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Multi-load AGV & A}F8-3H= Tandem AGV Al =¥ Al B3 A+
A Study on Design of a Tandem AGYV System with Multi-load AGVs
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o9 tiekglk g AEEA ul-gstr] #sl
A 7149 A Al2"E A58, A Fs Hojztkn
glon, ol £ A AIABR(FMS : Flexible
Manufacturing System), AFE 5% A A|x=d™
(CIM : Computer Integrated Manufacturing) %9
ez ez g},
Ang L9s) Fr] Y% EF A|A®RQOHS
Material Handling System)X® A}FE3tso], 4l Al
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Automated Guided Vehicle System)& A4t A% %
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o} [31[7] &R]qF AAl+= Unit-load AGV & A}&3}
T Tandem AGV Al2®1e] A I AAR] )
oo, olo] gt A% HIIvto] olFA 1 Y= A
Aoltk. Multi-load AGV £ A%9 $FAdE &
Taa, AA 2 299 g W o A=
22 dAF37) olFHAXA Eilzm vk, wEiM B o
FolA= Multi-load AGV & AF&3}:= Tandem AGV
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2. Tandem AGV Al2El
Tandem AGV Al2=8l& Bozer 2} Srinivasan o] ¢
3 A AgIATE.[1]1[2] 2EL 7[S9 ALEH
© AGV A]~¥1-& Conventional AGV Al2¥loz A
ostz, ojoty &a ¢ divide and conqure’ & 7Y
e E3 AFA A} A2EE Tandem AGV A
»®olg} R,

<29 1>3} Zo] Conventional AGV A|A®IL o
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g o o) AFozr FAFHW, Z AFL oy
g AR E =a% 4 9r}. Conventional AGV
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Tandem AGV A|2®L O3 2 58 FHF
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ol# o] Wo] ZAAaHo YW AFE HA Al
g = g}, =& Conventional AGV Al2El o] A
A% FE 9L T3 g8 AR AP o]
QejAch. gz ZF A9 A AGY o 9
Aujx wy] g tE A g HJFL v]A A
gomd NEE XHE F7EAY AATLEH
Bo}t 22 {948 Z2A HAo, AR & A9
AAEo] EHR| =&3t7] YA o7 e A
Zg o]8% ALt Ad F gled, 4 Y& 4
AY 27139 Transfer Point 7} ZasA He
g9¥yE gt

Tandem AGV A|2®1& ®EHoz AA), £93}
71 9% d7e ZA AR 72 8 5 3.
A, Aade dAC B dFE ALF £
o] #§  AF(Partitioning Problem)[2],
Transit Point 2& o] &3 AT{4] Fol UG, &
A, A2 $go} A AFEE AF GFH
Aol @5 AF[8][9], FPEY 5F ZH #
% T (Load Routing Problem)[6] Eo] 9l

3. AGV S5 A 29 A4

B =801 AASE Multi-load & A}E35=
Tandem AGV A|2®19] AA WHEL 3A F 94
2 FEAG. A 1 dAE FYY 350 €31 A
A7t e AFFES )y FE Ageq A
Astn, Fddo Agoz AMulxr} HsIItE A
Alete g, A 2 @AE QoA MEd A9y
=22 gAaoE HE §5 AZE AHANE dA ol
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Tandem AGV Al2® AAE H& 7[E 7/MAHELS
tea z2o, AR, 7 FAGEL ZHPAHQA AR
FE 3 A2" oz {olEY, Ztzbe] AAFH
A4S sAYZ HEF F A2"E g U3t
ot 4, sl Aol = input queue 9} output
queue 7} Zt EA3e), A3, 9 Al 2 F
queue Alolo] 29 o]F AL Homz 2T
olF AlZtol EF3ch AlA, AGV = 2709 AYUE
& Au ol5" o Yoo, A9 AFHL FESF
rule & wat},

B =FdAM AAste HHES FL3] A

= Ogs ge |2 AEo] FaAA ojok wrk.

$A AEe 9 vj& 2 FEQY 4o €A
glojor 319, o]& F3 ZAYES From-to Chart 7}
A sojol gt} tFoz AAA] A7t €
A Qlojok &9, o2 F3 2UA 9 Distance
Matrix 7} @A Eejof g}, ojylo] A9 o]F £X&
25 A9l Hojof gt}
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AV Azde) Az AAE AF A WA vAE
A% QU2 AUz g 5 olE FE Ade 4%
e wAolTh 1 ¥ HAHe 27 AYPoR A
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FAZe #3 0L sh}y oz Aot}

a2z o] 2| go] Fe AFoz Mu|xvt 7hE
IR E a9 FLEE( @ )ALS B3 FESFA
"o, 2AFe 8 5E Markov Chain & o] &34
steady state 9 &E JHE ANFoL2ZH &
T Utk B A7 B AFY &5 AL
$2}7F A3 7)1EE olEkY S ol & Ade
2 AFstn, olEd Y AdEI =& AHFES
AAEe e 8= & Aiste #A L WHEs
A HdE" F85 A9S AFE. Y E#
old A4+ 2 AYF, 39 AYFY o=
z7] A9E AFA HAsn AF E8=E
Al AArstA "}, Bozer ¢ Srinivassan[2] & o]
HAg 71E2%E 0.77 0.8 Alo]2 A AL AR
3t ek, o)9F F2 AHL <Y 2> L 3
4 AEE FIYE F UL Aolg. FAY SAE
oA ‘ Find ;' ol S|P AL ol dyH=
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A A Aol U={1,2,~ ,m-1,m,m+l,~ , n}e
2 Aol=Hm oA dAe f& AHo] $={1,2,3,~
nte g AHYHAL A gL F&1 9L D&
58 AL R,-jgl el 714 & A4 1 B AR
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ateFo] ol f = HEY @7&01] AolM A
kAT 2 HA FAPGo] E AAstE HA
st dAiolth. oy A[YFEY FEI= {k(R )
S vt o Z Rectilinear TSP(Traveling Salesman
Problem)& B3 F&E A9 W9 ALY &4 E
ARE 5 JA @}, vE TSP 7} NP hard EA0]
71= ?ﬂﬂ“* ool AGV 7F AMul&steE FAPFE
2= B AT EAe dE 3L 2 gy

gAlol7] WEol g Fatd oAge A& R
o= Az€g.
@ A% ol¥ W A7

Mzol AE FE A9% 99ste 2529

X3 39S 99e Transit Station & YAS
Zt el e AR Ao F YAlo) HAslxn
o] ulgozg z89 olF HARE UEUY. JdE
Eo] @olA 10 20 3 -1 202 AJA A7}
AA YU Transit Station & X FAFA49
XA+ 10 T10 2-T20 3-T30 108 A
Ad £ AU},

OJEE U Z A Y9 9HojA EojoE
AHES Y FE AG R FHFAte
From-to Chart ¢} Distance Matrix & &Agc}. o]
g HgoE AHgo] *]74]“0‘3&-93 =3 A9

B AARges £3Y Fy F MR Aol disl

21(3)e ANE Bole HARE ZE ALE AF
o ol% Wgoz AP,

Zny *d, (3)

where i, 3=1,2, - ,m, Kk

@ Transition Probability Matrix & 34
A% G842 E A4tslzl 938 Markov Chain 9
state & (V, L1, L2)Z HYg} vE dA 2ol
A2 AP Hzoln, L1 3} L2 & &AA AGY
of MEHYE FLEEY B3 AAAE vEd
o},
ol AgFo]l &Y output queue ofA F& A
Ag Fo AHE el Aoy, wreF AGV 7}
258 5 AE Z}?_:lgfl F7} 718 State
2 (v, L1, L2, L3,~ )50 z}zc}s}oq Ao 4
AS Aol
T @A AFY A} olF £471 10
0 2-T20 3-T30 1oz, ¥ Aejol AGV 7}
A4 19 FgAoNA T1 o 9 I st A
Hata 28dod A state = (1, T1, 0)°l
"ok, AV 7 T1 ol =&3hd AL stgsta F9
AL AARY = e At gkl g2l AGY 7L
1S eud HM state &= (T1, L1, L2)7} €},
L1, L2 & #4(4), (5),(6)9] &Eo W2} 0 EE
FE NG Uy A9 9 3 £ #& 24 2
74015} Fog He FABo] TN AHFHE F
(T, m, n)o] 8 &EL P[Ll=m, L2=n]}
P[L1=n, L2=m]9] go =z AisolAgE Hojg,

T1

P[L1=0 , L2=0] = ('j? (4)
PlLl=m , L2=0] = e"*DATp,,, (5)
P(LI=n , L2=n]

{1 (1+2’T)e( j'T)A‘T'}pﬂmpﬂn ( )

RtY o]FE FAYEol Yo 0 o7 EI|FH.
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where, N : §& A9 U9 FIH 4
T: AV & AE @Y ¢sted
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*1 i Aol B4 AdAY &8

Holl AMANR 2(4),(5)& Xl
gog Aol f8 AHE &35 50}5’.“
QF Aol & FAYPEo] YA FES AXNG A
olt}, @ 2 (6)2 output queue 7]- 2 A= 7}
Hom 2 7] ol FYEL UYAHA &dEvn
gt FE 1 oA AQE] BAHA e B
<, BAdEo & /) THHE BFE 2119]‘?} Q%
2 AdE olth. upebx ko] g e APE
(o: 53 ZYHol n & F#)& A1 Qo F7}
Hog @ /Mo AwE AFY & Uv 499 &
B2 (N,(3), (9= YL Ut

TZAAE v}

5
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P[L1=0 , L2=0] = O ¢p)

P[L1=n , L2=0] = ¢"*D - (8)

PlLl=n , L2=n] = {1-e™*"}p, . 9
E F oA FUB(e): 2 FYFo] 77

mn 4 F9)E AL YN FHHoz AYES

ARY £ YU A$od 52 4z 4
(10),(1D,(12)2 AF&42 < A

P[L1=0 , L2=0] = 0 (10)
P[Li=n , L2=0] = 0 - (1D
P[Ll=n , L2=m] = 1 (12)

© AF FEx9 A4

@4 AAE Transition Probability Matrix

£ o] &3}l Limiting Probability & A 3,
2l (13)E T3 AGV 9] 88E=E AT 4+ 9.
2ol fr& 7‘]@: g H eI g Huy g8
Fe A ANGSE F A9 FHE H3 olFde Ao
2 ol BXd d3dc. =3 AMdd 858 7}
Axn J& FA 98 231 D, Az ©F 058
A9 Astel ERFL —5':1}01] AFdrt. 181
0|59 v & & o]k3ty AF BLEE AALEHA
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Z—FD
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2*D
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S’ i state 9} V7t 2L state g AF
ieS
jes’
F,: i stateolA 9] o] AYPEY
D, : i stateolA] o]5& Ag
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