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Prediction of average queue time in multi-server tandem queueing systems
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(1. Faculty of Science, Kunming University of Science and Technology, Kunming 650500, Yunnan, China; 2. Data Science

Research Center, Kunming University of Science and Technology, Kunming 650500, Yunnan, China)

Abstract: This paper studies a multi-server tandem queueing system with two stations and infinite buffers before each station. The
average queueing time of the two stations is predicted by linear regression models and nonlinear methods of machine learning, and
the error in the prediction results of various machine learning methods is analyzed. Numerical experiments show that the nonlinear
method exhibits better performance than the linear regression model. Moreover, the RF, XGBoost and GBDT methods are effective
to predict the average waiting time of multi-server tandem queueing networks.
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Fig.1 Multi-server tandem queueing system with two stations

R ARG FIEHE N AL\ = 1/E(X) 56 i RS MRS AR oy, = N/ECS,) L i=1,2, RGN i
AR 45 S 1 I 25 B FUPHEEH p, = A/, % p=max (p, , py ) , W25 S BE 88 1 TS BB R LA, B s i
AR 55 s 0~ A HEBA R TR)E S E(QT) , i=1,2,

FEUA 2 MR S5 3 0 ER BB HE A 2R G | I 1 50— A e IR 5 J 80 A5 il 5 — il O o i
SR AN AR IR R —BUE O RS AN R BRA S AR T R G RIIR Bk R, I, 5 Al R
P AR BA R ] 32 S 25— B2

ARICWFTER) M/ G,/ N,—/ G,/ N, FRERHEBNRGE T , B 8 — >l i 88 Zead B J2 B ad /2, i LASE — A4
il (8P 45 HE BA RS 18] G320 P B T vk BEA TG 8K A . AR SCHIH MATLAB BEATAEU, 7EBLALL | BB A 41 it
BB IR [ [ s IR 55 I [ 23 A1 24 N Gamma 4345, 57 X HEBAI TRIAR DG I ZE0C R (CL N, N,y 1,
C5,.Cs,,p) JSEALBA G BT — D2 IR 5 a IR N R GE . 0 TR RGE, B 30 A, B4
FEAS rp BB IR BA 2R G856 400 001 > ZE55 600 000 MEME A 2 sl AP HEBRIRTE] E(QT,) , i=1,2,FEIHEBA
i FEABEFUL B 1 E AR 7K PR T 95 % , BRIIE T R8I £kt Fry T 5tk

2 MBEFIFEAI

ARSCHIFH 8 Bl MBS 2% o BOML AR 20 5 i T 22 R 45 7 e R HEBA AR 46 2 Al 9 - 25 HEBAE 7], 8 il
WLAR2E 2 J7 15 0 R Bk el VA A BRI AR Ze P [l A A RS 2 e [l )9 483 80 A0 456 22 50 26 % 191 5 ( multiple linear
regression, MLR) #%Y 14 0] (ridge regression, RR) %1 LASSO [F]H (least absolute shrinkage and selec-
tion operator regression, LASSO) &Y | JEZe: [m] T4 70 410 45 P A% ( decision tree, DT) 5.7k  FEHL AR (ran-
dom forest, RF) .7k B HEF+# ( gradient boosting decision tree, GBDT) 5.7 Fll XGBoost( eXtreme gradient
boosting ) 5.7 | DL S 5HURA B ILEDIRESR IR K 44K ( K nearest neighbor, KNN) Bk

MLR A5 8 f) Ji SEORAR I O A0 A A8 X PE TR A f R AR &y OfE . AR H bR eRECh

y=XBte, (4)
Hrpr, B RN ZIud A mHBEAL 0 [0 H R E e RRBERILE 55— MEARRYR 22T,

RR AR — 7 T 2 M 008l 43 B A O it 1 [l D A 78 5 sk 8 b o 50 % o 48 550 I 40 D 4 1

] A RL Y i (o1 U5 Z2 %K. RR ARSI HARPRECH



20 R R % M (B % R 55 59 &

J(B)=2 (y-XB)*+A | B3, (5)
oo ARG FRIESTR T | BN 5 8 L BN, R FIERE B B A | B 5 AAESII, 24 A=0
B, J(B) 2t A A ) H FR pRE s 2 A—+ o0 B 8 3 45 65 (01 U R 40 B R AT H bk pRIESGES 21 i3/

LASSO [al 52 —F 4 Al A8 | 5508 [m] AR BL, LASSO a1 [ A% J& T 4a i ekt . 76 [mlH R 2
AR RE AN B ) [ S R B 4 o O, 38 B AR S () Dk, I HLRRAIRE 24 . LASSO [Hl A4
AU H bR R ECH

J(B)=2 (-XB)*+A B 1, (6)
Hrp d AETHREG 1811, HIEVARE B W 1 BN, L e [ R B ERF A || B |, b H bR %L
AL

DT 57 () R R AR O 025 G O & AR A5 1) JE Al b 380 28 4 ol e SR A ok s B 3001 1) B0 S8 (B K T 5%
T 0 M, PR — A5 ARR 2 X R B 5 X S Z [ ) —FP B S R . FEPLES 2T b,
DT 553k ] B 50, AN 2252 2 852 4 38, AT AR 0 (%) ff R 1, T LA FH A Tt il 250 {0 751 ] A% o 0 43 24 2 i 78
v A n] DIE Sy HoA SR 1 55 0 26 4

RF 50L& TAE A, S 0 JEVARUR: 08 2o 2 R SRR () 5 S AL ok S i s 73 25 «“ ARAR”
H ZRR A0 7040 K ) 43 2 1 H P SR ( classification and regression tree, CART) 4RSS, “FENL” J&18
P B 2 BRI A B S AL AE Y o IR B LA A8 4 T B RR Tt o 0 3 1

GBDT 5532 (1) J5 3 Ay A1) 461 2% pR B8 0) SR6 B (AR 3% 22, 17 1k B A R AR SR A i RE DL 3 R 44
BAEFETT (boosting ) 63 ( gradient ) FI LR (decision tree) 3 NT7 1T, AR PR A2 8 Dy 2 22 7Y 4 504 T A8
it N GBDT Hk iy Z 80 HAT — B3 sRE 3 2% pR AT (b 1E %

XGBoost 5k B AR AR 21 55 D SRR ER B R IE B — Ao R D SRR, AT 45: 2] B R i 45 51
FHLt GBDT, XGBoost FUPL I FELARIAE LU T JUA 5T - (1) SCRFERME 25455 (2) AT LA A SUPR PR %S (3)
Bij bt 0G5 (4) THE R /N (5) R T HREEE A SR FEAS T LD A 32 2T B 150 205 w5 (6) SCHRIFATiT
B BTREE .

KNN 575 5 YRR 2, & — i o 2 > Bk | RV (%) 4 -5 A S0 85 s 1 ot [ B it A, B3ik
J AR 2R 1Y) K A E SRR A T AR 2 A AR (9 Fal

LA DAL 8 FPHLAR 2 1Y AT LA 38 . MLR \RR Fl LASSO [m] A48 784 (1) X 5 7E T H A5 sREL A AS 7] 5
RR 1 LASSO [ 5 7] A48 F b ek Kb 9 1] 051 22 80, FRARKE Y A 52 2% B2 ;RF .GBDT Al XGboost 51 2 LAk
TR 5550 AL B R ARG IR eRA IR BE I DI 25 55 XU i Bk I U B2

T2 M55 g R ERHEBA R g rh b NI 55 3l 2[RI AR MR, 388 3k 388 T AR XESK i 257 HE BA B[]
PRI AR SCRTHI LA | 8 il ikt 22 IR 55 2 ER BRHEBA R S8 2 A4l (1) 7 S4)HE BN B (1) 32047 T 00

3 HMEZE

AR 8 FhHLEFHITT VLM IR M/ G/ N,—/ G,/ N, HBIHEBN 22 55 55— 0l R4S — >3 B - 4 HEBA
ARl EAT F, B RSB BUE IR . u, € 11/10,1/20,1/25,1/29,1/30} , u, € {1/10,1/20,1/25,
1730}, Ci=1, C; €10.1,0.5,0.9,2,5,10}, C; €{0.1,0.5,0.9,2,5,10}, N, € {2,5,10,100}, N, € {2,
5,10}, p€1{0.1,0.2,0.3,0.4,0.5,0.6,0.7,0.8,0.9,0.95} , A E1Yy 8 MBEUTLHAH A, ABREMI I — 2 IR 55 %
RIRHEA R 4
3.1 FE—AuhE I HEB A E A TR

£ M/G,/N,—/G,/N, BRIEFHEBAR G, REG v X TCT5 K, th 1 T e b i b 1 it sl 2 U R2 i, A b
B AN A R HE BA IS TR S0, S — b P X HEBA I E] E( QT ) R53%C2 N, .C .S, .p A
Ko Y HRERHEBA R G Sl 1 7 I HE B A RIS A N 23 3 BUML e 2T BT TE R s, Rt e
Sext BRI TR E , KBR E(QT,) <0.1 B , A 80835 15092 41,

TERLAR2E 2T v R Rl —AHitis A 4 RECAS [R) (9 LU B30 43 AR RNl R4 . s A2 3 43 LL ) AN ] 43



51 ORI 55 Z2 IR S5 A R IBCHE BN R S8 - P HEBA IS 8] B4 B 21

B2 AR R S XSS 2 B ) 8 Rl 2 O ik FEAR T b RERR LS X 5 BB AE [R] — 4 28K
TREAFE IS RE L FIPET T 8 RS, 25 1Y e 9] 4351~ 0.95.0.9.0.85.0.8.0.75.0.7 0.6,
0.5, %F I IR AE 4 0.05.0.1.,0.15.,0.2.,0.25 0.3 .0.4 0.5, ARIEMIRAE L@ 28 1k 4 3 Fird v ] )9 4

U S FARLNE AR A R L I 4 R AT 3R B KT B, e 1.2 P,
Tl RIERAB B E(QT, ) T AR 522

Table 1 The mean relative error of predicting E( QT,) by linear regression model %

el MLR RR LASSO

0.05 300.99 301.11 301.61

0.10 267.60 267.67 268.10

0.15 288.79 288.91 289.34

0.20 280.00 280.06 280.48

0.25 300.53 300.61 301.05

0.30 286.05 286.14 286.51

0.40 287.56 287.71 288.01

0.50 284.37 284.47 284.78

# 2 ARLRNERABRITRIN E(QT, ) B EIRI iR 2
Table 2 The mean relative error of predicting E( QT,) by nonlinear method %

e DT RF GBDT XGBoost KNN
0.05 2.29 0.45 0.78 0.56 0.46
0.10 3.12 0.42 0.79 0.66 0.42
0.15 5.03 0.48 0.85 0.65 0.48
0.20 7.44 0.46 0.81 0.63 0.48
0.25 8.81 0.46 0.80 0.66 0.46
0.30 9.21 0.47 0.80 0.62 0.46
0.40 9.93 0.49 0.79 0.66 0.46
0.50 11.34 0.56 0.84 0.74 0.50
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Fig.2 Prediction graph of the average queueing time of the first station
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R 4 BTN 25 RIS RIE T ML 2% > J7 7 P HE BN R 50 73 HEBA B (] B AT 474
R3NP A (5 =2)

Table 3 The comparison of relative error of the mean queuing time at the first station ( C él =2) %

p FEHE David Hokstad Kimura  Sakasegawa RF GBDT XGBoost KNN
0.10 0.85 10.03 5.94 3.95 106.99 0.23 0.23 0.18 0.25
0.20 9.58 7.72 4.66 4.65 52.31 0.11 0.11 0.16 0.12
0.30 8.58 6.10 3.79 0.55 30.90 0.08 0.07 0.09 0.10
0.40 16.62 4.82 3.14 1.74 19.57 0.13 0.13 0.16 0.13
0.50 29.40 2.03 1.12 12.08 0.11 0.10 0.13 0.12
0.60 49.78 2.37 1.70 3.11 7.78 0.10 0.10 0.14 0.10
0.70 85.40 1.57 1.25 2.99 4.74 0.08 0.09 0.12 0.09
0.80 158.60 0.96 0.88 2.41 2.66 0.14 0.13 0.16 0.17
0.90 381.07 0.65 0.68 1.21 1.36 0.32 0.33 0.46 0.35
0.95 837.03 0.51 0.47 1.48 0.18 0.53 0.52 0.61 0.49

R4 E AR AT 22 R (5 =0.9)
Table 4 The comparison of relative error of the mean queuing time at the first station (C ﬁl =0.9) %

p FELHLE David Hokstad Kimura  Sakasegawa RF GBDT XGBoost KNN
0.10 0.58 10.76 0.97 0.78 93.48 0.15 0.15 0.12 0.15
0.20 2.39 8.04 0.72 3.31 44.48 0.09 0.09 0.10 0.09
0.30 5.68 5.89 0.67 0.23 25.27 0.09 0.09 0.17 0.09
0.40 10.91 4.22 0.46 0.03 15.38 0.07 0.06 0.19 0.06
0.50 19.07 0.36 0.16 15.38 0.09 0.09 0.15 0.09
0.60 32.16 1.51 0.30 0.20 5.66 0.05 0.05 0.06 0.06
0.70 54.83 0.74 0.12 0.32 3.32 0.10 0.11 0.08 0.11
0.80 101.34 0.23 0.01 0.33 1.76 0.08 0.08 0.10 0.08
0.90 243.36 0.19 0.15 0.04 0.52 0.26 0.26 0.36 0.24
0.95 527.32 0.01 0.06 0.16 0.35 0.51 0.51 0.61 0.47
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Table 5 The mean relative error of predicting E( QT,) by linear regression model %
Ll MLR RR LASSO
0.05 32.52 32.49 32.23
0.10 28.97 28.94 28.71
0.15 28.53 28.49 28.28
0.20 28.54 28.51 28.30
0.25 28.37 28.34 28.13
0.30 29.33 29.26 29.08
0.40 29.61 29.56 29.38

0.50 30.28 30.21 30.05
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Table 6 The mean relative error of predicting E( Q7T,) by nonlinear method %
Lefsi] DT RF GBDT XGBoost KNN
0.05 5.80 1.82 1.42 1.61 3.99
0.10 6.48 1.88 1.53 1.64 4.06
0.15 6.52 2.00 1.46 1.62 4.35
0.20 6.07 2.06 1.54 1.73 4.37
0.25 6.19 2.09 1.52 1.71 4.59
0.30 6.34 2.17 1.50 1.89 4.78
0.40 6.91 2.43 1.67 2.22 5.07
0.50 7.78 2.70 1.87 2.37 5.57
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Fig.3 Prediction graph of the average queueing time of the second station
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