02
79.65 £ 1.54 -0.02
72.56 £ 1.40 0.00
73.81 £ 0.34 -0.01
59.72 £ 0.60 -0.04
91.82 £2.02 -0.01

0.00 1.56 1.61 £ 0.05 -0.03
0.06 0.12 0.21 4 0.02 -0.43
0.00 0.48 0.51 £ 0.07 -0.06
0.00 0.48 0.51 £ 0.02 -0.06
0.01 0.37 0.41 4+ 0.02 -0.10
0.00 0.60 0.66 £ 0.04 -0.09
0.00 0.48 0.49 £ 0.03 -0.02
0.01 0.48 0.52 4+ 0.01 -0.08
0.03 0.15 0.17 £ 0.01 -0.12
0.00 0.84 0.89 £ 0.04 -0.06

0.00
0.37
0.00
0.02
0.05
0.03
0.00
0.06
0.06
0.01

CBS-3-BBO

I
1T
i
v
\
VI
Vil
VIII
IX
X
XI

90.52
90.52
90.52
90.52
90.52
83.57
107.21
37.97
155.01
148.62
64.26

91.81 £ 1.30 -0.01
91.81 £ 1.30 -0.01
91.81 £ 1.30 -0.01
93.02 £ 2.83 -0.03
92.51 £ 0.84 -0.02
84.03 £ 1.47 -0.01
110.09 £ 1.77 -0.03
38.39 £ 0.59 -0.01
160.06 £ 3.00 -0.03
151.00 £ 3.03 -0.02
64.35 £ 0.93 -0.00

0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.01
0.00
0.01
0.00
0.01
0.00
0.00

167.5
167.50
167.50
167.50
167.50
185.22
133.31
167.50

165.92 £2.89 0.01
165.92 £2.89 0.01
165.92 £2.89 0.01
166.84 £ 5.76  0.00
163.64 £ 1.86 0.02
184.75 £3.77 0.00
129.51 £2.27 0.03
166.28 £ 3.02 0.01
167.50 165.48 £ 3.05 0.01

74.49 7438 £0.88 0.00
252.92 254.62 + 3.93 -0.01

0.00 2.09 1.96 4 0.04 0.07
0.00 2.09 1.96 £ 0.04 0.07
0.00 2.09 1.96 £ 0.04 0.07
0.00 2.09 2.0 +0.09 0.04
0.01 2.09 1.93 +0.03 0.08
0.00 2.38 2.22 +0.05 0.07
0.01 1.77 1.74 £ 0.05 0.02
0.00 2.09 1.97 £ 0.04 0.06
0.00 2.09 1.96 £ 0.05 0.07
0.00 0.4 0.39 +0.02 0.03
0.00 3.72 3.45 £ 0.06 0.08

0.04
0.04
0.04
0.00
0.07
0.05
0.00
0.04
0.04
0.00
0.06

CBS-3-RBP

I
I
1T
v
\
VI
VII
VIII
IX
X
XI

157.87
131.36
163.20
157.87
157.87
158.97
151.64

82.00
179.80
159.42
149.30

161.06 £ 2.28 -0.02
131.21 £2.29 0.00
166.78 £ 3.70 -0.02
162.16 £ 3.94 -0.03
156.48 £2.09 0.01
162.56 £ 3.28 -0.02
155.27 £2.90 -0.02

82.20 £ 1.36 -0.00
180.28 £ 1.12 -0.00
162.71 £3.97 -0.02
150.51 £ 2.87 -0.01

0.01
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

62.98 61.08 £0.69 0.03
96.43 97.52 £ 1.48 -0.01
56.02 56.78 £+ 0.79 -0.01
6298 61.77 £1.68 0.02
62.98 64.19 £ 0.82 -0.02
61.57 61.67 £ 0.93 -0.00
70.77 71.20 &£ 1.26 -0.01
62.98 63.91 £ 1.24 -0.01
62.98 63.55+0.28 -0.01
60.99 59.58 £0.51 0.02
73.66 73.08 £ 1.41 0.01

0.02 0.41 0.42 £ 0.03 -0.02
0.00 1.45 1.44 +0.04 0.01
0.00 0.23 0.24 4 0.02 -0.04
0.00 0.41 0.43 £ 0.06 -0.05
0.01 0.41 0.44 £ 0.03 -0.07
0.00 0.36 0.36 4 0.03 0.00
0.00 0.62 0.64 £ 0.04 -0.03
0.00 0.41 0.43 £ 0.04 -0.05
0.00 0.41 0.42 4+ 0.01 -0.02
0.01 0.15 0.15 £ 0.01 0.00
0.00 0.78 0.74 4 0.04 0.05

0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
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Table A.6: Aggregated § and §; for all 11 Instances.

B re_ _ teyele

Random  -0.01 0.01 -0.02 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.01 -0.01 0.00 0.00 0.01
Random-BBO -0.02 -0.01 -0.02 0.01 0.00 0.01 0.0l 0.02 -0.01 0.00 0.00 0.02
CBS-1 -0.01 0.01 -0.02 0.00 0.00 0.00 -0.00 0.01 -0.03 0.00 0.00 0.01
AutoStore  -0.01 -0.00 -0.03 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.02 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.01
AS-LFR  -0.01 0.00 -0.03 0.00 0.00 0.01 -0.02 0.00 -0.07 0.01 0.00 0.06
CBS-3-BBO -0.02 -0.00 -0.03 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.01 0.03 -0.01 0.00 0.00 0.01
CBS-3-RBP -0.01 0.01 -0.03 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.03 -0.02 0.00 0.00 0.02

5 §maw 5minﬂE (;enlzn §7Cn1cex

Random  -0.01 0.01 -0.02 0.00 0.00 0.00
Random-BBO -0.02 -0.00 -0.04 0.00 0.00 0.01
CBS-1 -0.00 0.01 -0.02 0.00 0.00 0.00
AutoStore  0.00 0.02 -0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00
AS-LFR  -0.10 -0.02 -0.43 0.06 0.00 0.37
CBS-3-BBO 0.06 0.08 0.02 0.03 0.00 0.07
CBS-3-RBP -0.02 0.05 -0.06 0.00 0.00 0.00

0.06 -

—-0.02 1

6ci 6&,50 6 L6c ©6 6
&
]

o>
Q

61 6 56c 6 g b

Random-BB
AutoStore
CBS-3-BB
CBS-3-RBP -

Figure A.9: § for the Cycle Time t ;. over all Validation Instances for all Operating Strategies.
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A Appendix

A.10 Results of the Comparison Experiments

This appendix includes the results for the experiments conducted in Chapter 6
for both AS/R and RCS/R systems. The Tables A.7 to A.23 contain the linear
functions for the normalised cycle time in dependency of 6 witht.ycie.n = c+m-0
for AS/R and RCS/R systems and all 13 operating strategies. In the following
tables the combinations of access frequency and number of unit loads per product
are ;. = {5 = (1»171)7f = (1,1’1)}7 Y2 = {f = (57271)af = (10»271)}’
~v3 = {¢€ = (20,10, 5), f = (100, 10,1)}.
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A Appendix

Table A.8: Normalised Cycle Times for the CBS-3-BBO, CBS-3-RBP and Depth First Strategies for AS/R Systems.

L-W - H = 10000

L-W - H = 50000

L-W - H = 100000

H " V2 V3 " V2 V3 " V2 V3
1 ]1.28+1.4160 1.28 +1.416 1.28 4 1.4160|1.25 4 1.4460 1.25 4 1.4460 1.25 + 1.440|1.25 + 1.440 1.25 + 1.446 1.25 4 1.4460
2 |1.52 4 1.700 1.39 4 1.190 1.35 + 1.0560|1.44 4+ 1.770 1.34 + 1.246 1.30 4+ 1.116|1.42 + 1.806 1.32 4 1.260 1.28 4 1.120
o 3 11.69+2.2960 1.60 4 0.970 1.51 + 0.756[1.55 + 2.420 1.53 + 1.056 1.45 4 0.810|1.52 4 2.450 1.51 + 1.066 1.44 4 0.8360
@ 4 [1.9242.780 1.73 +1.236 1.68 4+ 0.810|1.73 +2.970 1.62 + 1.3360 1.59 4+ 0.916|1.70 + 3.000 1.61 + 1.340 1.58 + 0.926
w 5 12.15+ 3.200 2.09 4+ 1.700 2.20 + 1.1160 |1.86 + 3.490 1.80 + 1.990 1.88 + 1.4560|1.79 + 3.560 1.73 + 2.060 1.79 4 1.530
» 6 |2.61+3.416 3.17 4 1.880 2.52 + 1.1760[2.07 4+ 3.950 2.55 + 2.880 2.44 + 1.616|1.93 + 4.080 2.25 + 3.176 2.44 4 1.930
@ 7 |4.13 + 2.8660 3.38 4+ 1.760 2.78 + 1.040 |3.57 4+ 3.560 3.38 + 2.820 2.62 + 1.600|3.38 + 3.780 3.39 + 3.3660 2.65 + 1.840
8 |4.70 +2.716 3.75 4 1.520 3.22 + 1.0560|3.96 + 3.630 3.62 + 2.676 2.89 + 1.5660 3.70 + 3.926 3.63 + 3.230 2.79 + 1.8460
9 15.09 +2.690 4.50 + 1.736 3.59 4 1.0260 |4.33 4+ 3.6760 3.89 4 2.550 3.53 + 1.920|4.08 + 3.960 3.88 + 3.076 3.51 + 2.3660
10]5.91 + 2.420 5.16 + 1.396 4.03 4 0.7260 |4.89 + 3.520 5.04 4 2.900 3.49 + 1.596 |4.53 + 3.930 4.83 + 3.600 3.78 + 2.1160
11/6.58 +2.1660 5.52 + 1.100 4.44 + 0.5760|5.36 + 3.500 5.32 + 2.686 3.60 + 1.380 [4.96 + 3.920 5.17 + 3.420 3.45 4+ 0.380
12]17.16 + 1.8960 6.07 4- 0.8460 4.97 + 0.3760|5.80 + 3.400 5.63 + 2.436 3.75 4 1.260 |5.36 4 3.8660 6.63 + 2.200 4.63 4 0.790
1 ]1.28+1.410 1.28 +1.416 1.28 +1.4160|1.25 + 1.4460 1.25 4 1.4460 1.25 + 1.440|1.25 + 1.440 1.25 + 1.4460 1.25 + 1.4460
2 |1.59+ 1.276 1.40 4+ 1.090 1.35+ 1.040|1.53 + 1.330 1.35+ 1.150 1.30 + 1.096|1.51 + 1.350 1.33 + 1.166 1.28 4 1.100
a 3 |1.68+1.530 1.52 + 0.8560 1.48 + 0.6660 |1.59 + 1.620 1.46 + 0.916 1.43 + 0.710|1.57 + 1.6460 1.45 + 0.92¢ 1.41 + 0.720
% 4 [2.3541.150 1.80 + 0.470 1.57 + 0.386|2.27 + 1.230 1.76 + 0.516 1.53 4+ 0.420|2.28 + 1.226 1.77 4+ 0.500 1.54 + 0.420
o5 [2.42 41,420 1.77 +0.4360 1.54 +0.2560 [2.21 + 1.630 1.70 + 0.5160 1.44 + 0.350|2.19 + 1.666 1.69 + 0.526 1.42 + 0.360
» 6 2,904 1.270 1.98 +0.216 1.64 4 0.0260|2.72 4+ 1.446 1.90 + 0.296 1.58 4+ 0.086|2.68 + 1.496 1.88 + 0.310 1.56 + 0.106
@ 7 13.35+1.130 2.08 + 0.146 1.69 — 0.1460|3.22 + 1.276 2.02 4 0.210 1.64 — 0.096|3.16 + 1.320 2.00 + 0.236 1.61 — 0.0660
8 |3.42 4+ 1.360 2.16 4+ 0.050 1.67 — 0.220|3.13 4+ 1.650 2.03 + 0.180 1.58 — 0.136[3.03 + 1.756 1.98 4+ 0.230 1.59 — 0.1460
9 |4.02 4 1.020 2.28 — 0.050 1.62 — 0.246(3.79 + 1.250 2.19 4 0.0460 1.59 — 0.1960|2.56 + 2.160 2.16 + 0.066 1.54 — 0.170
10)4.12 + 1.2360 2.41 — 0.130 1.69 — 0.390 |3.87 4+ 1.490 2.32 — 0.040 1.54 — 0.2560|3.67 + 1.690 2.23 + 0.056 1.50 — 0.2160
11[4.55 4+ 1.090 2.50 — 0.210 1.85 — 0.616|4.29 + 1.340 2.39 — 0.096 1.48 — 0.230|4.18 + 1.456 2.34 — 0.040 1.37 — 0.140
1215.02 + 0.926 2.65 — 0.280 1.90 — 0.726 [4.74 + 1.1960 2.52 — 0.156 1.51 — 0.320|4.65 4 1.290 2.48 — 0.116 1.41 — 0.2360
1 |1.67+1.020 1.67 4 1.020 1.67 + 1.026|1.64 + 1.050 1.64 + 1.056 1.64 4 1.050|1.65 4 1.0460 1.65 + 1.046 1.65 + 1.046
2 1199+ 1.120 1.99 4+ 1.120 1.99 + 1.120|1.94 4+ 1.170 1.94 + 1.176 1.94 + 1.176[1.92 + 1.196 1.92 4 1.196 1.92 4 1.196
_ 3 [2.3041.2460 2.30 + 1.246 2.30 + 1.246|2.21 + 1.320 2.21 + 1.320 2.21 + 1.320|2.20 + 1.3460 2.20 + 1.346 2.20 + 1.340
£ 4 1257+ 1.400 2.57 + 1.400 2.57 4 1.400|2.49 + 1.480 2.49 + 1.480 2.49 + 1.480|2.50 + 1.470 2.50 + 1.476 2.50 + 1.4760
w 5 2,97+ 1.476 2.97 4 1.470 2.97 + 1.470|2.86 + 1.580 2.86 + 1.580 2.86 + 1.5860(2.86 + 1.586 2.86 + 1.580 2.86 + 1.580
.m 6 |3.37 + 1.500 3.37 4+ 1.500 3.37 + 1.500|3.19 + 1.680 3.19 + 1.680 3.19 + 1.686|3.15 + 1.730 3.15 + 1.736 3.15 + 1.730
A 7 |3.69+1.616 3.69 + 1.610 3.69 + 1.6160 [3.54 + 1.760 3.54 + 1.760 3.54 + 1.766|3.48 + 1.820 3.48 + 1.826 3.48 4 1.820
8 [4.15+1.576 4.1541.570 4.15+ 1.576|3.86 + 1.850 3.86 + 1.856 3.86 + 1.850|3.75 4 1.960 3.75 + 1.966 3.75 4 1.966
9 1442 +1.710 4.42 4+ 1.7160 4.42 4 1.7160|4.19 + 1.950 4.19 4 1.950 4.19 + 1.9560 |4.13 + 2.010 4.13 + 2.016 4.13 4+ 2.0160
10(4.73 +1.820 4.73 + 1.826 4.73 4 1.8260|4.59 + 1.9560 4.59 4 1.950 4.59 + 1.950 |4.46 + 2.090 4.46 + 2.096 4.46 + 2.0960
11]5.09 + 1.8660 5.09 + 1.866 5.09 4 1.860 |4.86 + 2.090 4.86 4 2.090 4.86 + 2.096 |4.75 + 2.190 4.75 + 2.196 4.75 + 2.1960
12]5.45 4+ 1.900 5.45 4+ 1.900 5.45 + 1.900|5.19 + 2.166 5.19 4+ 2.160 5.19 + 2.166 |5.10 + 2.250 5.10 + 2.2560 5.10 + 2.250
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A.10 Results of the Comparison Experiments
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A Appendix

Table A.10: Normalised Cycle Times for the RSLS, RSLS-NN and Stack First Strategies for AS/R Systems.

L-W - H = 10000

L-W - H = 50000

L-W - H = 100000

H 71 Y2 V3 71 Y2 V3 71 Y2 3
1 |1.67 4 1.020 1.67 4 1.020 1.67 + 1.020|1.64 + 1.0560 1.64 4+ 1.050 1.64 + 1.0560 |1.65 + 1.046 1.65 + 1.040 1.65 + 1.040
2 [2.06 4+ 1.1660 2.06 4+ 1.160 2.06 + 1.1660 |2.00 4+ 1.226 2.00 4 1.220 2.00 + 1.2260 [1.98 4+ 1.2460 1.98 4+ 1.240 1.98 + 1.240
3 (2.42 4 1.2960 2.42 4+ 1.290 2.42 + 1.2960|2.33 4+ 1.380 2.33 4+ 1.380 2.33 + 1.3860(2.32 4+ 1.3960 2.32 4+ 1.390 2.32 + 1.390
" 4 12.76 + 1.420 2.76 + 1.4260 2.76 + 1.426|2.67 + 1.500 2.67 + 1.500 2.67 + 1.500|2.68 + 1.4960 2.68 + 1.490 2.68 + 1.490
5 [3.17+4 1.4560 3.17 + 1.450 3.17 + 1.450|3.05 4+ 1.5760 3.05 + 1.570 3.05 + 1.570|3.04 + 1.580 3.04 + 1.580 3.04 + 1.5860
M 6 |3.60 + 1.450 3.60 + 1.4560 3.60 + 1.456|3.41 + 1.6460 3.41 + 1.6460 3.41 + 1.646 |3.36 + 1.700 3.36 + 1.7060 3.36 + 1.7060
7 13.96 + 1.520 3.96 + 1.5260 3.96 + 1.526|3.79 + 1.680 3.79 + 1.680 3.79 + 1.686 |3.72 + 1.750 3.72 + 1.7560 3.72 + 1.7560
8 [4.47 4 1.4160 4.47 4+ 1.4160 4.47 4 1.4160|4.16 + 1.720 4.16 + 1.7260 4.16 + 1.726|4.03 + 1.850 4.03 + 1.850 4.03 + 1.8560
9 [4.75 4 1.530 4.75 4 1.530 4.75 + 1.5304.49 4+ 1.790 4.49 4+ 1.790 4.49 + 1.7960 |4.43 4+ 1.8560 4.43 4+ 1.850 4.43 + 1.850
10[5.08 4+ 1.6060 5.08 4+ 1.600 5.08 + 1.600|4.93 4+ 1.750 4.93 4+ 1.750 4.93 + 1.750 [4.78 4+ 1.900 4.78 4+ 1.900 4.78 + 1.900
11]5.48 4 1.590 5.48 + 1.590 5.48 + 1.590 |5.23 + 1.840 5.23 4+ 1.8460 5.23 + 1.840 [5.11 4+ 1.9660 5.11 4+ 1.960 5.11 + 1.9660
12]5.88 4 1.570 5.88 4 1.570 5.88 + 1.570|5.59 4+ 1.866 5.59 4+ 1.8660 5.59 4+ 1.8660 |5.50 + 1.9660 5.50 4+ 1.966 5.50 + 1.966
1 1.28 4 1.4160 1.28 + 1.410 1.28 + 1.410|1.25 4 1.440 1.25 4 1.440 1.25 + 1.440|1.25 + 1.4460 1.25 + 1.440 1.25 + 1.440
2 |1.37+1.850 1.37 + 1.8560 1.37 + 1.8560|1.29 + 1.930 1.29 + 1.9360 1.29 + 1.9360 |1.27 + 1.950 1.27 + 1.9560 1.27 + 1.9560
3 |1.46 + 2.250 1.46 + 2.2560 1.46 + 2.2560|1.33 + 2.380 1.33 + 2.380 1.33 + 2.386 |1.30 + 2.4160 1.30 + 2.416 1.30 + 2.416
W 4 11.55 4 2.6260 1.55 4+ 2.6260 1.55 + 2.6260|1.37 4+ 2.8060 1.37 4+ 2.8060 1.37 + 2.800[1.34 + 2.836 1.34 + 2.836 1.34 + 2.8360
& 5 |1.69+2.930 1.69 +2.930 1.69 + 2.930|1.44 + 3.180 1.44 + 3.180 1.44 + 3.180|1.39 + 3.230 1.39 + 3.230 1.39 + 3.230
«ﬂ_u 6 [1.84 4 3.216 1.84 4+ 3.2160 1.84 + 3.210|1.51 4+ 3.550 1.51 4 3.5560 1.51 + 3.5560 [1.42 4 3.6360 1.42 4 3.630 1.42 + 3.630
& 7 [1.98 +3.490 1.98 + 3.490 1.98 + 3.4960|1.58 + 3.8960 1.58 + 3.8960 1.58 + 3.8960|1.48 4+ 3.996 1.48 + 3.996 1.48 + 3.990
8 |2.18 +3.700 2.18 + 3.7060 2.18 4 3.700|1.66 + 4.2260 1.66 + 4.226 1.66 + 4.220|1.52 + 4.3560 1.52 + 4.3560 1.52 + 4.350
9 |2.31 +3.970 2.31 + 3.9760 2.31 + 3.9760|1.74 + 4.540 1.74 + 4.5460 1.74 + 4.5460 |1.59 + 4.690 1.59 + 4.6960 1.59 + 4.6960
10(2.47 + 4.200 2.47 + 4.200 2.47 + 4.200[1.84 + 4.840 1.84 + 4.840 1.84 + 4.840|1.66 + 5.020 1.66 + 5.020 1.66 + 5.020
11[2.67 + 4.400 2.67 + 4.400 2.67 + 4.400[1.92 + 5.150 1.92 + 5.150 1.92 + 5.150|1.72 + 5.350 1.72 + 5.350 1.72 + 5.350
1212.87 + 4.580 2.87 + 4.580 2.87 + 4.5860|2.02 + 5.4460 2.02 + 5.446 2.02 + 5.4460 |1.79 + 5.660 1.79 + 5.6660 1.79 + 5.666
1 |1.67+1.020 1.67 + 1.0260 1.67 + 1.0260|1.64 + 1.050 1.64 + 1.0560 1.64 + 1.056 |1.65 + 1.0460 1.65 + 1.046 1.65 + 1.046
2 [2.14 4+ 1.2260 2.14 4+ 1.220 2.14 + 1.2260|2.08 4 1.2860 2.08 4 1.280 2.08 + 1.2860 |2.06 + 1.316 2.06 + 1.310 2.06 + 1.3160
3 [2.59 4 1.370 2.59 4+ 1.370 2.59 + 1.3702.49 4+ 1.470 2.49 4+ 1.470 2.49 + 1.470 [2.47 4+ 1.490 2.47 4+ 1.490 2.47 + 1.490
m 4 13.01 + 1.500 3.01 + 1.500 3.01 + 1.506{2.91 + 1.600 2.91 + 1.600 2.91 + 1.600|2.92 + 1.596 2.92 + 1.5960 2.92 + 1.590
rkr 5 [3.51+41.516 3.51 4+ 1.510 3.51 + 1.510|3.37 4+ 1.650 3.37 + 1.650 3.37 + 1.650 |3.37 4+ 1.660 3.37 + 1.660 3.37 + 1.660
S 6 [4.044 1.460 4.04 + 1.460 4.04 + 1.4660|3.81 + 1.690 3.81 + 1.696 3.81 4 1.6960 |3.76 4 1.7560 3.76 + 1.750 3.76 + 1.7560
A 7 |4.48 +1.480 4.48 + 1.480 4.48 4 1.480|4.28 + 1.680 4.28 4+ 1.680 4.28 + 1.6860[4.20 + 1.760 4.20 + 1.7660 4.20 + 1.760
8 |5.10 + 1.300 5.10 + 1.300 5.10 + 1.300[4.74 + 1.670 4.74 + 1.670 4.74 + 1.670|4.59 + 1.8160 4.59 + 1.810 4.59 + 1.816
9 |5.46 4+ 1.376 5.46 4+ 1.370 5.46 + 1.370|5.15 4+ 1.6860 5.15 4 1.680 5.15 + 1.680 |5.07 4+ 1.7660 5.07 4+ 1.760 5.07 + 1.760
10(5.87 4+ 1.3860 5.87 4+ 1.380 5.87 + 1.380|5.69 + 1.560 5.69 4+ 1.560 5.69 + 1.560 [5.51 4+ 1.7460 5.51 4+ 1.740 5.51 + 1.740
11]6.36 4+ 1.300 6.36 4+ 1.300 6.36 + 1.300|6.05 + 1.600 6.05 4+ 1.600 6.05 + 1.600 [5.91 4+ 1.7460 5.91 + 1.740 5.91 + 1.740
12]6.85 4+ 1.200 6.85 + 1.200 6.85 + 1.200|6.51 + 1.546 6.51 + 1.540 6.51 + 1.5460 6.39 + 1.666 6.39 + 1.666 6.39 + 1.6660

168



A.10 Results of the Comparison Experiments

OLLT + LV'6 OLLT + LV'6 OLLT + LV'6[009°T +¥9°6 A09'T +¥9°6 §09'T +F9°6|621'T + 2101 C1'T+EI°0T 9EI'T +21°01 |2
0L8'T +GL'8 OL8'T + GL'8 OL8'T +GL'8[OLYT + 968 ALO'T +G6'8 HLO'T +G6'8(0ST T +LE'6 HST'T+LE'6 ST T +LE6 |11
098'T +¥1°8 998°T + V18 098'T +F1'8 (9191 +8€'8 AT9'T +8E'8 19T +8E'8[A9ET +£€9'8 99T+ €98 ¢9€°T +€9°8 |01
088'T + L¥°L 0881 + L¥"L 6881 + LV L[OLLT +8GL OLLT +8GL LL'T+8GL|OVET + 008 6FET+008 (VET+008 | 6
OV6' T + VL9 OV6 T + VL9 V6 T+ TL9OVL T+ V69 VLT + V69 OVL T+ V6908 T +VPL GLTT+HIVL QECT+IPL | 8 o
0S8 T+ET'0 9S8 T+ET PS8 T+ ETY VLT + V29 OVL T+TT9 OVL T+ V29|08V T+0S9 08V T+099 68y T+099 | L 5
0T8T+ VPG 0T8T+ IV'G 0T8T+ VG ovL T +TGG VLT + 89S AL T +CGG|ASP T +T8G HEVT+E8°G 9er1+28G | 9 8
089°T + 18F 89T + 187 689'T + 1870991 +28F #99'T + T8V §99'T +T8F|A8F'T +00°C 68F'T+ 006 @8V T+00¢ | S S
0LS T +O0T'F OLGT + 0T 6L5'T+ 0TV [06S T +80F A6S'T + 80V 9651 +80F |09V T +12F 69V T+ 18T 09y T+12¥ | v §
OVY' T+ GE'€ OVY T + GE'€ VPV T+ GEE[OTV T + LEE TV T + LE'E 1K T+ LE'E[06T T +6F'€ 06T+ 6V'E 062 T+6vE | € &
06T’ T +L9°C 0€T T + LS'C 0ET'T + L5 [012°T +09°C 0121 +09C 18T+ 092 [0V T +L9C OV T+29T OVI'T+L9C | T
OV0'T + 9T OV0 T + 99T AF0'T +G9'T19S0°T + 9T HSO'T +F¥9'T HSO'T +F9'T1620°T +L9'T 920 T+ 29T 20T +L9°T | 1
&L L s el el w el ol w -

00000T = H - M 1T

0000 =H M- 1T

0000T =H -M-1T

"SwoISAS Y/SV 10§ A301eNS SNO0OUSOWOH Ay} J0J SQWIL, A[ILD) PISI[EULION [TV d[qeL

169



A Appendix

Table A.12: Normalised Cycle Times for the AS-LFR Strategy for RCS/R Systems.

L-W - H = 10000

L-W - H = 50000

L-W - H = 100000

H Y1 Y2 3 Y1 Y2 3 Y1 Y2 ¥3
1 | 1.07 4+ 1.800 1.07 + 1.800 1.07 4 1.800| 0.87 + 2.000 0.87 + 2.000 0.87 + 2.000| 0.81 + 2.060 0.81 + 2.060 0.81 + 2.060
2 | 1.2041.620 1.20 4 1.620 1.20 4+ 1.620| 0.94 + 1.870 0.94 + 1.876 0.94 + 1.870| 0.87 + 1.950 0.87 + 1.950 0.87 + 1.950
3| 2.0743.110 1.45 4 1.650 1.30 4+ 1.300| 1.40 4+ 3.770 1.08 4+ 2.020 1.00 4+ 1.590| 1.21 + 3.966 0.97 +2.130 0.91 + 1.690
4 | 2.66 +3.490 1.65+ 1.6160 1.38 + 1.116| 1.73 + 4.420 1.19 + 2.070 1.05 + 1.4460| 1.46 + 4.700 1.06 + 2.200 0.95 + 1.546
5 | 3.30 +3.740 1.88 + 1.550 1.47 4+ 0.9360| 2.10 + 4.9560 1.32 + 2.100 1.10 + 1.290| 1.73 + 5.316 1.15 + 2.270 0.99 + 1.400
6 | 3.99+43.870 2.11 +1.470 1.57 4+ 0.730| 2.50 4+ 5.3660 1.46 +2.120 1.16 + 1.140| 2.03 4 5.820 1.26 + 2.320 1.04 + 1.2660
7 | 4.73 + 3.880 2.37 + 1.370 1.66 + 0.570| 2.93 + 5.680 1.63 + 2.110 1.24 + 0.990 | 2.37 + 6.240 1.39 + 2.350 1.09 + 1.1360
8 | 5.42 4+ 3.880 2.60 + 1.280 1.73 + 0.4460| 3.40 4+ 5.9160 1.80 + 2.080 1.32 4 0.850| 2.73 4 6.570 1.53 + 2.350 1.17 + 1.000
&9 | 6.21+3.740 2.85+1.170 1.78 + 0.330| 3.89 + 6.060 1.98 + 2.040 1.39 + 0.730| 3.11 + 6.840 1.68 + 2.350 1.24 + 0.886
= 10| 6.99 + 3.560 3.09 + 1.060 1.83 + 0.230| 4.36 + 6.200 2.14 + 2.016 1.44 + 0.620| 3.51 4+ 7.040 1.82 4 2.330 1.30 4 0.776
2 11| 7.77+3.360 3.33 + 0.950 1.88 + 0.156| 4.88 + 6.25¢0 2.31 + 1.970 1.48 + 0.540| 3.92 + 7.210 1.96 + 2.320 1.34 + 0.686
12| 8.58 + 3.090 3.57 + 0.820 1.92 + 0.060| 5.38 + 6.280 2.47 + 1.9360 1.52 + 0.476| 4.31 + 7.350 2.09 + 2.300 1.38 + 0.616
13| 9.41 +3.910 3.74 + 1.010 1.89 + 0.040| 5.83 + 7.490 2.51 + 2.246 1.43 + 0.500| 4.64 + 8.680 2.09 + 2.660 1.27 + 0.660
14]10.25 + 3.890 3.98 + 0.960 1.92 — 0.030| 6.39 + 7.7660 2.67 + 2.270 1.46 + 0.430| 5.05 4 9.100 2.21 4 2.736 1.29 + 0.600
15[11.16 + 3.8160 4.23 + 0.890 1.96 — 0.100 | 6.93 + 8.030 2.83 + 2.300 1.49 + 0.370| 5.50 + 9.460 2.35 + 2.780 1.32 + 0.5460
16[12.07 4+ 3.710 4.49 4+ 0.820 2.00 — 0.170| 7.51 + 8.270 2.99 + 2.320 1.51 + 0.320| 5.94 + 9.830 2.47 + 2.840 1.34 + 0.490
17]13.06 + 3.530 4.77 + 0.730 2.04 — 0.230| 8.12 4 8.470 3.17 + 2.330 1.54 + 0.260 |6.44 4+ 10.150 2.61 + 2.880 1.36 + 0.446
18]13.89 + 3.500 5.00 + 0.686 2.06 — 0.280| 8.70 + 8.6860 3.33 + 2.3560 1.56 + 0.220|6.89 4+ 10.500 2.74 + 2.946 1.38 4 0.406
19]14.79 + 3.400 5.25 4 0.630 2.09 — 0.330| 9.31 + 8.870 3.51 + 2.376 1.59 + 0.1760|7.37 + 10.8260 2.88 + 3.000 1.40 + 0.356
20[15.66 + 3.320 5.49 + 0.580 2.11 — 0.3860| 9.95 + 9.0360 3.68 + 2.380 1.61 + 0.120|7.82 + 11.176 3.01 + 3.060 1.42 + 0.3260
21[16.79 + 2.980 5.81 + 0.450 2.16 — 0.446 | 10.54 + 9.230 3.85 + 2.400 1.64 + 0.080 8.33 + 11.440 3.15 + 3.100 1.44 + 0.2860
22[17.77 +2.790 6.07 + 0.370 2.19 — 0.496 |11.23 + 9.3460 4.04 + 2.400 1.66 + 0.040 |8.87 + 11.6960 3.30 + 3.1460 1.46 + 0.2460
23[18.49 + 2.8660 6.26 + 0.370 2.20 — 0.5160 |11.85 + 9.500 4.22 + 2.420 1.68 + 0.000 |9.39 + 11.9660 3.45 + 3.1960 1.48 + 0.200
24/19.74 4+ 2.390 6.61 4 0.210 2.24 — 0.570[12.52 + 9.610 4.40 4+ 2.420 1.71 — 0.0360[9.92 + 12.220 3.60 + 3.230 1.50 4+ 0.176
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Table A.14: Normalised Cycle Times for the CBS-1 Strategy for RCS/R Systems.

L-W - H = 10000

L-W - H = 50000

L-W - H = 100000

H gét V2 73 " V2 V3 " V2 RE
1| 1.05+1.820 1.01+1.860 1.00+1.870| 0.88+ 1.9960 0.84+2.030 0.83+2.040| 0.83+2.040 0.79 +2.080  0.78 4 2.090
2 | 1.5242.700 1.48 +2.740 1.4842.740| 1.12+43.100 1.09 +3.130 1.08 4+ 3.140| 1.01 +3.216  0.98 +3.2460  0.97 + 3.250
3| 2.07+3.400 2.04 +3.430 2.03+4 3.440| 1.42+4 4.040 1.39 +4.080 1.38+4.090| 1.24 +4.230  1.20 +4.2760  1.19 + 4.280
4 | 2.69+3.940 2.66 +3.970 2.65+3.980| 1.77 +4.860 1.73 +4.900 1.72+4.910| 1.49+5.140 1.46 +5.170  1.45+ 5.180¢
5| 3.354+4.3760  3.32 +4.400 3.32+4.416| 2.14 4 5.580 2.1145.6160 2.10 +5.620| 1.77+5.950  1.74 45980  1.73 + 5.990
6 | 4.054+4.7160 4.02+4.740 4.01 +4.750| 2.5546.216 2.51 4 6.240 2.50 +6.250| 2.08 +6.6760  2.0546.716  2.04 + 6.720
7| 4.8044.940 4.78 +4.970 4.77 +4.970| 2.97 4 6.7760 2.9446.800 2.93+6.816| 2.41+7.330 2.3847.3760  2.37 + 7.380
8 | 5.5245.170 5.49+5.190 5.4945.200| 3.43 4 7.250 3.40 +7.280 3.3947.290| 2.76 +7.920  2.73+7.950  2.72 + 7.960
~ 9 | 6.35+5.240 6.32+5.270 6.31+5.280| 3.92+ 7.670 3.89+7.710 3.88+7.710| 3.13+8.460 3.09 +8.500 3.08 4 8.510
L 10| 7.19+5.280 7.16+5.300 7.16+5.310| 4.39 +8.070 4.36+8.100 4.35+8.110| 3.52+8.950 3.48 +8.980  3.47 4 8.990
O 11| 8.02+5.290 8.00+5.310 7.99+5.320| 4.93+8.380 4.90+8.410 4.89+8.420| 3.92+9.390 3.88+9.430  3.87 4 9.440
12| 8.90+5.230 8.88+5.250 8.87 4 5.260| 5.46 +8.670 543 +8.700 5.42+8.716| 4.32+9.81 4.29+9.840  4.28 4 9.850
13| 9.74+5.199 9.7245.210 9.71 4 5.220| 6.00 +8.940 5.97 +8.970 5.96 +8.980| 4.76 + 10.180 4.72 4 10.216 4.71 + 10.226
14]10.62 + 5.100 10.59 + 5.126 10.59 + 5.130| 6.57 +9.140 6.54 +9.1760 6.53 4+ 9.180 | 5.18 4+ 10.530 5.15 4 10.576 5.14 + 10.586
15/11.56 +4.920 11.53 + 4.940 11.53 +4.950 | 7.1349.350 7.10 +9.380 7.09 4 9.380| 5.65+ 10.830 5.62+ 10.860 5.61 4 10.876
16(12.50 + 4.730 12.48 + 4.750 12.47 +4.760 | 7.73 +9.500 7.70 +9.530 7.69 + 9.530| 6.10 + 11.120 6.07 + 11.1660 6.06 + 11.160
17]13.53 + 4.430 13.51 + 4.460 13.50 + 4.460 | 8.36 + 9.600 8.33 + 9.630 8.32+9.640| 6.61 + 11.350 6.58 + 11.380 6.57 + 11.390
1814.40 4+ 4.2960 14.38 + 4.316 14.37 +4.320 | 8.97 4+ 9.720 8.94 + 9.750 8.93 +9.750| 7.08 + 11.600 7.05 + 11.640 7.04 + 11.650
19]15.35 + 4.050 15.32 + 4.080 15.32 4 4.080| 9.61 +9.790 9.58 + 9.820 9.57 +9.830 | 7.58 +11.820 7.55+ 11.850 7.54 + 11.866
20/16.25 + 3.8560 16.23 + 3.876 16.23 + 3.886 |10.27 4 9.846 10.24 4 9.876 10.23 + 9.886 | 8.05 4 12.060 8.02 + 12.09¢ 8.01 4 12.106
21(17.43 4 3.376 17.41 + 3.396 17.40 + 3.3960 |10.88 4 9.926 10.85 4 9.9560 10.84 + 9.9560 | 8.58 4 12.216 8.55 + 12.250 8.54 4 12.2560
22(18.47 4 3.020 18.44 + 3.046 18.44 4 3.050 [11.59 4 9.896 11.56 + 9.926 11.55 4 9.936 | 9.14 + 12.346 9.11 4 12.376  9.10 + 12.386
23[19.23 4+ 2.930 19.21 + 2.960 19.20 4 2.9660 [12.25 4+ 9.920 12.22 + 9.9460 12.21 4 9.950 | 9.68 + 12.480 9.65 + 12.520 9.64 + 12.520
24(20.53 4 2.310 20.50 + 2.3360 20.50 4 2.3360 |12.95 + 9.880 12.92 + 9.916 12.91 + 9.9260 [10.23 + 12.606 10.20 + 12.6360 10.19 + 12.646
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A Appendix

Table A.16: Normalised Cycle Times for the CBS-3-RBP Strategy for RCS/R Systems.

L-W - H = 10000

L-W - H = 50000

L-W - H = 100000

H Y1 Y2 ¥3 Y1 Y2 3 Y1 Y2 ¥3
1 | 1.07 +1.800 1.07 + 1.800 1.07 + 1.800|0.87 + 2.000 0.87 + 2.000 0.87 + 2.000|0.81 4 2.060 0.81 + 2.066 0.81 + 2.066
2 | 1.46+1.690 1.27 4+ 1.530 1.22 + 1.480|1.18 + 1.970 1.01 + 1.790 0.96 + 1.7460|1.10 + 2.050 0.94 + 1.876 0.89 + 1.8160
3| 1.754+1.870 1.46 +1.320 1.38 + 1.160|1.35 + 2.276 1.16 + 1.620 1.11 + 1.446|1.24 4 2.380 1.07 + 1.706 1.03 + 1.520
4 | 2.41+1.6160 1.73 + 1.000 1.50 + 0.926|1.98 + 2.0460 1.43 + 1.316 1.21 + 1.2160|1.85 +2.170 1.34 + 1.400 1.12 + 1.300
5| 2.66+1.790 1.78 + 0.950 1.52 + 0.7860|2.03 + 2.420 1.41 + 1.320 1.17 + 1.1360|1.85 + 2.600 1.30 + 1.430 1.07 + 1.230
6 | 3.21+1.680 2.00+ 0.7660 1.61 + 0.5860|2.58 + 2.310 1.63 + 1.130 1.29 + 0.900[2.38 + 2.516 1.51 + 1.2460 1.19 + 1.000
7 | 3.75+1.540 2.17 4+ 0.6660 1.69 + 0.410|3.05 + 2.240 1.77 4+ 1.070 1.36 + 0.7460|2.83 + 2.4660 1.64 + 1.200 1.25 + 0.850
a8 | 3.994 1.690 2.27 +0.590 1.68 4 0.3360|3.15 4 2.520 1.83 + 1.020 1.34 + 0.670|2.88 + 2.800 1.69 + 1.160 1.26 + 0.750
29 | 4.65+1.370 2.46 + 0.440 1.70 + 0.240 | 3.77 + 2.250 2.00 4+ 0.890 1.39 + 0.580 | 2.57 + 3.060 1.85 + 1.046 1.23 + 0.710
b 10| 4.95 4 1.450 2.61 + 0.370 1.73 + 0.130|3.89 + 2.520 2.10 + 0.880 1.32 + 0.550 |3.52 + 2.896 1.93 + 1.060 1.20 + 0.676
Q11| 5.52+1.250 2.76 +0.250 1.81 —0.016[4.43 4 2.346 2.23 + 0.780 1.45 + 0.366 |4.07 + 2.696 2.06 + 0.966 1.32 4 0.480
O 12| 6.07 4 1.060 2.95 +0.160 1.85 — 0.116|4.90 + 2.220 2.39 + 0.7260 1.48 + 0.286|4.52 + 2.610 2.20 4 0.916 1.35 + 0.390
13| 6.56 + 0.920 3.15 + 0.050 1.87 — 0.1860|5.32 + 2.160 2.56 + 0.6460 1.49 + 0.2160[4.90 + 2.576 2.36 + 0.840 1.36 + 0.330
14| 7.04 +0.800 3.33 —0.030 1.90 — 0.260|5.71 4+ 2.120 2.71 4+ 0.590 1.52 4 0.146 | 5.27 + 2.580 2.50 + 0.800 1.38 + 0.250
15| 7.53 +0.650 3.53 — 0.130 1.93 — 0.340|6.11 4 2.070 2.87 + 0.546 1.54 4 0.066 |5.66 + 2.570 2.64 4+ 0.760 1.41 + 0.180
16| 8.03 + 0.500 3.74 — 0.220 1.96 — 0.410|6.51 + 2.020 3.04 + 0.480 1.57 — 0.000 |6.04 + 2.560 2.79 + 0.7360 1.43 + 0.116
17| 8.56 +0.320 3.96 — 0.320 1.99 — 0.4860|6.92 + 1.950 3.21 + 0.430 1.60 — 0.070|6.45 4+ 2.546 2.95 + 0.696 1.45 4 0.046
18] 9.03 +0.1809 4.18 — 0.400 2.00 — 0.546|7.32 + 1.890 3.39 + 0.380 1.62 — 0.1360|6.85 + 2.520 3.12 4+ 0.650 1.47 — 0.020
19| 9.53 + 0.030 4.40 — 0.496 2.02 — 0.590|7.74 + 1.820 3.58 + 0.3360 1.65 — 0.190|7.26 + 2.496 3.29 + 0.620 1.49 — 0.076
20[10.02 — 0.120 4.63 — 0.580 2.04 — 0.646|8.16 + 1.740 3.78 + 0.280 1.67 — 0.246 |7.66 + 2.470 3.46 + 0.590 1.51 — 0.120
21{10.59 — 0.350 4.90 — 0.700 2.07 — 0.700|8.57 + 1.670 3.98 + 0.230 1.69 — 0.280|8.10 + 2.430 3.65 + 0.560 1.54 — 0.180
22(11.12 — 0.540 5.16 — 0.790 2.09 — 0.750|9.01 + 1.570 4.19 + 0.180 1.71 — 0.3360|8.54 + 2.380 3.84 + 0.530 1.55 — 0.220
23[11.56 — 0.640 5.39 — 0.850 2.09 — 0.780|9.43 4 1.490 4.41 4+ 0.130 1.73 — 0.3760|8.98 + 2.330 4.04 4+ 0.500 1.56 — 0.260
24(12.17 — 0.910 5.70 — 0.990 2.12 — 0.8460|9.87 + 1.390 4.63 + 0.0809 1.74 — 0.410|9.43 4 2.280 4.25 4 0.476 1.58 — 0.300
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A.10 Results of the Comparison Experiments
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A Appendix

Table A.18: Normalised Cycle Times for the Random-BBO Strategy for RCS/R Systems.

L-W - H = 10000

L-W - H = 50000

L-W - H = 100000

H Y1 Y2 3 Y1 Y2 3 Y1 Y2 V3
1 1.07 +1.800 1.07 + 1.8060 1.07 + 1.806| 0.87 + 2.0060 0.87 4 2.0060 0.87 + 2.000 0.81 + 2.0660 0.81 + 2.0660 0.81 + 2.0660
2 1.56 + 2.660 1.56 + 2.6660 1.56 + 2.666| 1.13 4+ 3.096 1.13 4 3.0960 1.13 + 3.0960 1.00 + 3.220 1.00 + 3.220 1.00 + 3.220
3 2.13 4+ 3.3460 2.13 +3.340 2.13 + 3.340| 1.43 +4.030 1.43 + 4.030 1.43 + 4.0360 1.23 + 4.2360 1.23 + 4.2360 1.23 + 4.2360
4 2.76 + 3.870 2.76 4+ 3.8760 2.76 + 3.876| 1.78 +4.850 1.78 +4.850 1.78 + 4.850 1.49 4 5.1460 1.49 4 5.1460 1.49 4 5.1460
5 3.43 4+ 4.300 3.43 4+ 4.300 3.43 4+ 4.300| 2.17+ 5.560 2.17+ 5.560 2.17 + 5.560 1.78 4+ 5.9460 1.78 4+ 5.9460 1.78 4+ 5.9460
6 4.13 +4.630 4.13+4.630 4.13 +4.630| 2.57 + 6.180 2.57 +6.180 2.57 + 6.1860 2.09 + 6.666 2.09 + 6.6660 2.09 + 6.6660
7 4.89 +4.850 4.89 + 4.850 4.89 + 4.850| 3.01 + 6.746 3.01 +6.746 3.01 + 6.7460 2.43 + 7.320 2.43 + 7.3260 2.43 + 7.320
% 8 5.61 4+ 5.0760 5.61 +5.070 5.61 + 5.070| 3.47 + 7.220 3.47 + 7.220 3.47 + 7.220 2.78 + 7.900 2.78 + 7.900 2.78 + 7.900
m 9 6.45 4+ 5.1560 6.45 + 5.150 6.45 + 5.150| 3.96 + 7.630 3.96 + 7.630 3.96 + 7.630 3.15 + 8.4460 3.15 + 8.4460 3.15 + 8.4460
m 10| 7.29 4+ 5.1760 7.29+5.170 7.29 +5.170| 4.44 + 8.030 4.44 + 8.030 4.44 + 8.030 3.54 + 8.9360 3.54 + 8.9360 3.54 + 8.9360
e 11 8.13 4+ 5.180 8.13 4+ 5.180 8.13+5.1860| 4.98 + 8.330 4.98 + 8.330 4.98 + 8.330 3.94 +9.370 3.94 4+ 9.376 3.94 4+ 9.376
Wa 121 9.02 4+ 5.1260 9.0245.120 9.02 4+ 5.1260| 5.51 +8.620 5.51 + 8.620 5.51 + 8.620 4.35 +9.786 4.35 +9.786 4.35 +9.786
13| 9.86 4+ 5.070 9.86 4+ 5.070 9.86 + 5.076| 6.05 4 8.880 6.05 4 8.880 6.05+ 8.886| 4.79 + 10.146 4.79 + 10.1460 4.79 4 10.1460
14]10.73 4+ 4.9860 10.73 4 4.9860 10.73 + 4.986| 6.63 +9.090 6.63 + 9.090 6.63 + 9.090| 5.21 + 10.500 5.21 + 10.500 5.21 + 10.500
15(/11.68 + 4.8060 11.68 + 4.800 11.68 + 4.800| 7.19 +9.296 7.19+ 9.290 7.19 4+ 9.290| 5.69 + 10.790 5.69 + 10.796 5.69 + 10.790
16112.62 + 4.600 12.62 + 4.600 12.62 + 4.600| 7.79 + 9.4460 7.79 + 9.4460 7.79 4+ 9.4460| 6.14 + 11.090 6.14 4+ 11.0960 6.14 + 11.096
17]13.66 + 4.3160 13.66 + 4.310 13.66 + 4.310| 8.43 + 9.540 8.43 + 9.540 8.43 + 9.540| 6.65 + 11.310 6.65 + 11.310 6.65 + 11.316
18(14.53 + 4.1660 14.53 + 4.160 14.53 + 4.1660| 9.04 + 9.650 9.04 + 9.650 9.04 + 9.650| 7.12+ 11.560 7.12+ 11.560 7.12 + 11.566
19]15.48 4+ 3.920 15.48 4 3.920 15.48 4+ 3.920| 9.67 4+ 9.730 9.67+49.730 9.67 4 9.730| 7.62+4 11.780 7.62+ 11.780 7.62+ 11.7860
20(16.38 + 3.720 16.38 4+ 3.720 16.38 4+ 3.726|10.33 + 9.770 10.33 4 9.776 10.33 +9.776| 8.09 + 12.016 8.09 + 12.016 8.09 + 12.016
21|17.57 + 3.230 17.57 4+ 3.230 17.57 + 3.236|10.95 + 9.850 10.95 4 9.8560 10.95 + 9.8560| 8.63 + 12.176 8.63 + 12.170 8.63 + 12.1760
22(18.60 + 2.880 18.60 + 2.8860 18.60 + 2.880|11.66 + 9.820 11.66 4+ 9.820 11.66 + 9.820| 9.19 4+ 12.296 9.19 + 12.2960 9.19 + 12.2960
23119.36 + 2.800 19.36 + 2.8060 19.36 + 2.8060|12.32 + 9.8460 12.32 + 9.8460 12.32 4 9.846| 9.73 + 12.4460 9.73 + 12.446 9.73 + 12.4460
24120.67 + 2.1760 20.67 + 2.176 20.67 4+ 2.176|13.02 + 9.8160 13.02 + 9.816 13.02 + 9.816|10.28 + 12.5560 10.28 + 12.556 10.28 + 12.5560
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A.10 Results of the Comparison Experiments
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Table A.20: Normalised Cycle Times for the RSCS-NN for RCS/R Systems.

L-W - H = 10000 L-W - H = 50000 L-W - H = 100000

H Y1 Y2 3 Gt Y2 ¥3 Y1 Y2 3

1| 1.07+1.800 1.07 4+ 1.800 1.07 4 1.800|0.87 + 2.000 0.87 + 2.000 0.87 + 2.000|0.81 + 2.060 0.81 + 2.060 0.81 + 2.060

2| 1.40+2.170 1.40+2.170 1.40 +2.1760|1.04 4+ 2.520 1.04 + 2.520 1.04 + 2.520|0.94 + 2.620 0.94 + 2.620 0.94 + 2.620

3| 1.7542.460 1.75+2.460 1.75 4 2.4660|1.24 +2.970 1.24 +2.970 1.24 + 2.970(1.09 + 3.120 1.09 + 3.120 1.09 + 3.126

4 | 2.14 +2.680 2.14+2.680 2.14 + 2.6860|1.45 + 3.370 1.45 + 3.3760 1.45 + 3.370|1.25 4 3.576 1.25 + 3.570 1.25 + 3.5760

5| 2.54+2.870 2.54+2.870 2.54 +2.870|1.68 + 3.720 1.68 + 3.720 1.68 4 3.720|1.42 + 3.980 1.42 + 3.9860 1.42 + 3.980

6 | 2.95+3.010 2.954+3.0160 2.95+ 3.0160|1.92 + 4.030 1.92 + 4.030 1.92 4 4.030|1.61 + 4.350 1.61 + 4.3560 1.61 + 4.350

7 | 3.404+3.090 3.40 4+ 3.090 3.40 4 3.0960 [2.18 + 4.310 2.18 + 4.310 2.18 4+ 4.310|1.81 + 4.690 1.81 + 4.690 1.81 + 4.690
> 8 | 3.824+3.190 3.82+3.190 3.824 3.190|2.45 + 4.550 2.45 4 4.550 2.45 4 4.550 2.02 + 4.990 2.02 4 4.990 2.02 + 4.996
Z 9 | 4.314+3.200 4.314+3.200 4.31 4 3.200(2.74 +4.770 2.74 + 4.770 2.74 + 4.770(2.23 + 5.280 2.23 + 5.280 2.23 + 5.280
w_ 4.8143.190 4.8143.190 4.81 + 3.196[3.02 + 4.970 3.02 4 4.970 3.02 4 4.9760[2.46 + 5.540 2.46 + 5.540 2.46 + 5.546
3 5.30 +3.1760  5.30 + 3.170 5.30 + 3.176|3.34 + 5.130 3.34 + 5.130 3.34 + 5.1360|2.70 + 5.776 2.70 + 5.776 2.70 + 5.776
w4 5.81 +3.1260 5.81 +3.120 5.81 + 3.120|3.65 + 5.280 3.65 + 5.280 3.65 + 5.280|2.94 + 6.000 2.94 + 6.000 2.94 + 6.000

6.31 +3.090 6.31 +3.090 6.31 + 3.090|3.97 4 5.420 3.97 4 5.420 3.97 4 5.420|3.19 + 6.200 3.19 + 6.200 3.19 4 6.200
6.81 4 3.020 6.81 4 3.020 6.81 + 3.020|4.30 4 5.530 4.30 + 5.5360 4.30 4+ 5.530|3.44 4 6.400 3.44 + 6.400 3.44 + 6.400
7.37T+2910 7.37+42.910 7.374 2.910(4.63 4 5.640 4.63 4 5.640 4.63 + 5.6460|3.72 + 6.560 3.72 + 6.560 3.72 4 6.560
7.92+2.790 7.9242.790 7.924 2.790(4.98 4 5.730 4.98 4 5.730 4.98 + 5.730|3.98 + 6.730 3.98 + 6.736 3.98 4 6.730
8.52 +2.620 8.52 +2.620 8.52 + 2.6260|5.35 4 5.780 5.35 + 5.786 5.35 4 5.7860|4.28 + 6.850 4.28 4 6.850 4.28 + 6.850
9.02 4+ 2.530 9.02 +2.536 9.02+ 2.530|5.71 4+ 5.850 5.71 + 5.856 5.71 4 5.8560|4.55 + 7.000 4.55 4 7.000 4.55 + 7.000

9.58 +2.396 9.58 +2.390 9.58 + 2.3960|6.08 + 5.890 6.08 + 5.890 6.08 + 5.890|4.84 + 7.1360 4.84 + 7.130 4.84 + 7.130
10.11 +2.270 10.11 4 2.276 10.11 4 2.276 [6.46 + 5.920 6.46 + 5.920 6.46 + 5.920 |5.12 + 7.270 5.12 + 7.270 5.12 + 7.270
10.79 + 2.000 10.79 + 2.000 10.79 + 2.000 [6.82 + 5.970 6.82 4+ 5.970 6.82 + 5.970|5.43 + 7.360 5.43 + 7.366 5.43 4 7.360
11.39 + 1.800 11.39 + 1.800 11.39 4 1.800 |7.23 4- 5.960 7.23 4 5.960 7.23 + 5.960 |5.76 + 7.4460 5.76 + 7.446 5.76 4 7.440
11.83 +1.760 11.83 + 1.760 11.83 4 1.760 |7.61 4 5.980 7.61 4 5.980 7.61 + 5.9860|6.07 + 7.530 6.07 + 7.536 6.07 4 7.530
12.58 4+ 1.416 12.58 + 1.416 12.58 + 1.416[8.02 4 5.970 8.02 + 5.976 8.02 4 5.970|6.39 + 7.600 6.39 4 7.600 6.39 + 7.600
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Table A.22: Normalised Cycle Times for the RSLS-NN for RCS/R Systems.

L-W - H = 10000

L-W - H = 50000

L-W - H = 100000

H Y1 Y2 3 Gt Y2 ¥3 Y1 Y2 3
1| 1.07+1.800 1.07 4+ 1.800 1.07 4 1.800|0.87 + 2.000 0.87 + 2.000 0.87 + 2.000|0.81 + 2.060 0.81 + 2.060 0.81 + 2.060
2 | 1.3842.130 1.384+2.130 1.38 4 2.130|1.04 + 2.480 1.04 + 2.480 1.04 + 2.4860[0.94 + 2.580 0.94 + 2.580 0.94 + 2.580
3] 1.7242.410 1.72+2.410 1.7242.410[1.22 +2.910 1.22 +2.910 1.22 + 2.910|1.08 + 3.060 1.08 + 3.060 1.08 + 3.068
4 | 2.09+2.630 2.09+2.630 2.09 + 2.630|1.43 + 3.300 1.43 + 3.300 1.43 + 3.300|1.23 + 3.496 1.23 + 3.490 1.23 + 3.490
5| 2,47 +2.810 2.47 4 2.810 2.47 +2.8160|1.65 + 3.6460 1.65 + 3.640 1.65 + 3.640|1.39 + 3.890 1.39 + 3.896 1.39 + 3.890
6 | 2.86+2.960 2.86 4+ 2.960 2.86 + 2.9660|1.88 4+ 3.950 1.88 + 3.950 1.88 4 3.950 |1.57 + 4.250 1.57 + 4.2560 1.57 + 4.250
7 | 3.29+3.060 3.29 4 3.060 3.29 + 3.060|2.12 + 4.230 2.12 + 4.230 2.12 4 4.230|1.76 + 4.590 1.76 + 4.5960 1.76 + 4.590
> 8| 3.69+3.170 3.69+3.1760 3.69 +3.170|2.38 + 4.480 2.38 + 4.480 2.38 + 4.480|1.96 + 4.900 1.96 + 4.900 1.96 + 4.900
Z 9 | 4.15+3.200 4.15+43.200 4.15 4 3.200(2.65 + 4.700 2.65 + 4.700 2.65 + 4.700(2.16 + 5.190 2.16 + 5.190 2.16 + 5.190
m_w 10| 4.62 4 3.210 4.62 +3.210 4.62 + 3.2160[2.91 4+ 4.920 2.91 + 4.920 2.91 + 4.920|2.38 + 5.450 2.38 + 5.450 2.38 + 5.450
7 11| 5.08 +3.220 5.08 +3.220 5.08 + 3.226(3.21 + 5.090 3.21 + 5.096 3.21 + 5.096|2.60 + 5.706 2.60 + 5.706 2.60 + 5.700
® 12| 5.56 +3.200 5.56 + 3.200 5.56 + 3.200 |3.51 + 5.260 3.51 + 5.260 3.51 + 5.260|2.83 + 5.940 2.83 + 5.940 2.83 + 5.940
13| 6.03 +3.190 6.03 4 3.190 6.03 + 3.190|3.80 + 5.4160 3.80 + 5.410 3.80 + 5.410|3.07 + 6.150 3.07 + 6.1560 3.07 + 6.150
14| 6.50 + 3.160 6.50 4 3.160 6.50 + 3.1660 |4.12 + 5.540 4.12 + 5.540 4.12 + 5.540|3.30 + 6.360 3.30 + 6.3660 3.30 + 6.360
15 7.02 4+3.090 7.02+4 3.090 7.02 4 3.090|4.43 + 5.680 4.43 + 5.680 4.43 4 5.680|3.56 + 6.540 3.56 + 6.540 3.56 + 6.540
16| 7.54 +3.000 7.54 4+ 3.000 7.54 4 3.000|4.76 + 5.780 4.76 + 5.780 4.76 + 5.7860|3.81 + 6.730 3.81 + 6.730 3.81 + 6.730
17| 8.10 4 2.870 8.10 4+ 2.870 8.10 + 2.8760|5.10 + 5.860 5.10 4 5.8660 5.10 + 5.866 |4.09 + 6.880 4.09 + 6.880 4.09 + 6.886
18] 8.57 +2.820 8.57 +2.820 8.57 4 2.8260(5.44 + 5.950 5.44 + 5.950 5.44 + 5.950 |4.35 + 7.050 4.35 + 7.050 4.35 + 7.050
19| 9.09 +2.730 9.09 4 2.730  9.09 + 2.730|5.78 + 6.030 5.78 + 6.030 5.78 4 6.030 |4.62 + 7.190 4.62 + 7.190 4.62 + 7.190
20| 9.58 +2.650 9.58 4 2.650 9.58 + 2.6560 |6.14 + 6.090 6.14 + 6.090 6.14 + 6.090 | 4.87 + 7.360 4.87 + 7.3660 4.87 + 7.360
21(10.22 + 2.420 10.22 + 2.420 10.22 + 2.420 |6.48 + 6.1660 6.48 + 6.160 6.48 4 6.160 |5.16 + 7.480 5.16 + 7.480 5.16 + 7.480
22110.78 4+ 2.270 10.78 4+ 2.2760 10.78 4 2.2760 |6.86 + 6.190 6.86 + 6.190 6.86 + 6.190 | 5.47 + 7.580 5.47 + 7.580 5.47 + 7.580
23(11.18 +2.270 11.18 4+ 2.270 11.18 + 2.2760 | 7.22 + 6.240 7.22 + 6.240 7.22 4 6.240|5.76 + 7.700 5.76 + 7.700 5.76 + 7.700
24111.89 4+ 1.970 11.89 + 1.970 11.89 4 1.970|7.60 + 6.260 7.60 + 6.260 7.60 + 6.260 |6.06 + 7.800 6.06 + 7.800 6.06 + 7.808
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