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Abstract

Most activities in hospitals require the presence of the patient. Delays in pa-
tient transport can therefore cause disruptions and costly downtime in many
different areas and departments, which makes patient transport planning a
central operational problem in hospitals. This paper provides the first litera-
ture review of Operations Research approaches for improving non-emergency
patient transport in hospitals. We structure the different patient transport
problems considered in the literature according to several main characteris-
tics and introduce a four-field notation for patient transport problems that
allows for a concise representation of different problem variants. We then
analyze the relevant literature with respect to different aspects related to the
considered problem variant, the employed modeling and solution techniques,
as well as the data used and the level of practical implementation achieved.
Based on our literature analysis and semi-structured interviews with hospital
practitioners, we provide a comparison of current hospital practice and the
existing literature on patient transport, and we identify research gaps and
formulate an agenda for relevant future research in this area.
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1. Introduction

A well-functioning health care system is crucial for modern societies and
significantly impacts people’s lives and livelihood [1]. This is underlined for
instance by the fact the European Union spent 10.9 % of its GDP on health
care in 2020 [2]. Hospitals are a central element of any health care system
and account for almost 40% of health care spending in OECD countries [2].

While the demand and the required spending for hospital services are
expected to increase even further in the future due to demographic changes
such as an aging population and longer life expectancy in developed coun-
tries [3], a major shortage of hospital staff is already observed today. In 2010,
it was predicted that Germany would face a glaring shortage of nursing staff
by 2025, with an estimated deficit of around 112.000 full-time employees [4].
In 2024, this prediction can be confirmed [5]. A new study even predicts
1.8 million open jobs in the health care sector in Germany by 2035 [6]. This
development, which can also be observed in most other developed countries,
already presents hospitals with enormous challenges that have a profound
impact on day-to-day work. A direct consequence of the staff shortage is the
increasing workload for the existing staff. This situation leads to a downward
spiral of deteriorating working conditions and further decreasing staff avail-
ability in hospitals. In view of these challenges, the effective use of existing
personnel resources becomes all the more critical.

Another important issue is that the high operational costs and the in-
creasing demand for hospital services put enormous financial pressure on
hospitals. Consequently, hospitals need to improve the efficiency of their op-
erations as much as possible [7] – particularly in cost and revenue driving ar-
eas like operating theaters and diagnostic departments such as radiology [8].
An important issue that reduces efficiency in these and many other hospital
departments are missed appointments due to the absence of patients, which
lead to unwanted waiting time and downtime in processes and, in turn, cause
additional costs and impair the quality of medical care [9].

Since most important hospital activities require the presence of the pa-
tient, the need for effective use of existing personnel resources and the re-
quirement of avoiding unnecessary downtime explained above make patient
transport a central element in day-to-day hospital operations. In fact, it is
widely recognized that optimized patient transports can have positive effects
on the workload and working conditions of medical staff [6], while a poorly
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functioning transport process can lead to indirect costs by disrupting oper-
ations, delaying or postponing procedures, contributing to financial losses,
and worsening patient satisfaction and the quality of care [10–12].

For this reason, this paper reviews the Operations Research literature on
non-emergency patient transport planning in hospitals. Here, non-emergency
indicates a focus on planned transports such as transfers between wards or
scheduled trips to the operating theater or to diagnostic departments. More-
over, we identify and highlight differences in the aspects of patient transport
modeled in the relevant literature as well as existing research gaps. To align
this analysis with requirements from hospital practice and derive a practi-
cally relevant research agenda, we conducted semi-structured interviews with
practitioners from several European hospitals and compare the resulting in-
sights with the current state of the literature.

The rest of this paper is structured as follows: Section 2 presents the
methodological approach to the literature search, which led to the identifica-
tion of the relevant scientific contributions. Afterwards, Section 3 introduces
patient transport problems and the associated terminology and outlines the
existing modeling approaches found in the identified literature. Moreover, a
comprehensive classification of different variants of patient transport prob-
lems by means of a four-field notation is developed. We use this notation in
Section 4 as a basis for classifying the relevant publications from the literature
search. The section then provides a detailed discussion of key characteristics
of patient transport problems considered in the examined literature and an-
alyzes other relevant aspects such as modeling and solution methods used or
approaches for handling uncertainty. Moreover, cross comparisons are made
between the considered aspects. Section 5 then identifies research gaps and
formulates an agenda for future research based on our literature analysis and
interviews with hospital practitioners. Finally, Section 6 concludes the paper
with a summary and discussion of the obtained insights.

2. Literature search methodology

In order to provide a sound and comprehensive basis for our review, an in-
depth literature search was carried out in February 2024 using the databases
Scopus and Web of Science within journals classified as “Operations Research
& Management Science” (OR&MS).
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To ensure that no relevant literature is overlooked, the number of required
search terms was deliberately restricted to a minimum. The requirement was
that at least one term from each column in Table 1 appears in the title, the
abstract, or the author keywords. Here, the first column “Hospital terms”
ensures the connection of the publication to the hospital, while the second
column “Transport terms” ensures a transport focus. Note that, since patient
transport problems are often modeled as vehicle routing problems (VRPs)
and in particular as Dial-a-Ride Problems (DARPs), corresponding search
terms have been included in the transport terms column.

Hospital terms Transport terms
hospital$ dial*
clinic$ ride*

infirmary vehicle*
infirmaries rout*

“medical school$” transp*
“college$ of medicine” DARP*

“department$” VRP*
surger*
surgeo*
patient$

Table 1: Hospital and transport search terms. The wildcard “$” stands for at most
one character, while the wildcard “∗” stands for any group of characters (including no
characters).

The search yielded 911 results in the Scopus database and 674 results
in the Web of Science database, whose titles and abstracts were carefully
read in order to identify relevant papers. A decisive selection factor was that
the papers deal with patient transport within hospitals, for example, from a
ward to the radiology department or from the operating theater to a ward.
However, as some hospitals extend over several buildings or even different lo-
cations within a city, papers dealing with patient transport between hospitals
were also selected.

After the title and abstract screening described above, a total of 74 po-
tentially relevant papers were left. The full texts of these papers were then
read in detail. Here, only papers that focus on patient transport and use
methods from Operations Research & Management Science were selected as

4



relevant. Afterwards, a forward and backward search was performed on the
selected papers in order to avoid overlooking relevant papers, e.g., papers
not published in journals classified as “Operations Research & Management
Science” (OR&MS)

Overall, using the process described above, we identified 22 papers that
apply Operations Research & Management Science approaches and focus on
patient transport within hospitals or between hospital complexes and have,
thus, been included in the review. A list of these papers together with a
classification of each paper according to the four-field notation introduced in
the following section is provided in Table 3.

3. Problem definition

In this section, we first introduce patient transport in hospitals and the as-
sociated terminology in Subsection 3.1. Afterwards, Subsection 3.2 describes
the existing modeling approaches for patient transport problems and places
them in the surrounding literature. Subsection 3.3 then introduces a four-
field notation for the classification of different variants of patient transport
problems that are considered in the relevant papers found in our literature
search.

3.1. Patient transport in hospitals

Most actions carried out in hospitals require the presence of the patient.
For this reason, patient transport represents a central challenge for the overall
process. Examples of transport include taking a patient from a ward to the
operating theatre or picking up a patient in the radiology department after an
X-ray examination. A transport means that a patient is accompanied if they
are able to walk, or transported if they are in a wheelchair or lying in bed. A
transport is preceded by a transport request. This includes a pick-up location
and a drop-off location, as well as a time or a time window when the transport
is to be carried out. Within hospitals, these transports are performed by
different groups of staff since some transports, such as those of patients under
the influence of certain medications, can only be carried out by medically
trained nurses. Other transports are often carried out by transporters (also
referred to as porters in the literature), which are specifically employed for
patient transport and do not usually have any advanced medical training.
Moreover, there are special characteristics of transports to consider such as
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isolated transports, where the patients may be infectious, or transports where
special equipment (e.g., oxygen supplies) must be carried.

When a transport is requested, the person carrying out the transport
(transporter or nurse) may start at an assembly point (a depot for trans-
porters, a nurse’s ward, or a garage in case of vehicle-based transport), where
wheelchairs are often parked temporarily for transport, and goes to the pick-
up location. After completing the transport, they may return to an assembly
point or be called directly to a follow-up transport, which can result in tours.
In larger hospitals or in the case of transfers between hospitals, it is common
that the pick-up and drop-off locations are not in the same building, in which
case vehicles are often used for transports. These vehicles include minibuses
that can transport several patients in wheelchairs or beds simultaneously as
well as ambulances that can only transport one patient at a time. This means
that the capacity of the vehicle and the nature of the vehicle fleet are also
important factors. Finally, restrictions on travel times must usually be ad-
hered to since weak patients must not be exposed to the stress of excessively
long journeys, vehicles only have certain ranges, or the transport staff are
subject to working and break times.

A transport plan consists of an assignment of transport requests to trans-
port personnel and means of transport, such as wheelchairs or ambulances,
and the determination of the corresponding transport routes. The goal is
to optimize different objectives of the hospital and the patients subject to
various constraints that arise from the specific transport setting (a detailed
discussion of constraints and objectives is provided in Subsection 3.3). For
the hospital, one typical objective is the minimization of transport costs. For
patients, it is important that travel and waiting times are kept short. When
determining a transport plan, various criteria must therefore be taken into
account in order to keep a balance between hospital interests and patient
needs.

3.2. Modelling approaches for patient transport problems

Except for Séguin et al. [13] and Maka et al. [14], who model patient
transport problems as assignment problems and resource allocation prob-
lems, respectively, and Fiegl et al. [15] and von Elmbach et al. [16], who
model patient transport problems as scheduling problems, all relevant pa-
pers identified in our literature search model patient transport problems as
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vehicle routing problems or closely related problems (see [17] for a compre-
hensive general overview).

Important vehicle routing problems (VRPs) that are relevant for mod-
elling patient transport are the Capacitated VRP (CVRP), which includes
different capacities of transport vehicles, the VRP with Pick-up and Delivery
(PDVRP), which can represent pick-up locations of patients such as wards
and delivery locations such as operating rooms, and the VRP with TimeWin-
dows (VRPTW), which includes time windows obtained from earliest possible
pick-up times and latest possible delivery times of patients. The combination
of all of these important aspects can be modeled by means of a Dial-a-Ride
Problem (DARP), which is therefore the most frequently used model for pa-
tient transport problems in the relevant literature. The unique feature of
the DARP with respect to modelling patient transport is the consideration
of patient inconvenience, which can be composed of complex factors such as
patient travel times and waiting times [18]. In the relevant literature, the
DARP is supplemented by factors such as isolated transports, the adherence
to working hours of transport staff, or the fulfillment of skill or equipment
requirements of transports.

3.3. Classification of patient transport problems

Even thought patient transport problems are often modeled based on the
DARP, the problem variants examined in the relevant literature still differ
significantly with respect to several important aspects that cannot be com-
prehensively expressed using standard classifications of DARP variants as
provided, e.g., in [18]. To facilitate a better understanding of the partic-
ular characteristics of patient transport problems described in the relevant
literature and to aid future research, we therefore introduce a four-field no-
tation α | β | γ | δ for the classification of patient transport problems. This
notation is inspired by the well-known three-field notation for scheduling
problems proposed by Graham et al. [19] and comprises the following four
fields: fleet characteristics (α), depot characteristics (β), constraints (γ), and
problem objective(s) (δ). These fields are explained in more detail in Table 2
and in the following subsections.

3.3.1. Fleet characteristics (α)

The first field α of our four-field notation is used to classify the fleet
characteristics. Here, the term fleet refers to the group of people or manned
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Fleet characteristics α Depot characteristics β
Fmult multiple vehicle types Dmult multiple depots
Fn n vehicle types Dn n depots
F1 single vehicle type D1 single depot
F∅ vehicle-free D∅ no depots

Constraints γ
Capacity Equipment Isolated transports Time

CAP1 unit EQ equipment ISO isolated Ts staff
CAPunif uniform transport transports Tl loading
CAPmult multi Ttt travel time

Problem objective δ
Cost Waiting time Travel time Ergonomic burden Flow time

C cost WTv vehicles TTv vehicles maxB maximum
∑

wjFj total
WTp patients TTp patients ergonomic weighted

TTe empty burden flow time

Table 2: Overview of the fields of the four-field notation α |β | γ | δ with a description of
the possible entries of each field.

vehicles responsible for patient transports. In many of the examined pa-
pers, patient transports inside hospitals are exclusively carried out by trans-
port personnel accompanying a walking patient or pushing a patient in a
wheelchair or bed, which we refer to as a vehicle-free fleet and denote by
α ≡ F∅. In cases where vehicles are used, the characteristics in which the
fleet can differ are vehicle capacity, speed, and range, the ability to transport
equipment, and the option to execute isolated transports. A multiple-vehicle-
types fleet or heterogeneous fleet that contains at least two vehicle types that
differ in at least one of these characteristics is denoted by α ≡ Fmult. Ad-
ditionally, to specify a fleet with a specific number n of vehicle types, the
notation α ≡ Fn is used. In particular, a single-vehicle-type fleet or homo-
geneous fleet of identical vehicles that do not differ in any of the mentioned
characteristics is denoted by α ≡ F1.

3.3.2. Depot characteristics (β)

The second field β characterizes how the depots (hubs, assembly points)
of the transport staff or vehicles are modeled. In case that multiple depots
are considered, we use the notation β ≡ Dmult. Moreover, we use β ≡ Dn
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for models with a specific number n of depots. In particular, some relevant
papers utilize a single-depot approach to model a patient transport problem,
which we denote by β ≡ D1. Other models do not utilize depots at all. These
models assume that the transport staff (e.g., nurses) work on the wards that
are also the pick-up locations of the patients they transport, which means
that no travel is required in order to reach the pick-up location of a transport.
This assumption is represented by β ≡ D∅.

3.3.3. Constraints (γ)

The third field γ indicates the presence of several kinds of important
constraints that can be considered in patient transport problems. These
include capacity constraints, equipment constraints, constraints concerning
isolated transports, and time-related constraints. If more than one of these
is considered, the third field will have multiple entries, which are sorted in
the same order as in Table 2 and separated by semicolons.

The first entry in the third field specifies the capacity constraints. Here,
the entry CAP1 indicates unit capacity, which means that each transporter
or transport vehicle can only transport one unit (whether bed, wheelchair,
or walking patient) at a time. Unit capacity modeling is often used for the
transport of non-disabled patients and for ambulance transport. Uniform
capacity, indicated by CAPunif describes that all transporters or transport
vehicles have a uniform capacity strictly larger than one. Finally, we indicate
multi-capacity problems by adding CAPmult to the third field. Multi-capacity
problems have at least two vehicles with different capacities in the transport
fleet.

In addition, some patient transport problems include the need for trans-
port equipment such as oxygen supply or monitoring equipment, or restric-
tions concerning isolated patient transports. To indicate the consideration
of transports with equipment, we add EQ to the third field, and for isolated
transports, we add ISO.

Furthermore, we indicate presence of different kinds of time-related con-
straints in the third field. Possible time-related constraints include con-
straints on the compliance with working times and the consideration of break
times of the transport staff, which we denoted by an entry Ts. Likewise, some
problem definitions consider times for disinfecting transport vehicles or other
times for preparation and post-processing, as well as the times for loading
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and unloading of patients. We denote these constraints jointly by Tl as load-
ing time constraints. In problems where several patients are transported
together on one tour, as well as for severely injured patients, a certain max-
imum travel time may be defined and should not be exceeded, which we
indicate by Ttt. These time constraints are not exclusive, i.e., staff time
constraints, loading time constraints, and travel time constraints may all be
considered together in one model, which is then indicated by multiple indices
at the letter T . Thus, a multi-capacity problem that considers all constraints
mentioned will have γ ≡ CAPmult;EQ; ISO;Ts,l,tt as the corresponding entry
in the third-field.

3.3.4. Problem objective(s) (δ)

The fourth field describes the problem objective(s). Here, the first im-
portant distinction is between singleobjective problems, multiobjective prob-
lems, and problems that use a weighted sum objective. Singleobjective prob-
lems use only one of the minimization objectives described below. In mul-
tiobjective problems, where several objectives are considered separately, the
different minimization objectives are separated using semicolons. To show
that a problem uses a weighted sum objective, where a single minimization
objective is obtained as a nonnegative weighted sum of several objectives,
the minimization objectives are connected by a plus (“+”).

A very common objective considered in patient transport problems is
cost minimization. There are many different and complex combinations of
costs found in the literature, so we simply indicate cost minimization by an
entry C in the fourth field. Examples of cost objectives found in the literature
are staff costs, transport costs (consisting of fuel costs, maintenance costs,
cleaning costs, and general vehicle costs), and many more.

Another common objective is the minimization of waiting times. Here,
a distinction must be made between the minimization of waiting times for
vehicles, denoted byWTv, and the minimization of waiting times for patients,
denoted by WTp. Waiting times for vehicles arise if vehicles are already on
site earlier than a specified pick-up time or if it is required that a patient
may not be unloaded before a specified unloading time. Waiting times for
patients arise from the difference between the earliest possible pick-up time
and the actual pick-up time, as well as in the event of over-punctuality at
the delivery location.

A related type of objective considered is the minimization of travel times.
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Here, we distinguish the minimization of travel times of vehicles (TTv), travel
times of patients (TTp), and empty travel times of vehicles (TTe). Minimizing
travel times of vehicles (TTv) might result in longer travel times for patients,
as this approach focuses on reducing the duration of vehicle usage and op-
timizing operational efficiency. This is particularly important in scenarios
with limited vehicle availability or high operational costs of vehicles. Con-
versely, minimizing patient travel time (TTp) often involves choosing direct
routes over collective tours, prioritizing patient comfort and well-being. This
is crucial in emergency situations or when transporting critically ill patients.
The empty travel time of vehicles (TTe) is also a key factor. It refers to
the time when vehicles are traveling without patients, either to reach a pa-
tient or returning post-transport. Minimizing empty travel times of vehicles
(TTe) is aimed at reducing operational costs and improving overall service
efficiency. Thus, striking a balance between minimizing TTv, TTp, and TTe

is essential. It involves a trade-off between operational efficiency and pa-
tient needs, ensuring that the transport system is both cost-effective and
patient-centered. By combining the sub-objectives, complex objectives such
as δ ≡ C +WTv,p + TTv,p,e can be represented.

Two further objectives considered are the minimization of the maximum
ergonomic burden of the transport staff, denoted by maxB, and the min-
imization of the total weighted flow time, denoted by

∑
wjFj. Here, the

ergonomic burden depends on several factors such the tour length, the trans-
ported patient’s weight, or how the patients is transported (e.g, in a bed
or in a wheelchair). For the total weighted flow time – as is common for
jobs in scheduling problems – the flow time Fj of a transport request j is its
completion time minus its release date (earliest possible start time).

4. Literature classification and analysis

In this section, we first demonstrate the versatility of the four-field no-
tation introduced in Section 3 by classifying the problems described in the
relevant papers obtained from our literature search. Afterwards, we present a
detailed analysis of the patient transport problems considered in these papers
with respect to different criteria.

Table 3 classifies the patient transport problems considered in the relevant
papers identified in our literature search according to the developed four-field
notation.

11



Publication α β γ δ
Nickel et al. [20] F∅ D1 CAP1 C;TTe

Kallrath [21] Fmult Dmult CAPmult;EQ; ISO;Ttt C +WTv,p + TTv,p

Melachrinoudis et al. [22] Fmult Dmult CAPmult C +WTp + TTp

Fiegl et al. [15] F∅ D∅ CAPmult

∑
wjFj

Hanne et al. [23] Fmult Dmult CAPmult;EQ; ISO;Ts,l,tt C +WTv,p + TTv,p

Beaudry et al. [24] Fmult Dmult CAPmult;EQ; ISO;Ts,l,tt C +WTv,p + TTv,p,e

Kergosien et al. [25] Fmult Dmult CAP1;EQ; ISO;Ts C
Turan et al. [26] F∅ Dmult CAP1;Tl C +WTv,p + TTv,e

Kergosien et al. [27] F1 Dmult CAP1;Ts C;WTp;TTe

Schmid et al. [28] F∅ Dmult CAP1 C +WTv,p + TTe

von Elmbach et al. [16] F∅ Dmult CAP1 maxB
Zhang et al. [29] F1 Dmult CAPmult;Ts,l,tt C +WTv,p + TTv,p

Detti et al. [30] Fmult Dmult CAPmult; ISO;Tl,tt C +WTv,p + TTv,p,e

Vancroonenburg et al. [31] F∅ Dmult CAP1;Ts TTv

Séguin et al. [13] F∅ D∅ Ts C
von Elmbach et al. [32] F∅ Dmult CAP1;Tl maxB
Van den Berg et al. [33] Fmult Dmult CAP1;Ts TTv

Xiao et al. [34] F∅ D∅ CAP1 WTp + TTp

Nasira et al. [35] F1 D1 CAPmult;Tl C +WTv,p + TTv,p,e

Maka et al. [14] F∅ Dmult CAP1;Ts,l,tt C +WTp + TTv,p

Kergosien et al. [36] F1 D1 CAP1;Ts,l C + TTv

Bärmann et al. [37] F∅ D∅ CAP1; ISO;Ts TTe

Table 3: Classification of the patient transport problems considered in the relevant papers
identified in our literature search (in chronological order) using the four-field notation
introduced in Table 2.

4.1. Transport origins, destinations, and items

We begin by examining the transport origins and destinations as well as
the transported items. As already described in Section 2, the focus of the
literature search is on papers that cover at least the context of patient trans-
port within hospitals or between hospitals. However, integrated problems
with other kinds of transports also occurred during the search. Therefore,
Figures 1a and 1b show the absolute frequencies of the transport origins /
destinations and the transported items, respectively, in the relevant litera-
ture.

In Figure 1a, transports inside hospital buildings or between buildings of a
hospital complex are denoted by Inside hospitals, while transports of patients
between hospitals (e.g., planned transfers to a different hospital) are referred
to as Hospital to hospital. Transports of patients from home to hospital
or discharges from hospital to home are denoted by Hospital to home and
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(b) Distribution of transported items.

Figure 1: Absolute frequencies of different transport origins / destinations, and trans-
ported items in the examined papers.

transports from an accident site to the hospital, which are usually emergency
transports, are denoted by Accident location to hospital. As can be seen from
Figure 1a, transports inside hospitals and between hospitals are considered
most frequently, which reflects the focus of our review. However, transports
between a patient’s home and a hospital are also considered frequently, which
indicates that these transport problems are closely linked to transports inside
and between hospitals. Transports from an accident site to the hospital
are examined particularly in the approaches in [27, 33, 36], which consider
non-emergency patient transport and emergency transport as an integrated
optimization problem in order to utilize transport resources optimally.

Figure 1b shows the distribution of the transported items. While the
focus of our review is on non-emergency patient transport, denoted by Patient
in Figure 1b, some of the relevant papers [15, 21–23, 31] also describe the
combination of patient transport with the transport of portable material such
as blood products, wheelchairs, or medication, while other papers [27, 33, 36]
combine planned transports of non-emergency patients with transports of
emergency patients by the emergency medical services (EMS). As demanded
by the inclusion criteria of our literature search, all examined papers consider
non-emergency patient transport. It is notable, however, that only few of the
examined papers additionally consider transports of material or emergency
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patients. This shows that models that combine planned patient transport
with other transportation tasks in the hospital are not very common, even
though, as stated in [31], sterilized or new material is often required to treat
patients.

4.2. Transport fleet, depots, and constraints

We now consider the characteristics of the transport fleet and the depots
in the relevant literature as well as the considered constraints.

Figure 2a shows the distribution of fleet characteristics. Most models
do not consider transport with vehicles, i.e., they use a vehicle-free fleet.
The reason for this is certainly the focus of our literature search on patient
transport within hospitals. Indeed, the papers that use a vehicle-free fleet
are a subset of the papers categorized as inside hospitals in Figure 1a. The
papers [21, 23, 24], which only mention transport inside hospitals and use ve-
hicles for transport, consider larger hospital complexes – sometimes on mile-
long road networks [24]. In most papers considering vehicles, ambulances
are used for transport. However, ambulances for non-emergency transport
(so-called Basic Life Support and Advanced Life Support Ambulances [22])
are often mentioned, which leads to an increased use of heterogeneous fleets,
alongside fleets that also differ in their capacity and tasks. In addition, some
studies [22, 25] describe that they consider a heterogeneous fleet due to real
conditions.

With respect to depots, Figure 2b shows a clear dominance of multi-depot
models. It should be noted, however, that a large proportion of papers do
not give specific reasons for using multi-depot concepts. Some papers [22, 24]
state that the use of a multi-depot approach is based on real data. The
few problems where single depot approaches are used are models with a
central assembly point for the transporters or transportation vehicles, which
can also be seen as a result of real data [20]. For the problems that do
not use depots, this modeling choice results from the specific approaches.
For instance, Séguin et al. [13] assign responsibilities to the transporters for
transport corridors between building sections, and in [34], the transporting
nurses are assigned to the starting ward anyway and therefore return to their
normal workplace after the transport.

During our interviews with hospital practitioners, we were told that the
transporters do not have real depots, i.e., a rooms, but simply return to
various places in the hospital complex where they can sit and wait between
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Ab
so

lu
te

 fr
eq

ue
nc

y

0

2

4

6

8

10

12

Staff time Loading time Travel time

6

9
11

(d) Distribution of time-related constraints.

Figure 2: Absolute frequencies of different fleet characteristics, depot characteristics, ca-
pacity constraints, and time-related constraints in the examined papers.
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transports. This indicates that the establishment of assembly points or de-
pots in a hospital is not exactly planned, but that tactically useful and central
waiting points with seating facilities, for example, are established as depots
by the transporters. The use of multiple depots can also be advantageous in
terms of minimizing walking distances and waiting times and, thus, lead to
overall gains in efficiency of the patient transport process.

Figure 2c shows the distribution of capacity constraints. The majority of
the models assume a unit capacity, which is mainly due to the dominance of
vehicle-free transport. In addition, ambulances, which in some papers [27, 33,
36] also provide non-emergency patient transport in addition to emergency
transport, have unit capacity. Capacitated problems are usually associated
with a heterogeneous fleet, but vehicle-free problems are also modeled as
capacitated problems. This is due to the fact that transport personnel can
usually only push one bed or wheelchair at a time, but can accompany two
walking patients simultaneously [15].

Figure 2d considers time-related constraints, where staff time constraints
are most frequently considered, followed by loading time and travel time
constraints. It should be noted, however, that time-related constraints are
not exclusive, i.e., staff time constraints, loading time constraints, and travel
time constraints may all be considered together in one model. For staff time
constraints, it is noticeable that these are in 8 out of 11 cases considered in
papers that incorporate uncertainties [23–25, 27, 31, 33, 36, 37]. A possible
reason for this is that uncertainties in a model make it harder to adhere to
working and break time restrictions, which makes the explicit consideration of
staff time constraints more relevant. Loading times appear in the examined
papers as times for the disinfection of ambulances [21, 24] or as times for
preparation and follow-up work [26, 29, 30]. For problems with capacities
strictly larger than the unit capacity, where several patients are transported
and a loaded patient is not necessarily at their destination at the next stop,
travel times are more important. For example, in the case of combined
transports of several patients, the maximum travel time is sometimes limited
by a multiple of the direct travel time [29].
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Figure 3: Absolute frequencies of different objectives (δ) considered in the examined papers
ordered as in the four-field notation (WT = waiting time, TT = travel time).

4.3. Objectives

Figure 3 shows the distribution of optimization objectives. Here, as al-
ready mentioned, cost minimization may comprise many different kinds of
costs, some of which arise by assigning costs to constraint violations. The
most important costs considered in the relevant literature are the total costs
of transport [29, 36], the costs of the vehicles [35], and the personnel costs [13].
Concerning the optimization of waiting times, some papers minimize waiting
times for patients [14, 21–24, 26–30, 34, 35], while others minimize vehicle
waiting times [21, 23, 24, 26, 28–30, 35].

It can be seen that there are differences between waiting times and travel
times with respect to the prioritization of patients and vehicles. For exam-
ple, all of the 12 papers considering waiting times include waiting times for
patients. A potential reason for this is that patients need to be monitored for
safety during transport, so minimizing waiting times for patients not only im-
proves the quality of service, but also saves human resources required for mon-
itoring. Waiting times for vehicles also play an important role, but are only
considered in 8 out of 12 papers modeling waiting times [21, 23, 24, 26, 28–
30, 35]. The consideration of vehicle waiting times is sometimes explained
by the low availability of vehicles [24, 26, 29, 30].

When optimizing travel times, a different approach can be seen in the
prioritization of patients and vehicles. In 11 out of 17 cases [14, 21, 23, 24,
26, 29–31, 33, 35, 36], the focus of travel time optimization is on vehicles,
which is again motivated by the low availability of vehicles or the goal of
using vehicles as efficiently as possible. This is underpinned by the fact that
8 out of the 17 papers minimizing travel times also try to minimize empty
travel times of vehicles [20, 24, 26–28, 30, 35, 37]. The minimization of travel
times for patients, which is considered in 9 out of the 17 papers [14, 21–
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Figure 4: Absolute frequencies of different modeling and solution methods used in the
examined papers. The term Other heuristics summarizes all heuristics that occur too
infrequently to warrant a separate listing, while the term Others similarly summarizes all
other methods occurring too infrequently.

24, 29, 30, 34, 35], is slightly less common in the examined papers with a
travel time objective than the minimization of vehicle travel times. Reasons
for this may be that travel times for transportation within hospitals are often
considered irrelevant [15], as well as that many of the studied papers work
with unit capacities, where a direct trip from origin to destination can be
assumed and, thus, travel times for patients are fixed in models without
uncertain travel times.

4.4. Modeling and solution methods

Figure 4 shows the distribution of different modeling and solution meth-
ods used in the examined papers. Note that these are not mutually exclusive,
so it is possible that several methods are used in a single paper either inde-
pendently or in combination. Most frequently, (mixed-) integer program-
ming is used to model patient transport problems in the relevant papers.
One advantage of (mixed-) integer programming for modeling is that it has
interdisciplinary recognition and allows to represent complex details of an
optimization problem in an exact way [38]. Other approaches include mod-
eling a patient transport problem as a quadratic assignment problem [20] or
as a job scheduling problem [15, 16].

Concerning solution methods, the examined papers often combine other
methods with heuristics, especially with local search heuristics. The reasons
for this are diverse. Firstly, heuristics offer the possibility of generating high-
quality initial solutions, which can reduce the computation time required by
other solution methods such as (mixed-) integer programming solvers. More-
over, local search heuristics offer the possibility to improve existing solutions.
Other papers utilize insertion approaches to solve the considered problem or
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to find partial solutions [23, 24, 29–31]. This offers an advantage regarding
re-optimization, as arising requests can be quickly integrated into existing
tours. One of the examined papers also uses clustering [35]. This is very
well-suited to determining a pre-selection of potential requests for a route
and, thus, save computation time.

4.5. Uncertainty and uncertainty handling

With regard to models for patient transport problems, a wide range of un-
certainties are conceivable, such as uncertain requests, uncertain travel times,
uncertain availability of staff or vehicles, and many more. The importance of
taking uncertainties into account is highlighted in some papers [16, 22, 28],
which describe that their models have not made it into practical use due to
a lack of consideration of uncertainties (the relationship between the inclu-
sion of uncertainties and the level of practical implementation is considered
in more detail in Section 5). It is remarkable, however, that, as illustrated
in Figure 5a, almost half of the examined papers do not incorporate uncer-
tainties into their models at all. As the figure shows, the most frequently
considered kind of uncertainty is uncertain transport requests, which means
that additional transport requests become known after the optimization pro-
cess has already started. These requests, however, contain all relevant in-
formation once they become known, i.e., no uncertainty (e.g., regarding the
associated travel time) remains about a request after it has been revealed.
The paper by Turan et al. [26] states that a major reason for the increasing
consideration of uncertain requests is the observation that a large proportion
of transport requests are not communicated to the transport service as soon
as they become known. Avoiding this delay could potentially allow more
time for incorporating arriving requests in the existing transport plan. As
can also be seen from Figure 5a, uncertain travel times are considered much
less frequently than uncertain requests. A potential reason could be that
the focus of the examined papers is mostly on transport within the hospi-
tal and, as stated in [15], routes within a hospital are often very short and
therefore rather insignificant for optimization. Overall, the consideration of
uncertainties means that models that are already hard to solve become even
more complex.

Various approaches to handle the mentioned types of uncertainty are used
in the examined literature. Figure 5b shows that re-optimization is the most
frequently used method for dealing with uncertainties. The only exceptions
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(b) Distribution of different methods used to deal with uncertainties.

Figure 5: Absolute frequencies of different kinds of uncertainties considered and uncer-
tainty handling methods used in the examined papers.

are Nickel and Tenfelde [20], who use a combination of stochastic and online
optimization, and Fiegl and Pontow [15], who also use an online optimization
approach. In re-optimization, either the optimization process is re-started
from scratch in order to find a new solution, or parts of the existing solution
are re-optimized as soon as problem parameters, such as the set of requests,
change. One reason for the frequent use of re-optimization as a strategy
for dealing with uncertainty is that re-optimization can react flexibly to a
constantly changing number of requests. Moreover, as in [23, 24, 31], re-
optimization allows to integrate new requests quickly into existing solutions.

4.6. Data and level of real-world implementation

A real-world patient transport problem instance consists of various data.
First of all, the pick-up and delivery locations and, if applicable, the loca-
tions of the depots should be specified. This can be done using coordinates
or a distance matrix. If the problem instance is a problem with capacities
or a heterogeneous fleet, the vehicle or transporter properties must also be
specified, as well as the starting depots in the case of multi-depot approaches.
Finally, the data for the requests must be provided. In the examined litera-
ture, a distinction is only made between real location data and real requests.
Figure 6a shows that about half of the proposed models are tested with com-
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Figure 6: Absolute frequencies of the use of real data and the level of practical implemen-
tation achieved in the examined papers.

pletely real data. In contrast, the papers by Vancroonenburg et al. [31] and
Nasir et al. [35] only use real hospital layouts or real location data. The
reason for this is that plans are usually available for the hospital buildings,
or distances outside hospitals can be easily determined using geological ser-
vices [33]. None of the papers examined use real requests as its only piece of
real data. The reason for this is that there are often no records of requests [20]
and that the origin and the destination are part of the information that a
request must contain, so using real request data usually implies the use of a
real-world hospital layout.

It is also noticeable that, apart from [31], none of the examined papers
provide the considered problem instances. Since the paper [31] works with
real hospital data but artificially generated requests, this means that no
benchmark instances consisting of completely real data are currently available
for future research.

Moreover, as Figure 6b shows, except for [23], none of the developed
models have been implemented in practice. The reasons for this stated in
the papers range from performance issues to missing practice-relevant con-
straints to uncertainty about the cost-benefit aspect of integration in prac-
tice. A more detailed overview and categorization of the mentioned reasons
for missing practical implementation is provided Section 5.
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4.7. Cross Comparisons

We now investigate connections that result from cross comparisons be-
tween the different aspects analysed in the previous subsections.

First, we present findings concerning relationships associated with the
modeling of transport capacity (see also Table 3). Here, it can be seen that,
among the 13 papers that use unit capacity, only [14] includes maximum
travel time constraints, while 5 out of the 8 papers that use capacities strictly
larger than one include constraints on maximum travel times. This is because
unit capacity models assume direct transport between origin and destination,
which means optimizing travel times for patients is impossible. In models
with larger capacities, however, longer tours involving simultaneous transport
of several patients can be formed, which makes limiting patient travel times
much more relevant.

Further modeling differences result from the area of application that the
considered patient transport problem is intended to cover. If a model is
intended to represent patient transport inside hospitals (15 of 22 papers),
maximum travel times for patients are rarely considered (5 of 15 papers).
On the one hand, this can be explained by the fact that unit capacity is
often assumed for internal hospital transport (12 of 15 papers), which leads
to a lower significance of travel times due to the resulting direct transport
routes. On the other hand, it is pointed out in [15] that the distances / travel
times considered for patient transport within a hospital are so marginal that
they are of little relevance for optimization.

In models that exclusively model patient transport outside of hospital
buildings (6 of 22 papers), transports are always assumed to be carried out
with vehicles in the corresponding papers, and there is a higher interest in
minimizing patient travel times and / or ensuring that maximum patient
travel times are not exceeded [22, 29, 30, 35]. The reason for this is that
capacities larger than one are considered, which results in tours involving
several patient transports, so direct journeys between origin and destination
can no longer be assumed for each patient. Another reason for minimizing
travel times, especially vehicle travel times, is the additional cost of the
vehicles that occurs during transport outside of hospitals buildings.

With regard to uncertainty modeling in patient transport problems, 11
of the 22 relevant papers consider uncertainties in the form of uncertain
travel times or uncertain (dynamically occurring) requests, and 9 of these 11
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papers use re-optimization approaches, i.e., the re-calculation or modification
of overall or partial solutions, to deal with these uncertainties [21, 23–25, 27,
31, 33, 36, 37]. Moreover, it can be seen that models incorporating uncertain
travel times or uncertain requests are more likely to have constraints on
working hours and break times of staff (8 of 11 papers). This could be
explained by the higher risk of working or break time violations that results
from uncertain travel times or requests, which makes it more important to
explicitly incorporate constraints that avoid these violations into the models.

Finally, we look at the different types of patient transport with respect
to origin-destination pairs. It turns out that, with the exception of [22],
none of the papers consider all three types of non-emergency patient trans-
port (transports inside hospitals, transports between hospitals (transfers),
and transports from home to hospital or hospital to home (discharges). In
contrast, several of the examined papers consider transfers and discharges of
patients together [27, 30, 33, 35, 36], in some cases also in combination with
the transport of patients from accident locations to the hospital [27, 33, 36].
Finally, it is also noticeable that there is a connection between the transports
considered and the use of real data. The papers dealing exclusively with pa-
tient transports within hospitals [13–16, 20, 21, 24, 26, 28, 31, 32, 34, 37]
are less likely to use real data. One reason for this could be the practice of
registering transports by telephone in some hospitals, which does not include
data storage due to the lack of digitization [20, 23].

5. Research gaps and agenda

This section identifies research gaps resulting from our literature analysis
derives an agenda for future research. In order to optimally align our findings
with requirements from hospital practice, we conducted semi-structured in-
terviews with people responsible for the organization of patient transport in
several European hospitals. Besides specific questions that resulted from our
literature analysis, we also asked open questions regarding the organization
of patient transport, occurring problems, and possible potential for improve-
ment, so that our interview partners had the opportunity to also mention
aspects not considered by us or the existing literature.

In the following, we first provide a short description of the organization
of patient transport that is currently in place at our partner hospitals (Sub-
section 5.1). The following subsections then compare the research gaps and
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results of our literature analysis with the statements made during the in-
terviews in order to obtain a comprehensive research agenda. In particular,
we identify important aspects of the practical problem that are currently
missing from the patient transport models presented in the literature (Sub-
section 5.2), research gaps related to the integration of patient transport with
other planning problems in hospitals (Subsection 5.3), problems related to
data availability (Subsection 5.4), and possible reasons for the low number
of successful practical implementations of existing patient transport models
and algorithms (Subsection 5.5).

5.1. Current situation at partner hospitals

In some cases, patient transport at our partner hospitals is still organized
without any software support. This means that, every morning, a roster is
manually created in which each transporter is assigned a specific task, for
example all transports to and from the radiology department. This roster is
provided to the relevant departments of the hospital along with the trans-
porters’ phone numbers. To submit a transport request, the initiating person
(e.g., a nurse on a ward) calls the transporter assigned to this specific trans-
port task and registers the transport by telephone. Transports performed by
medical staff (e.g., nurses) are initiated similarly via phone calls.

The majority of our partner hospitals, however, use software that is di-
rectly connected to the hospital information system and coordinates patient
transportation. In one case, in addition to patient transport, the software
also coordinates the transport of materials, medicines, and blood samples.
In order to initiate a patient transport to be performed by a transporter via
the software, the department or ward from which the transport originates
submits a transport request in the software, which is then automatically for-
warded by the system to one or several transporters. The transporters carry
a smartphone with them on which a dedicated app informs them about in-
coming transport requests, which they can then accept directly via the app.
In the case of one practice partner, to carry out a transport, a transporter
has to scan QR codes at the pick-up location and on the patient’s wristband
when the transport starts, and afterwards at the drop-off location and again
on the patient’s wristband in order to allow the software to register the pick-
up and delivery times and keep track of the patient’s location. In the case
of another partner hospital, the patient is identified by a five-point system
at the start of a transport, which includes checking the patient’s location on
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the ward plan and on the room allocation plan, as well as checking the pa-
tient’s number, name, and date of birth. After the transport, the successful
delivery is then confirmed via the app. In all cases, however, the software
and smartphone app do not include any assistance for the routing of the
transporters, and the decision about which transporters are notified of an
incoming transport request is based only on a very basic algorithm that tries
to balance the number of requests across transporters during periods of low
transport demand. Moreover, the software systems only coordinate trans-
ports carried out by patient transporters, while transports to be performed
by medical personnel, such as nurses, are handled manually, similar to the
phone call-based process described above.

5.2. Missing aspects in patient transport

This subsection highlights important aspects of patient transport pointed
out by our practice partners that are currently missing from or not sufficiently
considered in the models from the literature and/or the practical processes
currently used for organizing patient transport.

One important aspect mentioned by all of our practice partners is con-
sidering the workload and ergonomic burden of the transport staff – in par-
ticular, the dedicated patient transporters. Due to personnel shortages, min-
imizing the workload of these employees and distributing it fairly is very
according to all of our interview partners. This aspect, however, is not suffi-
ciently considered so far either in practice or in the literature.

For example, the practice partners who still coordinate patient transport
without any software assistance state that their current system does not al-
low for any systematic consideration or balancing of individual workloads of
transporters, even though the employees of the transport service often show a
large number of physical symptoms resulting from an excessive workload and
ergonomic burden, which often leads to a large number of sick days and, in
turn, to an even larger workload for the remaining staff. To tackle this prob-
lem, both better planning that takes individual workloads into account and
the use of pushing aids for patient transport are mentioned as very desirable
by most of the practical partners. One of the partner hospitals already de-
scribes using a complete fleet of pushing aids (so-called bed movers). These
devices make transport more comfortable for the transporters and reduce
their ergonomic burden because the transporters can travel on them. In ad-
dition, this partner hospital uses an interesting workload-balancing strategy
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based on rotating responsibilities. Here, the transport staff belong to a logis-
tics department that is responsible for material transport, patient transport,
as well as bed cleaning. The work in bed cleaning is described as being
physically easier than in patient transport, even though pushing aids are
used. During busy periods, all logistics department staff work in patient
transport; during periods with less workload, the employees switch to bed
cleaning according to a predefined roster. The roster rotates so that each
employee is assigned to a different responsibility each day in order to balance
the workload. Another practice partner who uses software to coordinate the
patient transporters states that the software already balances the number of
transports to be performed between the transporters during periods of low
demand. However, both approaches do not yet take into account the specific
workload and ergonomic strain resulting from individual transport requests.
Apart from these basic balancing methods, no approaches for minimizing
the workload (e.g., by suggesting transport tours that minimize transport
distances or times) are currently in place.

We believe that this feedback from practice demonstrates the high rele-
vance of including transport staff workload and ergonomic burden in patient
transport models. In the patient transport literature, however, this is cur-
rently only considered by von Elmbach et al. [16, 32]. They investigate the
reasons and factors that lead to ergonomic stress on transporters in order to
minimize the maximum ergonomic burden. In doing so, they look at an in-
creasingly important aspect for the sustainable use of transport and nursing
staff in hospitals, who are exposed to rising workloads due to staff shortages
and an increasing demand for health care. Future research should therefore
put a larger emphasis on both ergonomic aspects of patient transport and
workload distribution among the transport staff, which could also contribute
to breaking the downward spiral between staff shortages and overloading of
available employees.

Another aspect of patient transport that is essential in practice, as de-
scribed by our practice partners, are different qualification levels of transport
staff required for different kinds of patient transport in hospitals. On the one
hand, there is transport by medically trained personnel who must have several
years of medical training. On the other hand, there is transport by medically
untrained transporters. Medical-trained personnel are authorized to trans-
port patients under the influence of medication. Examples of these transports
are trips to and from the operating room, where patients are often already or
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still under the influence of medication. In contrast, the medically untrained
transporters can only carry out less risky transports, such as transports to
radiology or other examinations. Therefore, the required qualifications for
patient transports are an essential constraint to be considered in practice,
as is confirmed by all of our partner hospitals. For transports to and from
the operating room, for example, the different qualification levels are often
taken into account by administering medication for surgeries on site, so that
patients can be transported to the operating room by medically untrained
staff. After surgery, all patients are then divided into low-risk and high-risk
patients, so that the untrained transporters can transport the low-risk pa-
tients, while all other transports must be carried out by medical personnel of
the destination wards. These two kinds of transports, however, are not yet
planned jointly in a centralized manner since, even in the partner hospital
that already uses software to coordinate the patient transports performed
by medically untrained transporters, all transports performed by medical
personnel are still planned separately without any software support. In the
literature, there also seems to be a large gap with respect to the considera-
tion of qualification levels of transport staff, which are so far only considered
in [23, 31]. Therefore, including qualification levels and the joint planning
of medically-trained and untrained transport staff in patient transport mod-
els represents an important topic for future research with a large practical
relevance.

A further relevant but not yet sufficiently considered aspect of patient
transport is to integrate transports of material such as bed sheets, blood
samples, medication, or bandages. While all of our interview partners ac-
knowledge the potential of joint patient and material transports by patient
transporters, this is only very rarely implemented in our partner hospitals
so far. One of our partner hospitals, who does not use software for patient
transport scheduling, states that the integration of material transports into
patient transports is not currently practiced and is not planned for the future.
This has mainly administrative reasons resulting from different cost centers
for patient transport and material transport that require a strict separation
of the two kinds of transports. While another partner hospital already has a
joint logistics department that handles patient transport as well as material
transport, they nevertheless perform the two types of transports separately.
Other partner hospitals confirm that a few transports of materials are al-
ready carried out by untrained transporters mainly responsible for patient
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transport and that further material transport tasks, such as transports of
surgical instruments to and from the sterilization department, are planned
to be integrated with patient transports in the future. The challenge here is
the need for additional capacity of the patient transport service. Moreover,
one of our partner hospitals states that transports of wheelchairs back to
their desired storage locations are not yet considered during patient trans-
port planning, which results in a lack of wheelchairs when picking up patients
or the parking of wheelchairs in inconvenient places.

In summary, the integration of material transport and the transport of
devices such as wheelchairs into patient transport is an important aspect in
practice that offers large potential for better staff utilization and cost savings.
In the patient transport literature, however, only a few of the examined
papers consider this aspect [15, 21, 22, 31], and no results are available on
the practical implementation of models for integrated patient and material
transport.

5.3. Integration with other planning problems

We now consider the integration of patient transport with other planning
problems in hospitals. It is well-known that patients must be present for a
large part of the activities performed in a hospital. As a consequence delayed
arrivals of patients for examination, surgery, or other procedures can lead to
significant disruptions in day-to-day operations. It is, therefore, surprising
that, as also observed in [39], there are only few papers that deal with the
integration of patient transport with other planning problems in hospitals.

In our literature search, we found two papers that consider the integration
of patient transport with other planning problems in hospitals [20, 28]. How-
ever, the integration into hospital layout planning considered in [20] cannot
be assigned to the operational planning and optimization of daily hospital
activities. Thus, the paper by Schmid and Doerner [28] is the only paper
in our literature search that integrates patient transport with other opera-
tional planning problems in hospitals – in this case, operating room schedul-
ing. The observation that patient transport is first integrated with operating
room scheduling is not surprising since a large part of the integrated plan-
ning in hospitals is aimed at optimizing the operating room, which represents
the largest cost an revenue driver in hospitals [39]. However, since patient
transport interacts with a large variety of planning problems in hospitals,
it should ideally be integrated with all of these problems arising in many
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different departments. Therefore, we conclude that, in addition to further
research on patient transport in itself, integration with other operational
planning problems in hospitals also represents an important area for future
research.

Moreover, as already remarked in Section 4.7, there is no work that ex-
amines patient transport in hospitals, patient transport between hospitals,
and the transport of patients after discharge jointly in one model. As these
different kinds of patient transports clearly interact and sometimes involve
the same staff, this represents another research gap and also a practical
challenge. One of the hospitals among our practice partners already using
software for patient transport planning explains that some of the external
patient transports mentioned above could be integrated into the software
tool they use. Still, technical and management interfaces to external part-
ners such as ambulance services and other hospitals are missing. Another
partner hospital states that patients are not usually discharged directly from
the regular wards, but that most patients are transferred to a dedicated reha-
bilitation ward within the hospital complex after their stationary treatment.
The discharge is then coordinated on the rehabilitation ward, which again
means that no integration of discharges and patient transports within the
hospital takes place. Therefore, future research should further investigate
the benefits of more integrated planning of patient transportation inside and
outside of the hospital.

5.4. Data availability

A major research gap discovered during our literature analysis on patient
transport in hospitals is the availability of data for future research. While
most papers test their developed models with real data including real hos-
pital layouts and distance matrices as well as real transport requests, others
only use real layout data [31, 35]. A significant gap, however, is that, apart
from [31], who only use real layout data, none of the examined papers make
their problem instances publicly available. Therefore, no complete real-world
test instances are accessible for future research, which hinders the both de-
sign of new methods as well as comparisons between different modeling ap-
proaches and algorithms for patient transport problems.

5.5. Practical implementation

Finally, potential reasons that can be found in the literature are given
as to why, apart from [23], none of the methods developed in the relevant
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literature on patient transport have been implemented in ever-day hospital
practice.

Some of the papers state that no or only incomplete real data was available
at the time of modeling [20, 31, 35]. The most common reason for missing
practical implementation mentioned, however, is a lack of uncertainty han-
dling [16, 22, 24, 28, 32]. Uncertainty handling, however, is very important
since, as the papers also indicate, poor communication with regard to pa-
tient transport is normal, which often leads to uncertainty and incomplete
information during patient transport planning. For instance, it is mentioned
that upcoming transports are often not requested as soon as they become
known, which would give some time for planning, but usually just before
the desired pick-up time [24]. This is also corroborated by the statements of
our practice partners not using any software for patient transport planning,
who have established the workflow of registering transports just in time via
phone calls. Other reasons for missing or unsuccessful practical implemen-
tation mentioned in the literature are that hospital information systems are
not considered suitable for the integration of the developed models [13], not
all desired constraints and special features could be modeled [22, 32], the
solvable instances are too small for practical use, or the optimization takes
too long to run under real conditions [21, 26, 29].

All of these reasons have so far hindered practical implementation of pa-
tient transport models, which in turn results in a lack of experience with the
cost-benefit ratio of implementation. This, in turn, means that newly devel-
oped models do not reach practical implementation due to uncertainty about
the cost-benefit ratio [36]. In addition, the high costs of commercial mixed-
integer programming solvers are a deterrent for many hospitals [33]. Overall,
even though uncertainties are already at least partly considered in various
papers on patient transport, it seems that better uncertainty modeling and
handling still represents a promising area of research that is integral in order
to enable the practical implementation of the developed models in the future.
Moreover, taking all relevant practical constraints and the existing hospital
information systems into account in order to integrate the developed models
with theses systems could help to foster the practical uptake of developed
approaches.
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6. Conclusion

Motivated by the central role of patient transport in day-to-day hospital
operations resulting from to the fact that most activities require the pres-
ence of the patient, this paper provides an overview of the existing Operations
Research literature on patient transport in hospitals. Due to the different re-
quirements of hospitals and the large variety of organisational units between
which patients have to be transported in various situations, no general patient
transport problem can be defined, and many different variations of patient
transport problems are considered in the literature. Therefore, a four-field
notation for patient transport problems is developed in this review, which is
inspired by the well-known three-field notation for scheduling problems. This
four-field notation, which can easily be extended in the future (e.g., by adding
further relevant constraints or objectives), provides a concise representation
of the main distinguishing features of the patient transport problems con-
sidered in the literature, and all examined papers on patient transport in
hospitals are categorized using this notation.

By analyzing the relevant literature and comparing the existing approaches
with insights obtained from interviews with hospital practitioners, we identify
important research gaps and directions for future work in the area of hospital
patient transport. Given the fact that, apart from Opti-Trans® [23] (discon-
tinued in 2021 [40]), none of the methods developed in the literature have
been successfully implemented in practice, we particularly focus on possible
ways of fostering the practical uptake of developed approaches by integrat-
ing central aspects of patient transport problems arising in practice. These
directions include a better consideration of the workload and ergonomic bur-
den of transport staff, taking different qualification requirements of transport
requests into account, and at least partly combining patient transports with
transports of material such as bed sheets, blood samples, medication, or
bandages. Moreover, obstacles for practical implementation mentioned in
the literature such as a lack of uncertainty handling in the developed mod-
els, missing integration with hospital information systems, or excessively long
computation times need to be overcome in the future in order to increase the
practical relevance and implementation of patient transport research.

Moreover, the already mentioned fact that patients need to be present for
most tasks performed in a hospital and that delays in patient transport may
therefore cause costly downtime and disruptions of operations in many differ-
ent departments underlines the importance of integrating patient transport
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with other operational planning problems in hospitals. This has so far only
been considered explicitly in [28], where patient transport is integrated with
operating room scheduling. Thus, the integration of patient transport with
other operational planning problems represents an important area for future
research. A related point is that even though patient transports do not only
take place inside hospitals, but also between hospitals and other care facili-
ties (transfers) and from hospitals to the patients’ homes (discharges), none
of the examined studies consider all of these transports jointly, even thought
they at least partly involve the same staff.

Finally, it should be mentioned that a large proportion of the examined
papers state that they have tested their models on fully or partially real data.
Apart from [31], however, none of the papers make generated or real instances
of the developed patient transport problems publicly available for future
research. Thus, creating an instance generator for different patient transport
problems based on the four-field notation introduced in this review could
be useful in order to foster future research on patient transport in hospitals
and enable more direct comparisons between different modeling and solution
approaches.
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