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Abstract: Retail supply chains are intended to empower effectiveness, speed, and cost-savings, 

guaranteeing that items get to the end client brilliantly, giving rise to the new logistic strategy of cross-

docking. Cross-docking popularity depends heavily on properly executing operational-level policies 

like assigning doors to trucks or handling resources to doors. This paper proposes a linear programming 

model based on door-to-storage assignment. The model aims to optimize the material handling cost 

within a cross-dock when goods are unloaded and transferred from the dock area to the storage area. 

A fraction of the products unloaded at the incoming gates is assigned to different storage zones 

depending on their demand frequency and the loading sequence. Numerical example considering a 

varying number of inbound cars, doors, products, and storage areas is analyzed, and the result proves 

that the cost can be minimized or savings can be intensified based on the feasibility of the research 

problem. The result explains that a variation in the number of inbound trucks, product quantity, and 

per-pallet handling prices influences the net material handling cost. However, it remains unaffected by 

the alteration in the number of material handling resources. The result also verifies that applying direct 

transfer of product through cross-docking is economical as fewer products in storage reduce the 

handling cost.   
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1. Introduction  

A successful business's secret is obtaining better outcomes and performance from similar activities, 

capital [1], and people [2]. Everything revolves around perceiving, improving, and augmenting the 

industry's underutilized, hidden, and low-performing opportunities. It is known that every sector is 

dominated by money [3], management, marketing and sales, product and services, people, processes, 

and systems. A minor improvement in any of these factors can heavily improve a company's 

performance. So, most companies search for the newest strategies that can improve time, cost, quality, 

and productivity dimensions [4].  

Recent years have seen drastic changes in supply chain management policies [5,6], logistic 

strategies, inventory management approaches [7,8], and production systems [9,10]. Conventional 

approaches have been upgraded with smart technologies [11,12] not only to maximize economic 

benefits [13] but also to minimize the detrimental effect on the environment [14]. The intervention of 

the newest strategies [15] in transportation models [16] including the introduction of multi-modal 

transport [17,18], have prioritized customer satisfaction, faster delivery, product quality, environmental 

benefits [19] as well as have optimized cost and time. Cross-docking is a contemporary logistic strategy 

that has revolutionized supply chain and warehouse management in achieving these landmarks [20]. 

According to the cross-docking trend report 2011 [21], the implementation of cross-docking has 

registered a 7.8% increase in overall cost-effectiveness. The report explained that cross-docking helped 

improve the service level by 37.9% and reduce the cost of transportation by 32.4%. In the context of 

the growing demand for minimizing operational costs, cross-docking solutions with just-in-time have 

made the availability of raw materials or goods easier for manufacturers and end customers (Refer 

Figure 1). Cross-docking has become a growing trend in countries like North America, Europe, Asia 

Pacific, the Middle East, and Africa.   

Up to this point, an appreciable amount of exploration has taken place in different sectors of cross-

docking, with the majority of them focusing on improving two major operational levels of decisions 

associated with scheduling vehicles in the cross-dock and assignment of doors to docks. A competent 

TDA system has a significant impact on the overall cross-docking performance. It significantly 

increases the delivery quality, decreases processing costs, and improves cross-dock service efficiency [22]. 

A cross-docking center has the provision of operating either on exclusive mode, where dock– doors 

are assigned to either inbound trucks or outbound trucks, or on mixed mode [23]  assigning dock doors 

to both types of trucks. Though the mixed mode of service expands the adaptability of the cross-

docking centers by minimizing the objective function, exclusive modes of service are mostly favored 

due to the high level of intricacies involved in handling operations in hybrid mode. Based on the criteria 

of product allocation, cross-docking has been grouped into two categories: pre-distribution and post-

distribution [24]. Notwithstanding the objective of items, when information on the exact outbound 

truck in which the product must be stacked in is known, it is termed pre-distribution. On the off chance 

that the product's landing place and content are characterized by the quantity of items per each type, 

the assignment mode is known as post-distribution, and the allocation of goods is mainly done at the 

cross docks.  

Good coordination between the manufacturer and the retailer in a joint economic lot sizing through 

the delivery pattern is important for balancing the inventory level and optimizing the inventory space 

limitation [25]. Even though the destination, the specific outbound truck for the desired destination, is 

known beforehand, the uncertainties in the arrival and departure of the trucks cannot be fully ignored. 
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The tardiness of the inbound trailers and fixed departure time followed by the outbound vehicles results 

in the landing up of the delayed loads in the temporary storage facilities. The loads are stored until the 

arrival of the next outbound truck for the same destination.  

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Figure 1. Cross-docking market trend1. 

1.1. Research gaps 

In the cross-dock door assignment problem, the area of concern has been designing an ideal task 

plan for doors to docks to diminish the makespan, waiting time, total transportation cost, internal 

resource cost, operational cost, and penalty cost due to unfulfilled shipments. The goods unloaded at 

the receiving area are straightforwardly moved to the shipping area and stacked onto outbound trucks. 

Depending on their demand frequency or loading sequence, they are stored in temporary storage 

areas.  Most research aimed to minimize storage space, travel distance, time of the resources, response 

time, total transportation cost, and material handling cost while transferring goods from receiving 

docks to shipping docks. Previous research has prioritized storage location and travel distance to 

optimize cost or time. A research gap has been noticed. No work has been done on material handling 

cost, considering the quantity of the delayed loads transferred from the dock door to the storage area 

and its effect on the total material handling cost. Segregated cost related to this internal operation has 

not been considered before.  

1.2. Contribution 

This study has understood the holes and makes the following novel commitment to progressing 

the information in the field. 

• The proposed research has consolidated the material handling cost in terms of the number of 

pallets of products unloaded from the incoming truck and shifted to the storage zone. 

• The model investigated the effect of available material handling resources for product transfer 

on the material handling cost. Each entry has a fixed number of posted material handling trolleys. 

 
1 Cross Docking Solutions Market Future Growth Opportunities 2027 (transparencymarketresearch.com), Kingdom 

Of Bahrain, Accessed 9 Nov, 2022, 12.12 pm 

https://www.transparencymarketresearch.com/cross-docking-solutions-market.html
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• The model further searched whether the change in the product quantity transferred to the 

storage area affects the material handling cost. 

The rest of this paper has been organized in the given way. The literature review is presented in 

Section 2. The problem description, notations, and assumptions are addressed in Section 3. Section 4 

talks about the mathematical model. Section 5 discusses the solution approach, Section 6 presents the 

results and discussion, and Section 7 presents the conclusion with recommendations for future research.  

2. Literature review 

The Literature review has been designed following the keywords of the research. 

2.1. Cross-docking 

Cross-docking is one strategy that has highly influenced supply chain management through faster 

movement of goods, eliminating redundant storage, reducing distribution costs, and improving 

customer satisfaction [26]. In cross docks, the goods unloaded from an inbound truck are 

straightforwardly transferred to the shipping dock and are loaded into outbound trucks for dispatching. 

Thus, enabling the need for proper loading and discharging operations [27] (Figure 2). Cross-docking 

consolidates smaller shipments between shippers and recipients, using the full truckload and reducing 

transportation costs [28]. Thus, in a nutshell, the main purpose is to integrate intermediate nodes into 

the transportation network. 

Based on the decision-making level, the familiar decision problems in cross-docking are classified 

into strategic, tactical, and operational [29]. Strategic decisions about the location or the cross-dock 

layout, tactical level of decision regarding network design, and the operational decisions of scheduling 

of trucks, resources, and assignment of doors ponderously influence the performance of a cross-dock. 

Also, from the swift movement of items inside the cross-dock facilities, it is apparent that the items 

within the cross-dock invest less or no time in the storage region. Hence, well-thought operational 

plans for internal transportation, truck-door assignment, consolidation, sorting, product placement, 

and scheduling expand the effectiveness of the cross-docking framework at the short-term decision 

level [20]. 

2.2.  Scheduling at cross-docks 

As cross-dock focuses on maximizing throughput and minimizing operational time and 

operational cost, the sequencing and scheduling of vehicles for single cross-docks, multiple cross-

docks [30,31] as well as multi-door cross-docks  forms an integral part of warehouse management. 

Scheduling of trucks, the hardest and most significant scheduling problem, has many practical 

applications in cross-docking and logistics. It has inspired many researchers to invest their time and 

effort in exploring this area [32]. Finding the ideal situation for the receiving and shipping truck 

sequences is the goal of this task [33]. Golshahi-Roudbaneh et al. [34] developed a heuristic approach 

to determine the optimal sequence of shipping trucks. They worked on five metaheuristics and the 

hybrid one to constitute their proposed model. Dulebenets initiated an extensive study on the 

evolutionary algorithms designed for scheduling trucks in a CDC [35]. He continued his research and 

compared the weak and strong mutation mechanisms [36]. He proposed an adaptive polyploid memetic 

algorithm to relate the scheduling of trucks in the cross-docking facility with the operations planning 
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inside the dock [37]. Dulebenets [38] designed a mixed-integer linear programming model to address 

the truck scheduling issue at the cross-docks. The products were directly shipped to the shipping dock 

to be stacked into the suitable outbound truck or briefly put away in the storage region until the suitable 

outbound trucks were apportioned to the dock door. A delayed start parallel evolutionary algorithm 

was formulated to support the end goal of minimizing total truck service cost. 

 Theophilus et al. [39] analyzed the major attributes influencing truck scheduling at the cross-dock 

centers. These ascribe incorporated terminal shape, entryways, door-service administration mode, 

preemption, interior transportation mode utilized, the capacity of the temporary storage facility, power 

of the resources, and the objective and solution methodology considered. They analogized the result 

obtained based on computational run time and the quality of the acquired solution. Mousavi and 

Vahdani [40] designed a robust optimization model to overcome the inborn unpredictability of input 

data in the site and vehicle routing scheduling issues at cross-docking centers. The proposed mixed-

integer programming model aimed to locate cross docks and schedule vehicle routing considering 

multiple cross docks. Zhang et al. [41] in their study presented the collaborative optimization of 

loading operation planning and vessel traffic scheduling (COLOPVTS) in dry bulk ports. The paper 

aimed to create the best traffic scheduling and loading operation plans for each vessel simultaneously 

by investigating how ships approach and exit dry bulk export ports. 

Even in cold cross-dock terminals, scheduling trucks is essential since a sizable amount of 

perishable goods are wasted due to poor supply chain management. Considering the deterioration of 

perishable goods as they are handled by arriving trucks and the presence of temperature-controlled 

storage spaces reserved exclusively for perishable goods, Theophilus et al. [42] developed a mixed-

integer mathematical formulation for truck scheduling optimization to reduce the overall cost of the 

truck service. Golshahi-Roudbaneh et al. [43] urged a new model for cross-dock scheduling problems 

where time windows and delivery deadlines for trucks shipping perishable products were considered. 

They blended two notable metaheuristics called the Keshtel algorithm (KA) and simulated annealing 

to formulate a new hybrid algorithm to limit the total cost coming about from the earliness or lateness 

of shipping trucks. Pan et al. [44] in their study addressed the truck scheduling problem for perishable 

products in a cross-dock. He presented a mixed integer programming model to evaluate the 

deterioration risk variation coefficient for perishable products in an unstable logistic environment. 

Zheng et al. [45] discussed cross-dock truck scheduling problems for refrigerated and frozen items. 

They formulated a mixed-integer linear programming model to minimize the operational cost. They 

considered penalties on the inbound truck arrival time in case of contravention of the contracted time 

windows, tardiness penalties on product delivery, inventory cost, and transportation cost of the 

outbound truck.  

2.3.   Advanced logistics  

 A well-planned logistics is the backbone of any business enterprise. Today's corporate 

environment is more competitive than ever, and customers' expectations for quicker delivery of goods 

have increased significantly. These factors have compelled researchers to explore strategies to increase 

profitability and satisfy customers. Soares et al. [46] developed a conceptual model for a transportation 

and logistics observatory focusing on six major areas: data, methodology, intelligence, community, 

governance, and infrastructure. By exploring the relationship between these parameters within the 

model, the paper suggested the possibility of standardizing goods, services, and procedures for creating 

a TLO. Forkan et al. [47] discussed a new non-linear optimization model for inventory management, 
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considering a reverse logistic system. The model aimed to optimize holding cost by assuming that the 

demand for freshly produced and remanufactured items are never the same. Mahjoub et al. [48] studied 

the optimization and modelling approach of logistic networks with supply chain management. The 

contribution of the paper was not limited to the modelling of vehicle dynamics and timetables at 

various locations of suppliers, warehouses, and consumers but also extended to the loading, unloading, 

and delivery times of goods from suppliers to customers while accounting for their pertinent 

characteristics (e.g., number, nature, destination).  

Attempts to reduce logistic costs gave birth to a successful management strategy of cross-

docking [49]. Further exploring new ideas of logistic approaches, Pan et al. [50] addressed the 

operational solutions for sustainable development, the new difficulties and research opportunities for 

digital interoperability under the PI paradigm, and how digital interoperability might assist in 

connecting logistics and supply networks. Chargui et al. [51]introduced physical internet or PI cross-

docks. They discussed how this idea modified the traditional cross-docking platform design, 

management, and optimization practices. To highlight the distinctive features of the PI cross-docks 

from the "conventional" cross-docking platforms, the various cross-docking optimization issues 

originating from the PI paradigm were then detailed at the strategic, tactical, and operational 

decision levels.    

2.4. Material handling 

It is currently a perceived reality that material dealing is a concentrated work area that influences 

the complete expense and affects the framework's effectiveness, subsequently convincing the scientists 

to look for options that could limit the material handling cost. Hence, modernistic optimal plans of 

assignment of inbound and outbound trucks to corresponding strip and stack doors and product 

placement operations were laid by many scholars [20]. It is not only the assignment of the door to 

docking, trucks to exit, or synchronization of the local and network-based cross-docking activities [29] 

that have captivated the interest of think tanks, but resource management, assignment of handling 

resources to doors have also niched a mark in the researcher's mind. Mukherjee et al. [52] in their 

recent work presented a mathematical estimation of the maximum material flow within a cross-dock. 

Their idea of the paper thrived on the fact that the storage space for a rented cross-dock is limited; 

hence, the movement of goods should be faster to avoid long waiting queues.  

Vieira et al. [53] suggested improvements in internal material handling management. The goal was 

to assess, deliberately, the effect of executing changes in materials bearing on the client's view of cost, 

the safety of the resources in service, quality and authenticity of the service offered, agility, and overall 

contentedness. Das et al. [54] introduced a multi-objective streamlining model incorporating the 

facility location problem, the solid transportation challenge, and inventory management. The 

formulation’s multiple objectives included finding the most advantageous Euclidean plane locations 

for potential facilities apart from determining the quantity of distributed commodities, lowering the 

cost of overall transportation, inventory, and carbon emissions, and reducing transportation time. 

During the transportation process of goods from the pickup point to the delivery point, the last in–fast 

out policy is applied during loading, which necessitates rear-loading the vehicle and only allows goods 

closest to the back door to be unloaded. Cherkesly and Gschwind [55] dealt with the pickup and 

delivery problem considering time windows, multiple stacks, and handling operations. They attempted 

to determine the number of vehicles and the vehicle routes required to efficiently fulfill the set of 

requests while taking into account potential handling procedures. Bertolini et al.[56] suggested a 
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dynamic operative framework in order to adapt to the changes in operational environment during 

material handling activities. Their aim was not only to ensure good results in terms of productivity, but 

also to bring reduction in the travel distance of the handling machines , reduction in maintenance and 

energy consumption costs.  

Kucukoglu [57] investigated the effect of cross-dock shapes on the material handling cost. They 

concluded that I-shaped cross docks were the best, providing the lowest average price among the 

popular four layout shapes of I, L, T, and U. Nassief et al. [58] studied the dock door assignment 

problems to cut down the material handling cost. He formulated a new mixed-integer programming 

model embedded in the lagrangian relaxation. Zhang [59] proposed a mixed-integer programming 

model considering truck time windows for a particular cross-dock. He aimed to minimize the travel 

distance and the total cost, including labor and penalty costs due to transportation delays. The proposed 

results from a diversified resource number helped to obtain the appropriate time. It improved the initial 

time window, the make span at each work station, the free time interim within the cross-dock, and the 

free resource number at each period gave pertinent data on the resource administration.  

Serrano et al. [60] discussed distribution and operational planning in a cross-dock from the 

perspective of the automobile industry. They presented an integer linear programming model that 

minimizes the total cost, including transportation costs from the inbound and outbound trucks, internal 

resources, and storage costs. Their paper revealed how interrelated tactical and operational decisions 

are, and treating them jointly could drop the soaring high transportation cost. Shahram fard and 

Vahdani [61] proposed a bi-objective optimization model to assign cross-dock transportation resources 

to trucks and doors to minimize their energy utilization. In the second objective function of the model, 

they prioritized cutting down the waiting time of trucks, inventory holding cost, and trucks' delay in 

delivering products through a mixed mode of service and scheduling. Fabry et al. [62] investigated the 

synchronization between related trucks. Their model focused on the assignment and sequencing of 

trucks to warehouse doors with an end goal to minimize the time spent by the pallets within the system.   

2.5. Storage space allocation 

 Moving items from an inbound truck to an outbound truck is a typical understanding inside a 

warehouse or cross-dock. This standard conduct now and again gets upset because of the postponement 

in showing up outward-bound trucks at the loading bay. In the event of non-accessibility of the 

corresponding truck in cross-dock, the items are moved to the storage region for a more limited 

period [63]. This assignment of storage area to the stock is one more basic aspect that looks for 

investigation in distribution center administration. Hence, storage location-allocation problems were 

examined to demonstrate multiple storage policies for goods to utilize minimum warehouse storage 

space [64], lessen internal material handling costs, and limit order route length [65] or travel distance.  

A cautious investigation of the SLAP approach uncovered that a storage area's performance relies 

on the amount of space allocated for material allocation and the time for material handling. Reyes et al. [66] 

reviewed the literature on SLAP and provided a comprehensive analysis of the solution methodologies 

adopted and the objectives. In many of the cross docks, storage areas were segregated into storage 

zones depending on the product's storage policy [67] and their demand frequency. Silva et al. [68] 

studied the impact of the layout of warehouses, the nature of the demand, and staging and routing plans 

on the solution of zone sizing problems in ABC storage zones in manual warehouses. Zaerpour et al. [69] 

presented the optimal shape of a storage system to reduce the response time. They successfully 

established that response time is not dependent on the storage policy adapted or the location of the 
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input or output point.  

Sun et al. [70] dealt with the challenges of allocating storage space at an inland bulk stockyard, 

where the goal was to discover a practical solution to keep the shapeless commodities. They formulated 

a mixed integer programming model to prevent generating scattered small fields. They viewed the area 

of each stock pad in the yard as a collection of unit slots.  

 

Figure 2. Cross-docking as a strategy used in logistic2. 

3. Problem description 

In this research study, we focus on minimizing the material handling cost experienced while 

unloading the products from the inbound trailers at the assigned doors and then shifting the products 

from the receiving docks to the designated storage zones by AGVs. The unloaded products, after 

consolidation operation, are moved to the shipping dock, where they are stacked on the outbound 

trucks and dispatched to their destinations. The non-availability of assigned outbound trucks at the 

shipping dock results in storing the products in temporary storage zones depending on their demand 

and loading sequence. The automated guided vehicles assigned to particular strip doors carry the 

products to their destinations. In one of the previous studies, the effect of the cross-dock shape on 

material handling cost was studied, focusing on the assignment of trucks to doors. This paper 

formulated the model by selecting inbound trucks to doors and from the entries to the respective storage 

zones by assigned automated guided vehicles. The number of assigned automated guided vehicles per 

door is fixed. 

3.1. Notation  

The notation used in the model formulation is presented in this subsection. It comprises indices, 

decision variables, and parameters. 

3.1.1. Indices 

The notation used in the model formulation is presented in this subsection. It comprises indices, 

decision variables, and parameters.  

 
2 Cross-docking, Kingdom of Bahrain, Accessed 30 June, 2022, 23.00, pictures of cross-docking - Bing images 

https://www.bing.com/images/search?view=detailV2&ccid=h3YJd1SR&id=2DF9A627603AF195CD9D6F6E003471659C2A93C8&thid=OIP.h3YJd1SRAT02yMJ-PDc_GwHaDk&mediaurl=https%3a%2f%2frtdlogistics.com%2fwp-content%2fuploads%2f2019%2f08%2fcross-docking-1200x578.png&cdnurl=https%3a%2f%2fth.bing.com%2fth%2fid%2fR.877609775491013d36c8c27e3c373f1b%3frik%3dyJMqnGVxNABubw%26pid%3dImgRaw%26r%3d0&exph=578&expw=1200&q=pictures+of+cross-docking&simid=608008619013208471&FORM=IRPRST&ck=E949751021AFE97A15027FDEF4BD4D3D&selectedIndex=0&idpp=overlayview&ajaxhist=0&ajaxserp=0
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S       number of storage zones  

M      number of incoming trucks   

N       number of automated guided vehicles (AGVs) assigned  

D       number of functional doors in a warehouse  

P       number of products transferred from supplier to the customer per truck 

3.1.2. Parameters  

rpm      number of pallets of the product p in truck m  

qps      number of pallets of the product p transferred to storage area s  

cis      transportation cost per pallet of the product from the door i to the storage area s ($/pallet) 

cim     unloading cost per pallet of the product at door i from the truck m ($/pallet) 

3.1.3. Decision variables 

xim    is a binary variable and equal to 1 if the truck m is assigned to door i and 0; otherwise;   i = 1, 

2,…,D;  m = 1, 2,…, M  

xin     is a binary variable and equal to 1 if the AGV n is assigned to door i and 0 otherwise; i = 1, 2…D; 

n = 1, 2...,N  

zpis     binary variable and equal to 1 if the product p is transported from the door i to storage zone s; i 

= 1, 2,…,D; s = 1, 2,..., S; p = 1, 2,…,P  

3.2.   Assumptions  

To structure the proposed model, the accompanying arrangement of assumptions is made to define 

the limits in the formulation of the model. 

1.      After passing through the in-gate, inbound trucks are assigned to strip doors where goods are 

unloaded and shifted to receiving docks. The unloading and loading process is done sequentially, where 

one inbound truck is given to only one particular door chosen randomly in the planning horizon. Only 

one inbound trailer and an outbound trailer are set for each location [57]. 

 2.      A cross-dock have numerous entryway depending upon its size. A fixed mode of service is 

considered where all the strip and stack doors are in working mode, and the possibility of using each 

entry by incoming and outgoing trucks is equal.  

 3.    A pre-distribution product allocation is considered such that the interchangeability of products is 

ignored.  After the trailer is maneuvered into a strip door, all products are unloaded, excluding the 

possibility of preemption. The product quantity remains the same, ignoring defects, damage, or loss 

during the handling operation.   

 4.      Material flow from the incoming truck to the storage area has been examined. A storage space 

with sufficient capacity is available in front of the dock door. The movement of products from 

temporary storage areas to outgoing trucks is shrugged off [57].  
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4. Mathematical model 

The mathematical model aims to minimize material handling costs in transferring freight from the 

dock to the storage area and unloading products from inbound trailers. The first term of the function is 

the transportation cost, and the second term represents the unloading cost of products. 
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Equation (2) [57] presents that every incoming truck is relegated to a specific door. Once allotted 
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Equation (4) presents that the allocated resources for each door to transfer freight cannot exceed 

the total available resources.  
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Product constraint 

The convey time and destinations being known beforehand, products with delayed departure are 

fetched to storage areas. Equation (5) identifies the product movement from a door to the storage area. 

Equation (6) elaborates that the amount of product shifted to the storage area is less than the total 

carrying quantity of the products in all the trucks suggesting that some products are directly shipped 

to the outbound trailers. 
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 1,0xin
 NnDi  ,                                                     (8) 

 1,0z pis
 SsDiPp  ,,                                                    (9) 

5. Solution methodology 

 

The solution methodology for this discussed model demands an approach that can handle various 

variables. It is a cumbersome effort to deal with an enormous number of variables using the classical 

optimization technique. Several methodologies can be exerted to obtain an optimal outcome. In this 

research, we aim to minimize the material handling cost in transporting products to storage areas and 

unloading the freight. The optimization software LINGO 19.0 was preferred to solve the problem, 

which offered an optimal result. In this section, we put forward a numerical example to describe the 

mathematical model. The details and the explanations are as follows.  

For the numerical analysis, the data set have been considered from [63,71] with some modification. 

Table 1. summarizes the result with all possible permutations and combinations of inbound trucks, 

number of doors, number of products in the inbound trucks, and storage areas abbreviated as m, i, p, s, 

respectively. a) In the first 14 experimental runs, the number of inbound trucks was kept constant at 4, 

and possible rearrangements were made for doors, products, and storage areas to obtain the 

transportation cost of the goods from the door to the storage area. b) In the next 16 scenarios, three 

inbound trucks were used with variations in the other indices to check the change in transportation cost. 

c) In the next 20 experimental cases, two inbound trucks were considered to examine their effect on 

the transportation cost when all other parameters changed. d) Only one inbound truck was considered 

in the next 11 cases. 

6. Results and discussion  

The proposed work emphasized the operational level of decision-making. Within a traditional 

warehouse or a cross-dock platform, it is essential to have proper synchronization between the inbound 

trucks at the strip doors and the handling resources entitled to unload and transfer goods to the storage 

area and the shipping dock. And the cost drivers for the internal activities of relaying goods and the 

external activities of unloading goods at the receiving docks are considered. In the inbound segment, 

a variable cost is considered depending on the volume of the product. We felt a fixed cost of transferring 

whenever a product is shifted from the inbound truck to the storage area in the outbound segment. 

Indeed even though the modelling approach is based on a case of consideration, it remains moderately 

non-exclusive and can be adjusted to other cross-dock stages and setups, including more doors, trucks, 

and AGVs. 

It can be explained from the result in Table 1 that when four inbound trucks are deployed at a 

receiving door transferring three different types of products of varying quantities, a variation in the 

handling cost is observed. When three products are unloaded from the four trucks and shifted to a 

particular storage zone, a handling cost of 5,255 dollars ($) is noted. Considerable drops in an amount 

in the next 2 cases are recorded at 3,905 dollars ($) and 2,260 dollars ($), respectively, when only two 

products or 1 product is considered. Thus, the amount of product transferred can influence the material 

handling cost. 
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Table 1. Results from the LINGO 19.0 for each experimental run. 

CASE INBOUND 

TRUCK 

m 

DOOR 

i 

PRODUCT 

p 

STORAGE 

AREA    

s 

OBJECTIVE 

VALUE 

MODAL 

CLASS 

TOTAL 

NUMBER OF 

VARIABLES 

CONSTRAINTS 

1 4 3 3 3 -- UNKNOWN 156 21 

2 4 3 3 2 -- UNKNOWN 144 20 

3 4 3 3 1 -- UNKNOWN 132 19 

4 4 2 3 3 -- UNKNOWN 114 20 

5 4 2 3 2 -- UNKNOWN 106 19 

6 4 2 3 1 -- UNKNOWN 98 18 

7 4 2 2 2 -- UNKNOWN 97 18 

8 4 2 1 2 -- UNKNOWN 91 17 

9 4 2 2 1 -- UNKNOWN 91 17 

10 4 2 1 1 -- UNKNOWN 84 16 

11 4 1 3 1 5255 LP 15 17 

12 4 1 3 2 -- UNKNOWN 68 18 

13 4 1 2 1 3905 LP 14 16 

14 4 1 1 1 2260 LP 13 15 

15 3 3 3 3 -- UNKNOWN 144 20 

16 3 2 3 3 -- UNKNOWN 104 18 

17 3 1 3 3 -- UNKNOWN 65 17 

18 3 3 3 2 -- UNKNOWN 132 19 

19 3 3 3 1 -- UNKNOWN 120 18 

20 3 3 2 1 -- UNKNOWN 111 16 

21 3 3 1 1 -- UNKNOWN 105 15 

22 3 2 2 2 -- UNKNOWN 88 16 

23 3 2 1 2 -- UNKNOWN 80 15 

24 3 2 2 1 -- UNKNOWN 82 15 

25 3 2 1 1 -- UNKNOWN 76 14 

26 3 1 3 1 4645 LP 14 15 

27 3 1 3 2 -- UNKNOWN 61 16 

28 3 1 2 2 -- UNKNOWN 55 15 

29 3 1 2 1 3251 LP 13 14 

30 3 1 1 1 2002 LP 12 13 

31 2 3 3 3 -- UNKNOWN 130 17 

32 2 3 3 2 -- UNKNOWN 118 16 

33 2 3 3 1 -- UNKNOWN 106 15 

34 2 2 3 3 -- UNKNOWN 94 16 

35 2 2 2 3 -- UNKNOWN 85 15 

36 2 2 1 3 -- UNKNOWN 76 14 

37 2 2 3 2 -- UNKNOWN 86 15 

38 2 2 3 1 -- UNKNOWN 78 14 

39 2 1 3 3 -- UNKNOWN 58 15 

40 2 1 3 2 -- UNKNOWN 54 15 

Continued on next page 
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CASE INBOUND 

TRUCK 

m 

DOOR 

i 

PRODUCT 

p 

STORAGE 

AREA    

s 

OBJECTIVE 

VALUE 

MODAL 

CLASS 

TOTAL 

NUMBER OF 

VARIABLES 

CONSTRAINTS 

41 2 1 3 1 3501 UNKNOWN 13 13 

42 2 1 2 1 2635 UNKNOWN 12 12 

43 2 1 1 1 1562 UNKNOWN 11 11 

44 2 1 2 3 -- UNKNOWN 52 14 

45 2 1 1 3 -- UNKNOWN 46 13 

46 2 3 2 3 -- UNKNOWN 118 16 

47 2 3 2 2 -- UNKNOWN 109 15 

48 2 3 2 1 -- UNKNOWN 100 14 

49 2 3 1 3 -- UNKNOWN 106 15 

50 2 3 1 2 -- UNKNOWN 100 14 

51 2 3 1 1 -- UNKNOWN 94 13 

52 1 3 3 3 -- UNKNOWN 117 15 

         

53 1 3 2 3 -- UNKNOWN 106 14 

54 1 3 2 2 -- UNKNOWN 97 13 

55 1 3 2 1 -- UNKNOWN 88 12 

56 1 3 1 3 -- UNKNOWN 95 13 

57 1 3 1 2 -- UNKNOWN 89 12 

58 1 3 1 1 -- UNKNOWN 83 11 

59 1 2 3 3 -- UNKNOWN 84 14 

60 1 2 2 3 -- UNKNOWN 76 13 

61 1 2 1 3 -- UNKNOWN 68 12 

62 1 1 3 3 -- UNKNOWN 51 13 

63 1 3 3 2 -- UNKNOWN 105 14 

64 1 3 3 1 -- UNKNOWN 93 13 

65 1 2 3 1 -- UNKNOWN 68 12 

66 1 2 3 2 -- UNKNOWN 76 13 

67 1 1 2 3 
-- 

UNKNOWN 46 12 

68 1 1 1 3 -- UNKNOWN 41 11 

69 1 1 3 1 2577 LP 12 11 

70 1 1 2 1 1887 LP 11 10 

71 1 1 1 1 1210 LP 10 9 

 

It is observed that using only two inbound trucks recorded a cost of 3,501 dollars ($), a steady 

drop of 1,144 dollars ($), and assigning only one inbound truck for unloading the product at a specific 

door brought a sharp decline of around 924 dollars ($). It is also important to mention that reducing 

the number of trucks from 4 to 3 also induced a noticeable reduction of approximately 610 dollars ($) 

in the handling cost. Consequently, it can be stated that the changing number of incoming trucks 

equally influences the cost. 

Product quantity is an important parameter for optimizing the cost. It has been observed from the 

results in Table 2 that increasing or decreasing the product quantity of each variety by 20% has 

introduced a noticeable amount of change in the net handling cost. An increase of 20% in the unloading 
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price of each pallet of products from inbound vehicles has increased the total material handling cost 

by 15.90%. However, it is quite interesting to notice that decreasing the number of pallets transferred 

to the storage area has reduced the total cost by more than 1%. Even though all parameters have been 

tested against appreciation and depreciation of 20% from their original value, the effect of the change 

of per pallet unloading cost and transportation cost on the total handling cost is noteworthy. An increase 

in the transportation cost per pallet of product to the storage area has increased the material handling 

cost by 4.09%, which is quite mere compared to the huge 15.9% increase in total cost against the 20% 

increase of per pallet unloading price (Shown in Figure 3). It is certain from the results in Figure 4 that 

the increase in net material handling cost is maximum against the rise of unloading price compared to 

other parameters. 

Table 2. Variation in net cost due to change in parameters. 

 

  p1m1 p2m1 p3m1 p1m2 p2m2 p3m2 p1m3 p2m3 p3m3 p1m4 p2m4 p3m4 p1s1 p2s1 p3s1 Cim Cis 

80% 5123 5180 5167 5193 5220 5167 5176 5193 5167 5211 5193 5229 5155 5190 5205 4419 5040 

100% 5255 5255 5255 5255 5255 5255 5255 5255 5255 5255 5255 5255 5255 5255 5255 5255 5255 

120% 5387 5325 5343 5317 5290 5343 5334 5317 5343 5299 5317 5281 5355 5320 5305 6091 5470 

Table 3. Handling cost versus number of AGV. 

CASE INBOUND TRUCK 

m 

PRODUCT 

p 

OBJECTIVE 

VALUE 

NUMBER OF AGV  

n  
1 4 3 5255 7 

2 4 3 5255 6 

3 4 3 5255 5 

4 3 3 4645 7 

5 3 3 4645 6 

6 3 3 4645 5 

7 2 3 3501 7 

8 2 3 3501 6 

9 2 3 3501 5 

10 1 3 2577 7 

11 1 3 2577 6 

12 1 3 2577 5 

 

Figure 3.  Cost Variation. 
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Figure 4.  Effect of the varying parameters on the net handling cost. 

In this study, managerial insights are embraced based on the numerical results. Budget being a 

constraint for the medium or small scale business, plans for optimizing operational cost is a continuous 

endeavor. Within a warehouse or cross-dock facility, the internal material transfer to different sorting, 

consolidation, and storage areas contributes to the overall material handling cost. Managers can 

significantly reduce the overall material handling cost by emphasizing the elements behind material 

handling, like the number of pallets transferred and the number of trips executed. As labor cost against 

material handling contributes majorly to the total cost, efforts to implement more automation should 

be considered. Appropriate use of IoT (Internet of Things) in estimating the arrival time and following 

a fixed departure time will reduce the delayed loads ending up in storage areas. The result of this study 

expressly exhibited a guideline for managers to map various aspects of storage and material handling. In 

brief, the study inspires warehouse managers to facilitate the direct shipment of goods to outbound trucks. 

7. Conclusions and future research 

From the results of the discussed model, it can be comprehended that during the peak season of 

the product demand, when more incoming vehicles are in the planning horizon for unloading, the 

material handling cost is high due to the higher quantity of the product transference. Thus, it is evident 

that increasing or decreasing the product quantity affects the net worth. Increasing per pallet unloading 

price increases the material handling cost tremendously, suggesting lookouts for alternative options to 

control labor and handling operations. Our proposed case study assigns a fixed number of automated 

guided vehicles for material transfer. But, it has been noticed in Table 3 that changing the allotted 

number of AGVs does not affect the material handling cost as the cost is dependent on the number of 

pallets of product transferred or unloaded. Apparently, from the declined feature of material handling 

cost in Figure 3. for the reduced number of trucks, the case involving 1inbound truck carrying three 

different types of product with a handling cost of 2,577 dollars may be the optimal result. But deploying 

fewer inbound trucks would mean less material flow. Thus, it may increase the shortage of items within 

the system, delay product delivery, cause long waiting times, lost sales, reduce customer satisfaction, 
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or affect the system's efficiency. Thus, it can be summed up that case eleven would be the best result 

if the research problem is considered for a very small area. Case 5 would prove to be a good result for 

a medium-sized research problem. The possible consequence of the large-sized research problem is 

Case 2, where four inbound trucks and 6 AGVs are assigned to a door for unloading and shifting three 

types of products to a particular storage area. In other words, the cost can be minimized, or savings 

can be intensified based on the feasibility of the research problem. 

It is evident from the results in Table 2 that transferring fewer products to the storage area would 

mean a reduction in material handling costs. Reduction in the quantity transferred to storage area means 

reduced demand for slots results in smaller warehouse space to purchase or rent for product storage as 

well as fewer shelves, which significantly lessens the impact of these cost entries on business 

profitability. Thus, it is recommended that systematic planning of truck arrival and departure should 

be enabled such that the cross-docking approach can be utilized more for product transfer, lessening 

the possibility of product storage.  

Our proposed study has some limitations that can be explored in future research. 

• In this model, we have considered the operations within a single cross-dock. However, the 

model can be extended considering multiple cross-docks with many receiving and shipping 

docks, and the material handling cost can be determined.  

• In light of the rising intricacy of the logistic network, it may be of incredible premium to 

explore material handling on physical internet (PI) containers when switched from one 

particular logistics service provider to another. 

• It would additionally be fascinating to investigate new and productive heuristics and 

metaheuristics to take care of the proposed issue and its augmentations with different 

assumptions or multi-objective models. 

• In the proposed model, the transportation cost and unloading costs have been included. 

Parameters like storage cost, expenses against preserving the quality of the goods within the 

storage, and carbon emission during the operations are some dimensions that can be 

investigated while extending the model further.  

• The products are stored in a temporary storage facility, and on availability of the outbound 

truck, the products will be shifted from the storage area to the outbound truck. So, the proposed 

model can be extended by evaluating the effect of transportation cost and loading cost of the 

pallets onto the outbound trucks from the storage area and receiving dock.  

• In a pre-distribution approach, when the items are not interchangeable, the dispatching 

information is known from the inbound side, and each product is assigned to a specific 

outbound vehicle. The model can be further explored by adding the new component of 

interchangeability of products within the cross-dock. 

• The model has been formulated considering a fixed number of available resources. It has been 

found that the number of resources does not affect the total cost as it is dependent on product 

quantity. The model can be extended by adding new constraints on the nature, capacity, and 

energy consumption of the automated handling resources used for pallet handling. Its effect on 

the obtained cost can be investigated.  

Acknowledgments  

The authors would like to express their gratitude to the Gulf University in Bahrain for 



3115 

Mathematical Biosciences and Engineering  Volume 20, Issue 2, 3099–3119. 

continuing to encourage academic excellence and scientific research. 

Conflict of interest 

The authors declare there is no conflict of interest. 

References 

1. A. Ahmed, M. R. H. Alzgool, Z. Abro, U. Ahmed, U. Memon, Understanding the nexus of 

intellectual, social and psychological capital towards business innovation through critical insights 

from organizational culture, Humanit. Soc. Sci. Rev., 7 (2019), 1082–1086. 

https://doi.org/10.18510/hssr.2019.75144 

2. O. Y. M. Al-Rawi, T. Mukherjee, Application of linear programming in optimizing labour 

scheduling, J. Math. Financ., 9 (2019), 272–285. https://doi.org/10.4236/jmf.2019.93016 

3. B. Oryani, A. Moridian, B. Sarkar, S. Rezania, H. Kamyab, M. K. Khan, Assessing the financial 

rеsоurсе curse hypothesis in Iran: Thе nоvеl dynаmiс АRDL approach, Resour. Policy, 78 (2022), 

p. 102899. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.resourpol.2022.102899 

4. F. H. Staudt, G. Alpan, M. Di Mascolo, C. M. T. Rodriguez, Warehouse performance measurement: 

a literature review, Int. J. Prod. Res., 53 (2015), 5524–5544. 

https://doi.org/10.1080/00207543.2015.1030466  

5. B. Sarkar, B. K. Dey, M. Sarkar, S. J. Kim, A smart production system with an autonomation 

technology and dual channel retailing, Comput. Ind. Eng., 173 (2022), 108607. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cie.2022.108607 

6. M. Kaviyani, S. Ghodsypour, M. Hajiaghaei-Keshteli, Impact of Adopting Quick Response and 

Agility on Supply Chain Competition with Strategic Customer Behavior, Sci. Iran., ( 2020). 

https://doi.org/10.24200/sci.2020.53691.3366 

7. A. Sarkar, R. Guchhait, B. Sarkar, Application of the artificial neural network with multithreading 

within an inventory model under uncertainty and inflation, Int. J. Fuzzy Syst., 24 (2022), 2318–

2332. https://doi.org/10.1007/s40815-022-01276-1 

8. S. V. S. Padiyar, Vandana, N. Bhagat, S. R. Singh, B. Sarkar, Joint replenishment strategy for 

deteriorating multi-item through multi-echelon supply chain model with imperfect production 

under imprecise and inflationary environment, RAIRO-Oper. Res., 56 (2022), 3071–3096. 

https://doi.org/10.1051/ro/2022071 

9. A. Mondal, S. Pareek, K. Chaudhuri, A. Bera, R. K. Bachar, B. Sarkar, Technology license sharing 

strategy for remanufacturing industries under a closer-loop supply chain management bonding, 

RAIRO-Oper. Res., 56 (2022), 3017–3045. https://doi.org/10.1051/ro/2022058 

10. B. Sarkar, S. Kar, K. Basu, R. Guchhait, A sustainable managerial decision-making problem for a 

substitutable product in a dual-channel under carbon tax policy, Comput. Ind. Eng., 172 (2022), 

108635. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cie.2022.108635 

11. S. Hota, S. Ghosh, B. Sarkar, Involvement of smart technologies in an advanced supply chain 

management to solve unreliability under distribution robust approach, AIMS Environ. Sci., 9 

(2022), 461–492. https://doi.org/10.3934/environsci.2022028 

12. B. Sarkar, D. Takeyeva, R. Guchhait, M. Sarkar, Optimized radio-frequency identification system 

for different warehouse shapes, Knowledge-Based Syst., 258 (2022), 109811. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.knosys.2022.109811 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.resourpol.2022.102899
https://doi.org/10.1080/00207543.2015.1030466
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cie.2022.108607
https://doi.org/10.1051/ro/2022071
https://doi.org/10.1051/ro/2022058
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cie.2022.108635
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.knosys.2022.109811


3116 

Mathematical Biosciences and Engineering  Volume 20, Issue 2, 3099–3119. 

13. R. K. Bachar, S. Bhuniya, S. K. Ghosh, B. Sarkar, Sustainable green production model considering 

variable demand, partial outsourcing, and rework, AIMS Environ. Sci., 9 (2022), 325–353. 

https://doi.org/10.3934/environsci.2022022 

14. B. Shaw, I. Sangal, B. Sarkar, Reduction of greenhouse gas emissions in an imperfect production 

process under breakdown consideration, AIMS Environ. Sci., 9 (2022), 658–691. 

https://doi.org/10.3934/environsci.2022038  

15. S. Kumar, M. Sigroha, K. Kumar, B. Sarkar, Manufacturing/remanufacturing based supply chain 

management under advertisements and carbon emissions process, RAIRO-Oper. Res., 56 (2022), 

831–851.[Online]. Available: https://doi.org/10.1051/ro/2021189 

16. S. Hota, S. Ghosh, B. Sarkar, A solution to the transportation hazard problem in a supply chain 

with an unreliable manufacturer, AIMS Environ. Sci., 9 (2022), 354–380. 

https://doi.org/10.3934/environsci.2022023  

17. G. Maity, V. F. Yu, S. K. Roy, Optimum Intervention in Transportation Networks Using 

Multimodal System under Fuzzy Stochastic Environment, J. Adv. Transp., 2022 (2022), 3997396. 

https://doi.org/10.1155/2022/3997396  

18. B. Sarkar, B. Ganguly, S. Pareek, L. E. Cárdenas-Barrón, A three-echelon green supply chain 

management for biodegradable products with three transportation modes, Comput. Ind. Eng., 174 

(2022), 108727. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cie.2022.108727 

19. M. Mishra, S. K. Ghosh, B. Sarkar, Maintaining energy efficiencies and reducing carbon 

emissions under a sustainable supply chain management, AIMS Environ. Sci., 9 (2022), 603–635. 

https://doi.org/10.3934/environsci.2022036 

20. A.-L. Ladier, G. Alpan, Cross-docking operations: Current research versus industry practice, 

Omega, 62 (2016), 145–162. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.omega.2015.09.006 

21. S. C. Corp, Cross-docking Trend Report, Whitepaper Series, Saddle Creek Corp: Lakeland, FL, 

USA, 2011. Available: http://www.distributiongroup.com/articles/070111DCMwe.pdf 

22. F. Essghaier, H. Allaoui, G. Goncalves, Truck to door assignment in a shared cross-dock under 

uncertainty, Expert Syst. Appl., 182 (2021), 114889. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.eswa.2021.114889 

23. P. Bodnar, K. Azadeh, R. De Koster, Scheduling trucks in a cross-dock with mixed service mode 

dock doors, Transp. Sci., 51 (2015). https://doi.org/10.1287/trsc.2015.0612 

24. J. Van Belle, P. Valckenaers, D. Cattrysse, Cross-docking: State of the art, Omega, 40 (2012), 

827–846. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.omega.2012.01.005 

25. S. Ambroszkiewicz ,S. Bylka, Relatively optimal policies for stock management in a supply chain 

with option for inventory space limitation, Appl. Math. model., 114 (2023), 291–317. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.apm.2022.09.033 

26. A. (Arsalan) Ardakani , J. Fei, A systematic literature review on uncertainties in cross-docking 

operations, Mod. Supply Chain Res. Appl., 2 (2020), 2–22.  https://doi.org/10.1108/MSCRA-04-

2019-0011 

27. M. F. Monaco , M. Sammarra, Managing loading and discharging operations at cross-docking 

terminals, Procedia Manuf., 42 (2020), 475–482.https://doi.org/10.1016/j.promfg.2020.02.045 

28. K. Stephan ,N. Boysen, Cross-docking, J. Manag. Control, 22 (2011), 129. 

https://doi.org/10.1007/s00187-011-0124-9  

29. P. Buijs, I. F. A. Vis, H. J. Carlo, Synchronization in cross-docking networks: A research 

classification and framework, Eur. J. Oper. Res., 239 (2014), 593–608. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ejor.2014.03.012 

https://doi.org/10.1155/2022/3997396
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cie.2022.108727
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.omega.2015.09.006
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.eswa.2021.114889
https://doi.org/10.1287/trsc.2015.0612
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.omega.2012.01.005
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.apm.2022.09.033
https://doi.org/10.1108/MSCRA-04-2019-0011
https://doi.org/10.1108/MSCRA-04-2019-0011
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.promfg.2020.02.045
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ejor.2014.03.012


3117 

Mathematical Biosciences and Engineering  Volume 20, Issue 2, 3099–3119. 

30. W. Wisittipanich, T. Irohara, P. Hengmeechai, Truck scheduling problems in the cross docking 

network, Int. J. Logist. Syst. Manag., 33 (2019), 420. https://doi.org/10.1504/IJLSM.2019.101164 

31. P. B. Castellucci, A. M. Costa, F. Toledo, Network scheduling problem with cross-docking and 

loading constraints, Comput. Oper. Res., 132 (2021), 105271. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cor.2021.105271 

32. G. Tadumadze, N. Boysen, S. Emde, F. Weidinger, Integrated truck and workforce scheduling to 

accelerate the unloading of trucks, Eur. J. Oper. Res., 278 (2019), 343–362. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ejor.2019.04.024 

33. A. M. Fathollahi-Fard, M. Ranjbar-Bourani, N. Cheikhrouhou, M. Hajiaghaei-Keshteli, Novel 

modifications of social engineering optimizer to solve a truck scheduling problem in a cross-

docking system, Comput. Ind. Eng., 137 (2019), 106103. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cie.2019.106103 

34. A. Golshahi-Roudbaneh, M. Hajiaghaei-Keshteli, M. M. Paydar, Developing a lower bound and 

strong heuristics for a truck scheduling problem in a cross-docking center, Knowledge-Based Syst., 

129 (2017), 17–38. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.knosys.2017.05.006 

35. M. A. Dulebenets, A diploid evolutionary algorithm for sustainable truck scheduling at a cross-

docking facility, Sustain., 10 (2018), 1333.https://doi.org/10.3390/su10051333 

36. M. A. Dulebenets, A comprehensive evaluation of weak and strong mutation mechanisms in 

evolutionary algorithms for truck scheduling at cross-docking terminals, IEEE Access, 6 (2018), 

65635–65650. https://doi.org/10.1109/ACCESS.2018.2874439 

37. M. A. Dulebenets, An adaptive polyploid memetic algorithm for scheduling trucks at a cross-

docking terminal, Inf. Sci. (Ny)., 565 (2021), 390–421. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ins.2021.02.039 

38. M. A. Dulebenets, A delayed start parallel evolutionary algorithm for just-in-time truck scheduling 

at a cross-docking facility, Int. J. Prod. Econ., 212 (2019), 236–258. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijpe.2019.02.017 

39. O. Theophilus, M. A. Dulebenets, J. Pasha, O. F. Abioye, M. Kavoosi, Truck scheduling at cross-

docking terminals: A follow-up state-of-the-art review, Sustain., 11 (2019), 5245. 

https://doi.org/10.3390/su11195245 

40. S. Mousavi , B. Vahdani, A robust approach to multiple vehicle location-routing problems with 

time windows for optimization of cross-docking under uncertainty, J. Intell. Fuzzy Syst., 32 

(2017), 49–62. http://dx.doi.org/10.3233/JIFS-151050 

41. X. Zhang, J. Li, Z. Yang, X. Wang, Collaborative optimization for loading operation planning and 

vessel traffic scheduling in dry bulk ports, Adv. Eng. Informatics, 51 (2022), 101489. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aei.2021.101489 

42. O. Theophilus, M. A. Dulebenets, J. Pasha, Y. yip Lau, A. M. Fathollahi-Fard, A. Mazaheri, Truck 

scheduling optimization at a cold-chain cross-docking terminal with product perishability 

considerations, Comput. Ind. Eng., 156 (2021), 107240. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cie.2021.107240 

43. A. Golshahi-Roudbaneh, M. Hajiaghaei-Keshteli, M. M. Paydar, Cross-dock scheduling 

considering time windows and deadline for truck departures, Sci. Iran., 28 (2021), 532–546. 

https://doi.org/10.24200/sci.2019.52662.2824 

44. F. Pan, W. Zhou, T. Fan, S. Li, C. Zhang, Deterioration rate variation risk for sustainable cross-

docking service operations, Int. J. Prod. Econ., 232 (2021), 107932. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijpe.2020.107932 

https://doi.org/10.1504/IJLSM.2019.101164
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cor.2021.105271
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ejor.2019.04.024
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cie.2019.106103
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.knosys.2017.05.006
https://doi.org/10.3390/su10051333
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijpe.2019.02.017
https://doi.org/10.3390/su11195245
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aei.2021.101489
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cie.2021.107240
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijpe.2020.107932


3118 

Mathematical Biosciences and Engineering  Volume 20, Issue 2, 3099–3119. 

45. F. Zheng, Y. Pang, Y. Xu, M. Liu, Heuristic algorithms for truck scheduling of cross-docking 

operations in cold-chain logistics, Int. J. Prod. Res., 59 (2021), 6579–6600. 

https://doi.org/10.1080/00207543.2020.1821118 

46. L. C. Soares, E. Ferneda, H. A. do Prado, Transportation and logistics observatories: Guidelines 

for a conceptual model, Transp. Res. Interdiscip. Perspect., 16 (2022), 100682. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.trip.2022.100682 

47. M. Forkan, M. M. Rizvi, M. A. M. Chowdhury, Multiobjective reverse logistics model for 

inventory management with environmental impacts: An application in industry, Intell. Syst. with 

Appl., 14 (2022), 200078. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.iswa.2022.200078 

48. Y. Idel Mahjoub, E. houcine Chakir El-Alaoui, A. Nait-Sidi-Moh, Logistic network modeling and 

optimization: An approach based on (max,+) algebra and coloured Petri nets, Comput. Ind. Eng., 

158 (2021), 107341. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cie.2021.107341 

49. N. Boysen , M. Fliedner, Cross dock scheduling: Classification, literature review and research 

agenda, Omega, 38 (2010), 413–422. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.omega.2009.10.008 

50. S. Pan, D. Trentesaux, D. McFarlane, B. Montreuil, E. Ballot, G. Q. Huang, Digital 

interoperability in logistics and supply chain management: state-of-the-art and research avenues 

towards physical internet, Comput. Ind., 128 (2021), 103435. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.compind.2021.103435  

51. T. Chargui, A.-L. Ladier, A. Bekrar, S. Pan, D. Trentesaux, Towards designing and operating 

physical internet cross-docks: Problem specifications and research perspectives, Omega, 111 

(2022), 102641. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.omega.2022.102641 

52. T. Mukherjee, I. Sangal, B. Sarkar, T. M. Alkadash, Mathematical estimation for maximum flow 

of goods within a cross-dock to reduce inventory, 19 (2022), 13710–13731. 

https://doi.org/10.3934/mbe.2022639 

53. G. Vieira, G. Pasa, M. Borsa, G. S. Milan, A. Pandolfo, Materials handling management:A case 

study, J. Oper. Supply Chain Manag., 4 (2011), 19. https://doi.org/10.12660/joscmv4n2p19-30 

54. S. K. Das, M. Pervin, S. K. Roy, G. W. Weber, Multi-objective solid transportation-location 

problem with variable carbon emission in inventory management: a hybrid approach, Ann. Oper. 

Res., (2021), 1–27. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10479-020-03809-z 

55. M. Cherkesly,T. Gschwind, The pickup and delivery problem with time windows, multiple stacks, 

and handling operations, Eur. J. Oper. Res., 301(2022), 647–666. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ejor.2021.11.021 

56. M. Bertolini, D. Mezzogori, M. Neroni, F. Zammori, A dynamic operative framework for 

allocation in automated storage and retrieval systems, Expert Syst. Appl., 213 (2023), 118940. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.eswa.2022.118940 

57. İ. Küçükoğlu, The effects of crossdock shapes on material handling costs, Int. J. Comput. Eng. 

Res., 10 (2016), 2250–3005.  

58. W. Nassief, I. Contreras, R. As’ad, A mixed-integer programming formulation and Lagrangean 

relaxation for the cross-dock door assignment problem, Int. J. Prod. Res., 54 (2016), 494–508. 

https://doi.org/10.1080/00207543.2014.1003664  

59. L. Zhang, Optimization and simulation of a cross-docking terminal, PhD Thesis, Ecole Centrale 

de Lille, France, 2016.  

https://doi.org/10.1080/00207543.2020.1821118
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.trip.2022.100682
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.iswa.2022.200078
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cie.2021.107341
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.omega.2009.10.008
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.compind.2021.103435
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.omega.2022.102641
https://doi.org/10.12660/joscmv4n2p19-30
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ejor.2021.11.021
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.eswa.2022.118940


3119 

Mathematical Biosciences and Engineering  Volume 20, Issue 2, 3099–3119. 

60. C. Serrano, X. Delorme, A. Dolgui, Cross-dock distribution and operation planning for overseas 

delivery consolidation: A case study in the automotive industry, CIRP J. Manuf. Sci. Technol., 33 

(2021), 71–81. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cirpj.2021.02.007  

61. S. Shahram fard, B. Vahdani, Assignment and scheduling trucks in cross-docking system with 

energy consumption consideration and trucks queuing, J. Clean. Prod., 213 (2019), 21–41. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2018.12.106 

62. Q. Fabry, A. Agnetis, L. Berghman, C. Briand, Complexity of flow time minimization in a 

crossdock truck scheduling problem with asymmetric handover relations, Oper. Res. Lett., 50 

(2022), 50–56. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.orl.2021.12.004 

63. W. Yu , P. J. Egbelu, Scheduling of inbound and outbound trucks in cross docking systems with 

temporary storage, Eur. J. Oper. Res., 184 (2008), 377–396. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ejor.2006.10.047 

64. A. Fumi, L. Scarabotti, M. M. Schiraldi, Minimizing warehouse space with a dedicated storage 

policy, Int. J. Eng. Bus. Manag., 5 (2013), 21. https://doi.org/10.5772/56756 

65. A. S. Dijkstra , K. J. Roodbergen, Exact route-length formulas and a storage location assignment 

heuristic for picker-to-parts warehouses, Transp. Res. Part E Logist. Transp. Rev., 102 (2017), 

38–59. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tre.2017.04.003 

66. E. Charris, J. Rojas-Reyes, J. Montoya-Torres, The storage location assignment problem: A 

literature review, Int. J. Ind. Eng. Comput., 10 (2018), 199–224. 

https://doi.org/10.5267/j.ijiec.2018.8.001 

67. N. Zaerpour, Y. Yu, R. De Koster, Storing fresh produce for fast retrieval in an automated compact 

cross-dock system, Prod. Oper. Manag., 24 (2014). https://doi.org/10.1111/poms.12321 

68. A. Silva, K. J. Roodbergen, L. C. Coelho, M. Darvish, Estimating optimal ABC zone sizes in 

manual warehouses, Int. J. Prod. Econ., 252 (2022), 108579. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijpe.2022.108579  

69. N. Zaerpour, R. De Koster, Y. Yu, Storage policies and optimal shape of a storage system, Int. J. 

Prod. Res., 51 (2013). https://doi.org/10.1080/00207543.2013.774502 

70. D. Sun, Y. Meng, L. Tang, J. Liu, B. Huang, J. Yang, Storage space allocation problem at inland 

bulk material stockyard, Transp. Res. Part E Logist. Transp. Rev., 134 (2020), 101856. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tre.2020.101856 

71. Y. Wooyeon, Operational strategies for cross docking systems, Phd Thesis, Iowa State 

University,Ames, Iowa, 2002. https://doi.org/10.31274/rtd-180813-11026 

 

©2023 the Author(s), licensee AIMS Press. This is an open access 

article distributed under the terms of the Creative Commons 

Attribution License (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0) 

 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cirpj.2021.02.007
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2018.12.106
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.orl.2021.12.004
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ejor.2006.10.047
https://doi.org/10.5772/56756
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tre.2017.04.003
https://doi.org/10.5267/j.ijiec.2018.8.001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijpe.2022.108579
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tre.2020.101856
https://doi.org/10.31274/rtd-180813-11026

