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Abstract— As warehouses are emphasizing space utilization
and the ability to handle multi-line orders, multi-tote storage
and retrieval (MTSR) autonomous mobile robot systems, where
robots directly retrieve totes from high shelves, are becoming
increasingly popular. This paper presents a novel shared-token,
multi-class, semi-open queueing network model to account for
multi-line orders with general distribution forms in MTSR
systems. The numerical results obtained from solving the SOQN
model are validated against discrete-event simulation, with most
key performance metrics demonstrating high accuracy. In our
experimental setting, results indicate a 12.5% reduction in the
minimum number of robots needed to satisfy a specific order
arrival rate using the closest retrieval sequence policy compared
with the random policy. Increasing the number of tote buffer
positions on a robot can greatly reduce the number of robots
required in the warehouse.

I. INTRODUCTION

The exponential growth observed among e-commerce
companies, coupled with rising labor costs and the necessity
for careful handling of goods, has spurred a demand for
Robotic Mobile Fulfillment Systems (RMFS) [1]–[5]. In
the context of a typical RMFS, robots directly transport
shelves, referred to as ’pods’, containing products between
workstations and the shelf storage area [6]. However, directly
transporting shelves imposes limitations on shelf height and
weight, leading to reduced space utilization. Moreover, if
an order requires multiple product lines, robots need to
transport numerous shelves between the central storage area
and workstations in several trips, thereby elongating robot
travel times and diminishing system efficiency. The MTSR
system is designed to address these challenges [7], [8], which
allows robots to directly retrieve totes from shelves and
transport multiple totes simultaneously within one trip [7].

Queueing Network (QN) offers an approach to under-
standing complex logistics systems by representing various
stages of the operational process as a network of intercon-
nected nodes. The movement of robots within this network
resembles state changes in a Markov chain. Solving this
chain reveals the steady-state performance and resource
bottlenecks of the logistics system more efficiently compared
to simulation-based methods. QN analysis has been widely
applied in 2D-RMFS [9]–[15]. However, there is little re-
search investigating the MTSR system, despite its increasing
popularity across diverse fields, including retail, electronics,
and healthcare [7].
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Fig. 1. The MTSR autonomous mobile robot system, where robots directly
pick multiple totes from vertical storage shelves [7].

Although the research in [8] analyzes the MTSR system
through a SOQN, it does not investigate the influence of
orders with varying numbers of product lines on the system
performance. This imposes some new challenges: 1) The
probability density function of the number of lines within
an order can follow a general distribution, rather than being
limited to only the geometric distribution [6], [16]; 2) Due to
the limited buffer positions on a robot, the robot might need
to make several trips to fulfill an order if the number of lines
within it exceeds the buffer positions; 3) The service time at
the workstation where goods are handled and the traveling
time while retrieving and storing totes should depend on the
number of assigned totes to the robots in a trip. Thus, our
contributions in this paper can be summarized as follows:

• We construct a novel shared-token, multi-class SOQN
based on the operational process of the MTSR system to
account for multi-line orders with general distribution.
The steady-state performance, such as order throughput
time and utilization of different resources, is obtained
by solving the model using the approximate mean value
analysis (AMVA).

• The numerical solutions are validated through discrete-
event simulations. We investigate the impact of the
robot’s tote buffer positions, the number of robots,
and different tote retrieval sequence policies (closest
retrieval and random) on the system’s performance.

The remaining part of this paper is constructed as follows:
Sec. II demonstrates related works in the field of RMFS
performance estimation. The system operational process and
assumptions are detailed in Sec. III. The proposed SOQN and
solution for the system is given in Sec. IV. Sec. V describes
the scenario setup and analyzes the experimental results, and
Sec. VI concludes this paper.
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II. LITERATURE REVIEW

Study [8] is the first paper to model the MTSR system. A
mixed storage and retrieval policy (MSR) is discussed in the
paper. In this pattern, the tote needed to be stored will be
stored in the place that has just been retrieved. Although
the original tote storage positions will be disturbed, this
mode can save a lot of traveling time. Since the number
of totes required to be stored and retrieved is large, the
sequence of storing and retrieving totes becomes important.
The closest retrieval sequence policy based on the nearest
neighbor heuristic is investigated using a numerical method.
Finally, an SOQN model is built to analyze tote throughput
time and throughput capacity. In their model, it’s assumed
that in every trip, the orders assigned to robots have a
fixed number of totes equal to the robot’s buffer positions.
However, in reality, the number of lines within an order
varies, and the buffer positions of robots are not always fully
occupied.

There are studies investigating multiple types of arriving
orders, such as retrieval and replenishment orders, in RMFS.
Zou et al. [13] assume that retrieval and storage orders share
the same operational process. The originally constructed
multi-class SOQN is simplified to a single-class SOQN for
resolution. A multi-class closed queueing network (CQN)
model is built in research [14] to account for both retrieval
and replenishment orders. They evaluate and compare the
order throughput time for both dedicated and pooled robot
systems for pod retrieval and replenishment. However, this
model assumes that the robots are continuously busy, without
considering the order arrival rate. Differing from these two
models, Lamballais et al. [15] correlate retrieval and replen-
ishment processes by classifying orders and pods based on
the required or contained number of units per stock keeping
unit (SKU). Pods are replenished when the unit count of an
SKU falls below a certain threshold and are used for orders
if the count exceeds the required quantity. They construct
a cross-class matching multi-class SOQN and analyze it
using a Continuous Time Markov Chain (CTMC). However,
the state count of the Markov chain escalates rapidly with
the pod capacity, the number of pods distributed per SKU,
and the types of SKU. Moreover, robot utilization is not
considered in their analysis.

Multi-line orders in RMFS are studied in [6] and [16].
These orders are presumed to follow a geometric distribu-
tion in terms of the number of lines. A multi-line order
requires the same robot to pick from different shelves across
multiple retrieval and storage trips. The average travel time
for retrieving and storing a shelf, as well as the processing
time distribution, remains consistent across trips. Thus, the
single-class QN can handle multi-line orders by treating
them as a bundle of identical single-line orders. However,
the probability distribution of the number of lines within
an order can vary in practice. Furthermore, the travel time
for tote retrieval and storage, along with the robots’ service
time, may significantly vary across trips due to the different
number of handled totes in MTSR system. Therefore, orders

with varying line counts in MTSR system cannot be simply
decomposed into a variable number of identical single-line
orders, unlike the studies in [6], [16].

III. SYSTEM DESCRIPTION
Fig. 2 shows a classical layout of the warehouse, featuring

a central shelf storage and retrieval area surrounded by work
and charging stations. The workstation is designed to pick
the required goods from the totes delivered by the robots or
to replenish the totes with goods. Unidirectional aisles and
cross aisles connect these areas, mitigating collisions and
deadlocks.

Fig. 2. Top view of an MTSR system layout, where WS symbolizes the
workstation for retrieving goods from arriving totes or replenishing them
with goods, CS denotes charging station.

The operation process of robots within the MTSR system
can be summarized as follows:

1) Multi-line orders arrive and are assigned to an idle
robot. In the MTSR system context, each line corre-
sponds to a product stored in different totes. Robots
have a limited tote buffer, necessitating multiple trips
to fulfill an order.

2) The MSR policy [8] is not used in this paper because
it makes the original storage position of the totes dis-
rupted. The placement of the totes in many warehouses
is optimized based on product relevance, which can
help reduce the robots’ traveling distance. Therefore,
in this paper, the totes will be stored back in their
original locations, and the tote storage and retrieval
processes will be separated.

3) Robots plan a tote retrieval sequence and move from
their current locations to retrieve totes required by the
orders from shelves according to the planned sequence.
In this paper, the closest retrieval (CR) sequence pol-
icy [8], based on the nearest neighbor heuristic, and
the random retrieval sequence policy are investigated.
For the nearest neighbor heuristic, the distance metric
refers to the shortest distance from one point to another
following the predefined unidirectional path network.

4) After the robot collects all the totes from the shelves,
it transports them to the designated workstation.

5) The number of workers at the workstation is limited.
A worker can only serve one robot at a time. If there is



no idle worker, the robot enters the workstation buffer
and waits for its turn.

6) Once the workers finish their operations on the totes,
the robot returns the totes to their original locations
in the storage area. The sequence for storing the totes
could be either random or CR policy.

7) The robot then checks if there are any remaining totes
needed for the order. If so, it repeats the process
starting from step 2.

8) If no totes remain, the order is complete. Robots
with low battery levels (below a predefined threshold)
proceed to charging stations. The charging stations
have a limited number of chargers, and each charger
can only serve one robot at a time. After charging, the
robot returns to the shelf storage area.

9) If the remaining battery level is above the threshold,
the robot becomes idle and waits to be assigned to
another order.

Additionally, this paper makes the following assumptions:
1) The order arrival follows a Poisson distribution, and the
arrival of varying multi-line orders is independent. The robot
and order matching process follows a first-come, first-served
(FCFS) principle. 2) The adopted dwell point policy, referred
to as the point of service completion (POSC) [13], implies
that robots are not required to return to a pre-established
dwell point after completing an order. 3) A robot is assumed
to execute one order at a time and will carry as many totes as
possible during each trip to fulfill an order. 4) An order will
not require a robot to retrieve a tote that has already been
taken by another robot. This is based on the reality that a
type of goods is typically distributed in numerous totes. 5)
Robot velocity is constant; congestion and deadlock are not
considered due to the unidirectional configuration of aisles
and cross aisles. All robots are identical and have the same
number of buffer positions.

IV. SHARED-TOKEN MULTI-CLASS SOQN

A. MODEL DESCRIPTION

Fig. 3 illustrates the shared-token, multi-class SOQN
model, which is constructed based on the operational pro-
cesses of robots. The construction of the model and the
explanation of notations are as follows:
Synchronization Node: In this network, there are Nr robots
and Nl types of orders. Let O = {1, . . . , Nl} denote the
set of indices for the Nl order classes. For each o ∈ O,
the average order arrival rate is λo, and the number of lines
within the order is defined as No. The probability of an order
belonging to class-o is Po = λo∑Nl

j=1 λj

. The matching process

between robots and orders is modeled as a synchronization
node, which features order and robot queues, with at least
one queue always remaining empty [6].
Case Retrieval Node:

Let Nw denote the number of workstations in the logistics
system, with W = {1, . . . , Nw} as the set of indices. If
fulfilling a class-o order requires NTo trips by the robot, the
set of indices for all trips is denoted by To = {1, . . . , NTo}.

TABLE I
SYMBOL DEFINITION

Symbol Definition
Nsh The number of shelves in the warehouse
shm, shn The shelf with id m and n
v The average velocity of the robot
tp The average tote retrieval time from shelf
thc The threshold for go charging
dr Battery depletion rate while moving
O = {1, . . . , Nl} A set of indices of Nl order classes
W = {1, . . . , Nw} A set of indices of Nw workstations
To = {1, . . . , NTo} A set of indices of NTo trips needed to fulfill

an o-class order
Nr The number of robots in the warehouse
No The number of lines within the class-o order
λo The average arrival rate of the class-o order
λ The overall average order arrival rate
Po The probability that an arriving order belongs

to the class-o order
NCo,t The number of totes required to be picked

while executing class-o order during trip t
C The number of tote buffer positions on a robot
NWi The number of workers in the workstation i
µ The average service rate of nodes within the

queueing network, which is the reciprocal of
the average service time of a stage in the
system’s operation process

T o,t
sh,wi

, T o,t
wi,sh

Average time needed for a robot to retrieve
totes required by class-o order and transport
to workstation i during trip t, time required
for the reverse storage process, T o,t

sh,wi
=

µo,t
sh,wi

−1
, T o,t

wi,sh
= µo,t

wi,sh

−1

T o,t
wi

Average time needed for a worker in work-
station i to process all totes brought by the
robot while executing o-class order in trip t,
T o,t
wi

= µo,t
wi

−1

Nc The number of chargers in the charging station
Tc Average robot charging time, Tc = µc

−1

Tc,d, Tc,d Average time required for a robot to travel
from dwell points to charging station and from
charging station back to its orginal position,
Tc,d = µc,d

−1,Td,c = µd,c
−1

Pwi The probability to select workstation i as target
station

P o,t
nt , P o,t

c , P o,t
idle The probability that the robot needs to continue

proceeding to the next trip, going charging and
becoming idle after trip t while executing o-
class order

DB Average robot battery consumption per order
ATTo,t The average travelling time for a robot to

execute class-o order in the tth trip
TH The maximum throughput of the warehouse
THT, THTo The overall order throughput time and the

value of o-class order
Pwi (n), Pc(n) The probability of n number of robots staying

in the workstation i and charging station when
there are Nr robots in the warehouse

NOsync, NRsync The length of order queue and robot queue at
the synchronization node

ρr, ρc, ρw The utilization rate of robots, chargers and
workers

WTwi ,WTc The average time the robot needs to wait to be
served after arriving at the workstation i and
charging station

Assuming the robot maximizes tote carriage per trip, NTo =
⌈No

C ⌉. For each o ∈ O and t ∈ To, the number of totes
(NCo,t) required to be picked during trip t for a class-o
order is computed as follows:



Fig. 3. The shared-token, multi-class semi-open queueing network is
constructed based on the MTSR system operation process.

NCo,t =

{
C, if t < NTo

No − (t− 1)C, if t = NTo

(1)

The tote retrieval process involves visiting multiple
shelves, picking the designated totes, and then transporting
them to designated workstations. This process is modeled as
an infinite service (IS) node [17] with an average service rate
of µo,t

sh,wi
. This is because once the robot is matched with an

order, it can commence its travel immediately without any
waiting time. The average travel time for each order o ∈ O,
trip t ∈ To, and workstation i ∈ W is represented by 1

µo,t
sh,wi

.

The travel time during trip t is heavily influenced by
the tote retrieval sequence policy. For the random retrieval
sequence policy, the travel distances for retrieving a tote
within a trip is i.i.d. The average travel time, denoted as
T o,t
sh,wi

, is calculated by:

T o,t
sh,wi

=

∑Nsh

m=1 D(shm, wi)

Nshv

+NCo,t ·

(∑Nsh

m=1

∑Nsh

n=1 D(shm, shn)

N2
shv

+ tp

)
,

(2)

where D(·) refers to the shortest traveling distance be-
tween two points, adhering to the unidirectional path net-
work. Given that the layout considered in this work is similar
to that studied in the RMFS research [6], the method for
calculating the distance between two points can be similarly
applied in our case. Assume the warehouse contains Nsh

shelves, with shm and shn denoting the m-th and n-th shelf,
respectively. The time a robot requires to pick a tote from a
shelf is denoted as tp.

Under the CR policy, the nearest neighbor heuristic [8]
makes the travel distance required to retrieve a tote interde-
pendent with each other. For example, the first retrieved tote
within a trip is not uniformly distributed among different
shelves due to the nearest neighbor rule. The position of
the first tote becomes the starting point for retrieving the
second tote, thereby causing the travel distance to retrieve

the second tote influenced by the first tote. The total possible
combinations of tote locations for each class-o order is NNo

sh .
Therefore, calculating the average travel distances for class-o
orders in different trips analytically requires the analysis of
every possible case, resulting in a computational complexity
exceeding O(N

NCo,t

sh ). Hence, it is not scalable to conduct
an exact analytical analysis. Instead of using the numerical
method discussed in [8], we use the Monte Carlo method [18]
to estimate the average travel time through random sampling
from discrete-event simulation. This method is more accurate
and applicable to different warehouse layouts as long as
the number of samples is sufficient. Additionally, since
congestion is not considered due to the unidirectional path
setting, the number of robots will not influence the average
travel time. Therefore, as long as the warehouse layout does
not change, the average travel time remains fixed. During
sampling, the simulation can stop once the 95% confidence
interval of the average travel time is within 1% of its mean.
Workstation Node: For each i ∈ W , the tote handling
process at workstation i is modeled as a service node with
NWi servers. If the time required for a worker to handle
a tote is a random variable denoted as Xc, then the time
to handle all totes brought by a robot while executing an
o-class order over t trips is equal to

∑NCo,t

j=1 Xj
c . If every

tote handling time is i.i.d. and follows a uniform distribution
(U [a, b]), then the mean and the squared coefficient of
variation for all tote handling times can be calculated as
follows:

1

µo,t
wi

= E[
NCo,t∑
j=1

Xj
c ] =

NCo,t∑
j=1

E[Xj
c ] =

a+ b

2
·NCo,t, (3)

cvo,twi

2
=

E
[(∑NCo,t

j=1 Xj
c

)2]
− E

[∑NCo,t

j=1 Xj
c

]2
E
[∑NCo,t

j=1 Xj
c

]2 (4)

=
1

NCo,t
· E[X

2
c ]− E[Xc]

2

E[Xc]2

=
1

NCo,t
· (b− a)2

3(a+ b)2

Case Storage Node: Storing totes back to their original
positions after service completion at a workstation is also
modeled as an IS node with the service rate set at µo,t

wi,sh
.

The average travel time ( 1
µo,t
wi,sh

) could be calculated in a

manner similar to the tote retrieval stage.
Routing Probability: For each i ∈ W , the probability Pwi

of
a robot choosing workstation i is proportional to its worker
count, expressed as Pwi = NWi∑Nw

i=1 NWi
, with NWi denoting

the number of workers at station i.
After completing the tote storage process, the robot has a

probability of P o,t
nt to proceed to the next trip following trip

t, beginning with the tote retrieval process. The probability
P o,t
nt is calculated as follows:

P o,t
nt =

{
1, if t < NTo

0, if t = NTo

(5)



With a probability of P o,t
c , the robot needs to go charging

after finishing trip t of the o-class order. When a robot
finishes an order, the probability of going charging is the
reciprocal of the average number of orders that a fully
charged battery can support before going to charge, which
could be estimated as follows:

P o,t
c ≈

{
DB

100−thc
, if t = NTo

0, otherwise,
(6)

where DB refers to the average battery consumption for a
robot to fulfill an order. Assuming that the battery consump-
tion is linearly related to the travel time, it can be calculated
as follows:

DB =

Nl∑
o=1

Po

NTo∑
t=1

dr ·ATTo,t, (7)

where dr denotes the percentage of battery depletion rate per
minute while moving; ATTo,t refers to the average travel
time for a robot to execute a class-o order on the tth trip.

ATTo,t =

Nw∑
i=1

P o
wi
(

1

µo,t
sh,wi

+
1

µo,t
wi,sh

) (8)

For o ∈ O, t ∈ To, the probability that a robot becomes idle
and moves to the robot queue at the synchronization node
after completing trip t of order o is:

P o,t
idle = 1− P o,t

c − P o,t
nt (9)

Charging related nodes: Robots traveling from their
dwelling points to the charging station and from the charging
station back to their dwelling points are also modeled as
IS nodes, with average traveling time of 1

µd,c
and 1

µc,d
,

respectively. Given that each shelf has an equal chance of
being designated as the dwelling point under a random-tote
retrieval policy, the traveling time is calculated as follows:

1

µd,c
≈ 1

µc,d
=

∑Nsh

m=1 D(shm, c)

Nshv
(10)

For the CR policy, determining the average travel time also
requires simulation, similar to the retrieval time calculation.

Suppose there is only one charging station in the ware-
house, equipped with Nc servers. The robot charging process
can be modeled as a service node with Nc servers. Assuming
the charging time (tc) follows a uniform distribution U(c, d),
the average charging time ( 1

uc
) and its coefficient of variation

(cvc) at the charging station can be calculated according to
Eqn.7 in [13].

B. SOLUTION APPROCH

The SOQN model for the MTSR system is solvable
through single-chain, multiclass AMVA [19]. This requires
converting SOQN routing probabilities into normalized visit
ratios (V o,t

node) that indicate the relative frequency of robot
visits to network nodes while executing o-class order in trip

t [17]. To normalize these ratios, we could set the robot visit
ratio of the synchronization node to 1:

Vsync =

Nl∑
o=1

NTo∑
t=1

V o,t
sync =

Nl∑
o=1

Po = 1, (11)

The normalized visit ratio for a robot serving an o-class
order on its tth trip to the tote retrieval, workstation, and
tote storage nodes associated with workstation i, for each
o ∈ R, t ∈ To, i ∈ W , is calculated as follows:

V o,t
sh,wi

= V o,t
wi

= V o,t
wi,sh

= Pwi
Po (12)

While the robot goes for charging, it does not serve any
orders. Therefore, the normalized visit ratio to the charging-
related nodes can be calculated as follows:

Vc = Vc,d = Vd,c =

Nl∑
o=1

PoP
o,NTo
c (13)

According to [19], the solution to the proposed shared-
token, multi-class SOQN model follows three steps:

Step 1: A Closed QN (CQN) is formed by removing the
synchronization station from the SOQN. This network is
analyzed using the single-chain, multi-class AMVA [19]. The
maximum system throughput (TH) with Nr robots operating
in the network can be calculated using AMVA.

Step 2: The overall average order arrival rate is λ =∑Nl

o=1 λo. If the maximum system throughput is less than
the overall order arrival rate, orders will continuously accu-
mulate, leading to an unstable system.

If the system is stable, a second CQN is formed by
replacing the synchronization node in the SOQN with a load-
dependent service node, where the service rate depends on
the number of idle robots in the system. The service rate is
λ =

∑Nl

o=1 λo when there are more than one idle robot. When
there is only one idle robot, it becomes λ·TH

TH−λ . The AMVA
algorithm is employed once again to analyze this second
CQN, taking into account the influence of arriving orders.
The analysis outputs include the average time a robot must
wait to be served after arriving at the charging station (WTc)
and at different workstations (WTwi ), the expected number
of robots queuing at the synchronization node (NRsync),
and the probability of n robots being present at different
workstations (Pwi

(n)) or at the charging station (Pc(n)),
given Nr robots in the warehouse.

Step 3: This step involves isolating the synchronization node
to calculate the mean order queue length (NOsync), which
refers to the average number of arriving orders waiting to be
assigned to idle robots.

The order throughput time and the utilization rate of
resources can be derived from Step 2 and Step 3. Robot
utilization (ρr) is computed as the percentage of busy robots
not available for assignment: ρr = (1 − NRsync

Nr
) × 100%.

The utilization rate of workers can be calculated as: ρw =∑Nw

i=1 Pwi

(
1−

∑NWi−1
n=0

NWi−n
NWi

Pwi
(n)
)
× 100%. Given

that there are Nc chargers in the charging station, the
utilization rate of chargers can be calculated as ρc = (1 −



∑Nc−1
n=0

Nc−n
Nc

Pc(n)) × 100%. The order throughput time,
THTo, calculates the duration from when a class-o order
arrives to when it is completed, taking into account the
external order waiting time, the average robot travel time
for tote retrieval and storage processes, and the waiting and
service time at different workstations. It can be calculated
based on Eqn. 14. Overall order throughput is calculated
accordingly in Eqn. 15.

THTo =

To∑
t=1

Nw∑
i=1

P o
wi
(

1

µo,t
sh,wi

+
1

µo,t
wi

+
1

µo,t
wi,sh

+WTwi
)

+
NOsync

λ
(14)

THT =

Nl∑
o=1

Po · THTo (15)

V. NUMERICAL EXPERIMENTS

This section validates the proposed QN model through the
discrete event simulation, examining the number of robots,
tote buffer positions, and the effects of CR and random tote
retrieval policies on the system’s steady-state performance.

A. Experimental setup

In Sec. V-B, we conduct three experiments to analyze the
MTSR system in a small warehouse layout, as depicted in
Fig. 4. In the workstation, the time required for a worker
to handle a tote follows a uniform distribution of U(5, 8)
seconds. We set the maximum number of lines within an
order to five, and the probabilities that an arriving order will
require one to five lines are set to [0.1, 0.2, 0.3, 0.2, 0.2],
respectively. The average velocity of the robot is 0.5 m/s,
the average tote retrieval time from the shelf is five seconds,
the charging threshold is 20%, and the battery depletion rate
is set to 0.5% per minute while moving, the distribution of
robot charging time is U(25, 35) minutes.

Fig. 4. A small warehouse layout with unidirectional paths has three
workstations on the west, south, and east sides of the warehouse, with the
charging station located at the top.

The discrete event simulation is programmed based on
the agent behavior logic illustrated in Sec. III in AnyLogic
software (version 8.8.6) [20]. For the experiments shown
below, each scenario is simulated using 20 replications

with different random seeds, where each replication lasts
1,000 simulation hours. This results in a 95% confidence
interval where the half-width is within 1% of the average
performance metric. These metrics include order throughput
time (THT ) and utilization of resources (ρr, ρw, ρc). The
accuracy of the QN models is assessed by the absolute
relative error rate, denoted as δ = |A−S|

A × 100%, where
A and S represent the QN model and simulation result,
respectively.

B. Results and Analysis

Varying number of robots: We first investigate how varying
the number of robots influences the system performance,
with a fixed number of buffer positions on robots (C = 4),
and the overall average order arrival rate of 2 orders/min.
Each workstation has 1 worker, and there are 4 chargers at
the charging station.

Fig. 5a displays the steady-state system performance as
the number of robots varies under both random and CR
tote retrieval policies. As the number of robots increases,
the utilization rate of the robots decreases. This is because
the maximum system throughput increases while the order
arrival rate remains fixed, resulting in a growing number of
idle robots awaiting order allocation. The trend of decreasing
order throughput time is highly nonlinear and gradually
levels off as the number of robots increases. Additionally,
when the number of robots in the system exceeds 20, the
difference in the order throughput time between the two poli-
cies stabilizes. This is because, with an increasing number
of robots, the order waiting time for an idle robot gradually
converges to 0 for both policies. The primary difference then
lies in the travel time during the tote retrieval and storage
process, which remains consistent regardless of the number
of robots. The comparison results with the simulation are
shown in Table II.
Varying tote buffer positions: We then examine how
the robot’s tote buffer positions affect system performance
with a fixed number of 20 robots. Other parameters, like
the average order arrival rate, workers and charger counts,
remain consistent with the previous experiment.

In Fig. 5b, increasing buffer positions reduces both the
order throughput time and robot utilization, due to fewer
round trips between the shelf storage area and the worksta-
tion. However, the performance gains achieved by increasing
buffer positions diminish as buffer positions increase, since
the number of trips a robot must make to fulfill an order
does not decrease linearly with increased buffer positions.
For instance, when buffer positions increase from 1 to 2,
the trips needed to fulfill an order with 4 lines reduce from
4 to 2. However, increasing the buffer positions from 2 to
3 does not change the trip count. After comparing with
the simulation results, the average relative error ratios for
the order throughput time, utilization of robots, chargers,
and workers are found to be 1.4%, 0.8%, 1.1%, and 0%,
respectively (see Table III for details).
Varying average order arrival rate: We further explore
the minimum number of robots required to maintain system



(a) (b) (c)
Fig. 5. Under both CR and random tote retrieval policies, we compare: (a) Robot utilization and order throughput time with varying numbers of robots
in the system. (b) Robot utilization and order throughput time with varying buffer positions. (c) Minimum number of robots needed to maintain system
stability and corresponding order throughput time with varying average order arrival rate.

stability, with the average resource (robots, chargers, work-
ers) utilization rates below 90% across varying order arrival
rates. Setting a 90% threshold accounts for contingencies
in system operation, such as robot paralysis. Workers are
evenly distributed among workstations, with at most one-
worker difference. Because the computation of the QN-based
performance estimation is inexpensive, we use brute force
optimization to maximize robot utilization. The number of
buffer positions on a robot is 4.

As shown in Fig.5c, the required minimum number of
robots increases with the average order arrival rate. The CR
policy requires 12.5% fewer robots to guarantee the system
stable than the random policy under the same average order
arrival rate. As for order throughput time, the CR policy
performs better than the random policy, due to lower travel
times and shorter order queues waiting for idle robots. As
the order arrival rate increases, the order throughput time
appears to decrease, while the robot utilization rate remains
around 90%. The simulation validation results are shown in
Table IV.

VI. CONCLUSIONS AND FUTURE WORK

In this paper, we developed a shared-token, multi-class
SOQN to assess the performance of an MTSR system,
accounting for multi-line orders with general distribution
forms. Orders with different numbers of lines are categorized
into distinct classes due to their varying time distributions
spent at different stages of the operation process. The SOQN
model is solved using the AMVA, and validated through
simulations with most key performance metrics demonstrat-
ing an average accuracy of over 98%. In our experimental
setting, results indicate a 12.5% reduction in the minimum
number of robots needed to satisfy a specific order arrival
rate using the CR policy compared with the random pol-
icy. The relationship between the number of robots, tote
buffer positions, and order throughput time is nonlinear.
The proposed model could be highly useful for expediting
steady-state performance prediction and optimizing resource
specifications for tailored warehouses in the pre-deployment
stage. This enables warehouse owners to identify resource

bottlenecks and manage budgets more effectively. An exam-
ple application, ”QN-based Warehouse Consultation Tool,”
is demonstrated in the demo video1.

Currently, the effect of aisle blocking by robots while
retrieving totes from high shelves is often overlooked. As the
number of robots operating within the warehouse increases,
leading to more congested conditions, the impact of blocking
on overall system performance becomes more significant.
Therefore, it merits detailed investigation in future work.
Furthermore, certain shelves within the MTSR system are
multi-deep, requiring a robot to remove the outer tote before
accessing an inner one. This process warrants inclusion
in future models. Additionally, some warehouses designate
specific regions for robots to dwell in when they become
idle, rather than having them dwell at their last operational
location. Investigating the efficacy of this dwell point policy
on warehouse performance is also of considerable interest.
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