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[T I N

Abstract: Drug dispensing in retail pharmacies typically involves several manual tasks that often lead
to inefficiencies and errors. This is the first published quality improvement study in Latin America,
specifically in Brazil, investigating the operational impacts of implementing a robotic dispensing
system in a retail pharmacy. Through observational techniques, we measured the time required for
the following pharmacy workflows before and after implementing the robotic dispensing system:
customer service, receiving stock, stocking inventory, separation, invoicing, and packaging of online
orders for delivery. Time savings were observed across all workflows within the pharmacy, notably
in receiving stock and online order separation, which experienced 70% and 75% reductions in total
time, respectively. Furthermore, customer service, stocking, invoicing, and packaging of online
orders, also saw total time reductions from 36% to 53% after implementation of the robotic dispensing
system. This study demonstrates an improvement in the pharmacy’s operational efficiency post-
implementation of the robotic dispensing system. These findings highlight the potential for such
automated systems to streamline pharmacy operations, improve staff time efficiency, and enhance
service delivery.

Keywords: pharmacy automation; dispensing robot; robotic dispensing system; automated dispensing
system; pharmacy workflow; automation

1. Introduction

In most retail pharmacies, the drug dispensing process includes verifying the ap-
propriateness of the prescription, manually selecting medicines from shelves, collecting
payment, and packaging the medication. Additionally, pharmacists or technicians are often
responsible for managing stock [1]. This workflow management includes inventory control
(e.g., management of expired medications), purchasing, receiving stock, stocking inventory
and its cleaning, and controlling drug dispensing. Due to the multitude of tasks being
tended to by pharmacy staff, errors and inefficiencies can occur at any point [2,3].

The integration of automation techniques for medication management processes,
such as ordering, dispensing, delivering, and administering medications, has emerged
as an important strategy to improve the overall functionality and operations of inpatient,
outpatient and retail pharmacies [4,5]. This approach not only improves operational aspects
but also allows pharmacists to focus more on value-added activities, which can include
providing detailed counseling on medication usage, discussing potential side effects, and
offering tailored counseling about effective medication management [6,7]. Moreover,
automating routine tasks substantially reduces patient waiting times, thereby enabling
pharmacies to serve more customers without compromising service quality [5]. Optimizing
pharmacy workflows to improve efficiency may result in increased patient satisfaction,
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as it enables clients to receive prompt service and personalized care [8]. This increase in
satisfaction is crucial, as it contributes to higher patient loyalty and improves medication
adherence [9].

Despite the benefits mentioned above, and the widespread availability of these devices
across the world, the effectiveness of automated dispensing systems, particularly in retail
settings, requires further evaluation. It is important to understand the advantages of
implementing automated dispensing systems to appropriately assess their impact on
patient care and pharmacy management.

This article aims to specifically analyze the efficiency enhancements in operational
parameters reflecting core areas of service delivery and stock management introduced by a
robotic dispensing system in a retail pharmacy in Brazil.

2. Materials and Methods
2.1. Study Design

This prospective, single site, pre- and post-observational quality improvement (QI)
study was designed to assess the impact of a robotic dispensing system on pharmacy
workflows and the process times associated with each. Using observational techniques, the
time required to perform relevant pharmacy activities was measured onsite by an external
observer (from a third-party vendor not affiliated with the study site or study sponsor)
before and after the installation of a robotic dispensing system. During both the pre- and
post-implementation phases, the pharmacy staff consisted of a pharmacist, a technician,
and three employees dedicated to inventory and stocking all performing activities that are
expected in one’s job description. The pre-implementation visits took place in November
2021, and post-implementation visits occurred in August 2022. Each visit measured one
specific pharmacy workflow. No changes to standards of care were implemented. No
customers were involved in responding to questions or asked to perform any different
tasks as part of this project. No customer or staff member information was collected or
could be identified, directly or through identifiers.

2.2. Setting

The study was conducted in a privately owned, independent medium size retail
pharmacy in Sao Paulo, Brazil. In addition to serving customers in-person and online, the
pharmacy functions as a distribution center for four subsidiaries. This retail pharmacy
sells pre-packaged medicines that do not need compounding, and it also offers a variety
of other items, including personal hygiene, perfume, cosmetics and dermocosmetics, to
customers. Online orders are received through an electronic system and are delivered to
the customer’s house via a delivery service.

Prior to the intervention, a pharmacist or qualified technician was responsible for
verifying the prescription and entering it into an in-house computerized prescriber order
entry system (Linx, Sao Paulo, Brazil) when it was received. The pharmacy staff then
manually checked the availability of the prescribed medication within the pharmacy’s
inventory and collected the ordered items. A barcode-controlled system integrated to a
specialized pharmacy management system (Linx, Sao Paulo, Brazil) enabled technicians to
prevent errors during manual dispensing. Once prescriptions were filled, staff members
delivered them to customers at the counter. In addition, the pharmacy staff manually
managed storage, inventory, and stock cleaning (of the shelves and of each medication box
on a quarterly basis) using more traditional methods. The same barcode-controlled system
was used to scan and prepare online orders and to process supplier invoice receipts.

After the robotic system was installed, all packages, aside from controlled substances
and refrigerated medications, were dispensed using barcode recognition. Pharmacy staff
continued receiving and verifying the appropriateness of the prescription and delivering
filled prescriptions to customers waiting at the counter. Medication packages delivered
to the facility were automatically stored after being measured and having their barcodes
scanned. Updated stock reports were routinely generated by the robot for pharmacists
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based on inventory and pre-determined minimum stock levels to prevent potential product
stock-outs. Moreover, the presence of a cleaning module enabled the robot to automatically
clean medication boxes and shelves, eliminating the need for pharmacy staff to engage in
this activity.

2.3. The Robotic Dispensing System

The intervention consisted of the installation of a robotic dispensing system, including
a storage and dispensing system (BD Rowa™ Vmax 160, BD Rowa, Kelberg, Germany),
conveyor system (BD Rowa™ Conveyor System, BD Rowa, Kelberg, Germany), and a
second input belt at the pharmacy (Figure 1).

Figure 1. Robotic dispensing solution implemented. (a) Outside view of the automated storage
and dispensing robot; (b) packages organized on shelves inside the robot; (c) picking head moving
multiple packages; (d) touch-screen user interface and input belts; and (e) conveyor system with
spiral chutes to transport packages from the upper floor to the ground floor.

The robotic dispensing system is an automated storage and retrieval system that can
be customized to fit various pharmacy dimensions and layouts. The system can process
both rectangular and round pack sizes, has a stock input of approximately 3 s, and output
times between 8 to 12 s, enabling the simultaneous dispensing of up to nine packs. The
second picking head of the robot can also allow simultaneous preparation of multiple
orders, further enhancing the throughput of the pharmacy’s dispensing process. There are
more than 13,000 similar systems implemented across the globe.

The conveyor system, including a servo-driven lift mechanism and a spiral chute with
a diameter of 400 mm, facilitated the swift transport of medications from the robotic system
to the point of sale or dispensing area.

2.4. Pharmacy Workflow Endpoints

To evaluate the efficiency enhancements introduced by the pharmacy automation
through a robotic dispensing system within the retail pharmacy setting, we performed
a pre- and post-implementation time analysis of operational parameters reflecting the
core areas of service delivery and stock management during the times of operation of the
pharmacy. The pre-implementation measures were obtained in November 2021, before the
robot installation that occurred in January 2022 and the post-implementation measures
were made in October 2022. A time study technique was applied where one external
observer measured the duration of each task with a stopwatch focusing on the following
pharmacy workflows and measurements (see Figure 2):
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ion Processes

Customer Service

e  The customer service workflow at the pharmacy counter was measured by tracking
task durations from customer interaction initiation to medication dispensing.

e  The receiving stock process was evaluated from supplier invoice receipt to system
entry completion.

e  The inventory stocking was assessed from the first medication package placement to
the last.

e  Separation of online orders was measured from order receipt to item readiness for
dispatch in the basket.
Invoicing of online orders was timed from basket pick-up to invoice printing completion.
The packaging of online orders was evaluated from item pick-up for packaging to
order readiness for shipping.
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Figure 2. Pre- and post-implementation process maps for pharmacy workflows.
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2.5. Data Analysis

Descriptive statistics and 95% confidence intervals were calculated for all pharmacy
workflows before and after the intervention using SAS version 9.4 (SAS Institute Inc., Cary,
NC, USA). Confidence intervals were used to show the range of effect sizes supported by
the observations and assess operational workflow significance. Graphical displays were
created in Microsoft Excel (Microsoft, Redmond, WA, USA).

3. Results

This analysis comprised 111 time measurements across all evaluated pharmacy work-
flows. These measurements amounted to an aggregate measurement time of 22 h, 25 min,
and 51 s.

Figure 3 displays the total time of all recorded measurements in each pharmacy
workflow before and after the installation of the robotic system. A decrease in the total
process time was observed across all workflows, but the most notable reductions were noted
for activities related to receiving stock (—70%) and separation of online orders (—75%).
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Figure 3. Total time savings by pharmacy workflow after installation of the robotic dispensing system.

Average Time Savings by Pharmacy Workflow after the Robotic Dispensing System Implementation

Figure 4 illustrates the average process time for each workflow before and after the
implementation of the robotic system.

The difference in average measured time per workflow (min:ss) between the pre- and
post-implementation periods, along with their 95% confidence intervals, are displayed
above the brackets for each pharmacy workflow.

Average time savings (reported as min:ss) were observed across all pharmacy work-
flows. The most significant time savings were observed in the process times tied to receiv-
ing stock, as the installation of the system reduced the average time by 06:07 (from 08:44
pre-implementation to 02:37 post-implementation). Separation of online order processes
also experienced an efficiency gain, with the time required decreasing by an average of
04:18—from 05:45 pre-implementation to 01:27 post-implementation. Additionally, stock-
ing tasks showed enhanced efficiency due to the robotic system, evidenced by a reduced
average time of 03:41, from 07:37 before implementation to 03:56 after implementation.

Post-implementation, the customer service workflow experienced a reduction of 00:34
on average. The robotic system also made the invoicing process for online orders more
efficient, with an average time saving of 01:11. Lastly, the packaging of online orders
workflow exhibited a decrease of 00:54 on average.
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Figure 4. Average time savings by pharmacy workflow after the robotic dispensing system
implementation.

4. Discussion

This is the first study examining the impact of a robotic dispensing system in Latin
America. This study focused on the operational efficiency of a retail pharmacy in Brazil—a
lower-middle-income country characterized by diverse pharmaceutical care and early
stages of pharmacy automation. We showed reductions in both total and average times for
all evaluated retail pharmacy workflows, with the most significant time savings observed
in workflows tied to receiving stock, inventory stocking and separation of online orders.

The reduction in time required for stock management processes and order separation
was primarily due to the robotic system’s ability to bypass the need for manual shelf
searching. With its advanced mapping, the robot precisely knows where each medication
is stored, facilitating direct and efficient stocking. Furthermore, the system’s organization
and space utilization led to quick medication access and eliminated the time staff would
spend searching for products. Time savings are also achieved through the robot’s capability
to stock multiple products simultaneously. Equipped with two input belts, the system
allows for one belt to be loading while the other is stocking. This streamlines operations.
The improved inventory accuracy through precise tracking and dispensing capabilities
minimizes the time spent on manual inventory checks and corrections, allowing for optimal
stock levels and reduced instances of overstocking or understocking. Furthermore, the
robotic system’s capability to automatically monitor expiration dates and alert staff to
imminent expiries promotes efficient stock rotation and eliminates the need for manual
expiry checks.

Similar outcomes have been observed in previous studies examining the influence of
robotic systems on pharmacy stock management. For example, Rodriguez-Gonzalez et al. [7]
assessed the quality of stock management and staff satisfaction before and after the imple-
mentation of a robotic dispensing system in an outpatient hospital pharmacy in Spain. The
study showed that post-implementation, the daily staff time spent on stock intake, storage,
and order selection was reduced by 59.3%, from 01:36:15 to 00:39:10. Staff also reported
high satisfaction with the robot introduction [7]. Bagattini and colleagues’ work [10] on the
automation of a tertiary hospital pharmacy in Brazil highlighted similar advancements in
operational efficiency by deploying automated systems. Implementing other automation
technologies in the central pharmacy improved inventory management, reducing the fre-
quency of breakages and losses of medicines and the number of expired products. Moreover,
the robot deployment led to a decrease in overtime pay for the central pharmacy team.
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In our study, process times related to invoicing and packaging of online orders also
showed notable improvements post-implementation. The time reductions observed in
these workflows can be attributed to the enhanced organizational layout of the invoicing
and packaging environment post-implementation. Moreover, the robotic system reduced
interruptions that previously occurred during these activities on a regular basis. These
interruptions, also reported in previous studies [11,12], typically required staff to halt
invoicing and packaging tasks to locate and deliver products to colleagues. It is important
to note that while the total number of employees at the pharmacy remained the same
during the pre- and post-implementation phases, there was a change in the employee
responsible for packaging online orders. This change may have introduced a different work
pace, contributing to the observed improvements in packaging time.

Upon examining the time savings across different pharmacy workflows after the
implementation of the robotic dispensing system, customer service workflows exhibited the
smallest time savings compared to the other measured activities. This is because customer
service interactions involve direct communication and engagement with customers, which
inherently require a human element. The reduction in time spent away from the counter
to collect items, which the robotic system has positively impacted, is only one component
of the overall customer service time. The other components that require personalized
attention, advice, and instructions are not directly affected by the speed of medication
retrieval. Thus, while pharmacy staffing remained constant after the implementation of
the robotic dispensing system, the intervention may have increased the staff’s availability
to engage with customers for additional periods of time that would have otherwise been
spent completing manual activities. This shift towards longer interactions tailored to the
specific needs of a customer may also have led to a positive effect on patient satisfaction
and service quality [13-16]. Also important, an average 30 s reduction in time per customer
interaction, while initially appearing small, can translate to a savings of one hour for
every 120 customers served. This is especially beneficial during peak times in busy stores,
where it can reduce waiting times and potentially enhance customer satisfaction [17].
Notably, patients who are satisfied usually adhere to the treatment prescribed, experience
an enhanced quality of life, and continue using health services [9,18].

Regarding physical space reconfiguration, while not a specific endpoint for this study
since it can vary depending on the size of the robotic system and square footage of the retail
pharmacy, the implementation team estimated an initial space saving of approximately
107 square feet after the implementation at this retail pharmacy store that could potentially
be repurposed.

While this quality improvement study provides valuable information into the effi-
ciency gains from implementing a robotic dispensing system in a retail pharmacy, it has
limitations inherent to its methodology and scope. For example, the study was conducted
in a single retail pharmacy, limiting the diversity of operational environments, patient
demographics, and pharmacy workflows considered. Additionally, while improvements
were noted, it is important to acknowledge that not every enhancement observed in this
study can be attributed directly to the robotic system. The pharmacy staff may have capi-
talized on the necessary changes to workflows and the spatial reconfiguration required to
accommodate the robot, thereby leveraging the opportunity to review and refine workflows.
Future research could benefit from including a larger, more varied sample of pharmacies to
ensure thesefindings are representative of different settings. Subsequent studies should
also examine the long-term impact of these systems on patient care and safety, customer
and staff satisfaction, and the financial stability of pharmacy operations.

5. Conclusions

This quality improvement study indicates a consistent improvement in the pharmacy’s
operational efficiency after the implementation of a robotic dispensing system. The adop-
tion of this system resulted in less time spent on all retail pharmacy workflows, with the
most significant improvements observed in receiving stock, separation of online orders,
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and stocking, where time savings reached up to 75%. Reductions in time were also seen
in invoicing and packaging of online orders, contributing to improved productivity and
customer service. These findings highlight the potential for such a system to streamline
pharmacy operations, enable more efficient use of staff time, and enhance service delivery.

Author Contributions: Conceptualization, K.B.,, M.M. and I.B.; methodology, K.B.,, M.M.,, ].D.L.,
C.G. and LB.; validation, M.M., ].D.L. and C.G.; investigation, K.B., M.M. and I.B.; analysis and
interpretation of data, K.B. and I.B.; writing—original draft preparation, K.B., M.M. and I.B.; writing—
review and editing, K.B., M.M., ].D.L., C.G. and L.B.; supervision, K.B.,, M.M,, ].D.L., C.G. and L.B.;
funding acquisition, K.B. and IL.B. All authors have read and agreed to the published version of
the manuscript.

Funding: This research was funded by Becton, Dickinson, and Company (BD), Latin America. The
sponsor assisted with the study design, analysis and interpretation of the data. Additionally, BD
funded data collection by Tech Value and medical writing services. The authors received no additional
financial support for the research or authorship of this article. Open access funding was provided by
Becton Dickinson.

Institutional Review Board Statement: Not applicable.
Informed Consent Statement: Not applicable.
Data Availability Statement: The data are available from the authors upon reasonable request.

Acknowledgments: The authors thank Drogaria Soares, Sao Paulo, Brazil, for allowing us to conduct
this pioneering study in the region, Tech Value for the specialized consulting and support during the
data collection, and Morgana Moretti, for providing medical writing assistance during the elaboration
of this manuscript.

Conflicts of Interest: All authors are employees and/or shareholders of BD (sponsor) but had no
role in the site observations and data collection.

References

1.  Rosenthal, M.M.; Breault, R.R.; Austin, Z.; Tsuyuki, R.T. Pharmacists’ self-perception of their professional role: Insights into
community pharmacy culture. J. Am. Pharm. Assoc. JAPhA 2011, 51, 363-367. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

2. Aldhwaihi, K,; Schifano, F.; Pezzolesi, C.; Umaru, N. A systematic review of the nature of dispensing errors in hospital pharmacies.
Integr. Pharm. Res. Pract. 2016, 5, 1-10. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

3. Batson, S.; Herranz, A.; Rohrbach, N.; Canobbio, M.; Mitchell, S.A.; Bonnabry, P. Automation of in-hospital pharmacy dispensing:
A systematic review. Eur. J. Hosp. Pharm. 2021, 28, 58—64. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

4. Al Nemari, M.; Waterson, J. The Introduction of Robotics to an Outpatient Dispensing and Medication Management Process in
Saudi Arabia: Retrospective Review of a Pharmacy-led Multidisciplinary Six Sigma Performance Improvement Project. JMIR
Hum. Factors 2022, 9, €37905. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

5. Alahmari, A.R.; Alrabghi, K.K.; Dighriri, LM. An Overview of the Current State and Perspectives of Pharmacy Robot and
Medication Dispensing Technology. Cureus 2022, 14, €28642. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

6.  Ahtiainen, HK,; Kallio, M.M.; Airaksinen, M.; Holmstrom, A.-R. Safety, time and cost evaluation of automated and semi-
automated drug distribution systems in hospitals: A systematic review. Eur. ]. Hosp. Pharm. 2020, 27, 253-262. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

7. Rodriguez-Gonzalez, C.G.; Herranz-Alonso, A.; Escudero-Vilaplana, V.; Ais-Larisgoitia, M.A.; Iglesias-Peinado, I.; Sanjurjo-Saez, M.
Robotic dispensing improves patient safety, inventory management, and staff satisfaction in an outpatient hospital pharmacy. J.
Eval. Clin. Pract. 2019, 25, 28-35. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

8. Al-Abri, R.; Al-Balushi, A. Patient Satisfaction Survey as a Tool Towards Quality Improvement. Oman Med. ]. 2014, 29, 3-7.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

9.  AlOmari, F; Hamid, A.B.A. Strategies to improve patient loyalty and medication adherence in Syrian healthcare setting: The
mediating role of patient satisfaction. PLoS ONE 2022, 17, e0272057. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

10. Bagattini, AM,; Borges, ].L.A.; Riera, R.; de Carvalho, D.C.M.F. Automation of a tertiary hospital pharmacy drug dispensing
system in a lower-middle-income country: A case study and preliminary results. Explor. Res. Clin. Soc. Pharm. 2022, 6, 100151.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

11. Reddy, A.; Abebe, E.; Rivera, A.].; Stone, J.A.; Chui, M.A. Interruptions in Community Pharmacies: Frequency, Sources, and

Mitigation Strategies. Res. Soc. Adm. Pharm. RSAP 2019, 15, 1243-1250. [CrossRef] [PubMed]


https://doi.org/10.1331/JAPhA.2011.10034
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21555287
https://doi.org/10.2147/IPRP.S95733
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29354533
https://doi.org/10.1136/ejhpharm-2019-002081
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32434785
https://doi.org/10.2196/37905
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/36222805
https://doi.org/10.7759/cureus.28642
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/36196333
https://doi.org/10.1136/ejhpharm-2018-001791
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32839256
https://doi.org/10.1111/jep.13014
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30136339
https://doi.org/10.5001/omj.2014.02
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24501659
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0272057
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/36399483
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.rcsop.2022.100151
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/35770196
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.sapharm.2018.10.030
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30420227

Pharmacy 2024, 12, 130 90f9

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

Kojima, T.; Kinoshita, N.; Kitamura, H.; Tanaka, K.; Tokunaga, A.; Nakagawa, S.; Abe, T.; Nakajima, K. Effect of improvement
measures in reducing interruptions in a Japanese hospital pharmacy using a synthetic approach based on resilience engineering
and systems thinking. BMC Health Serv. Res. 2023, 23, 331. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Soeiro, O.M.; Tavares, N.U.L.; Junior, ].M.d.N.; Junior, A.A.G.; Costa, E.A.; Acurcio, F.d.A.; Guibu, L.A,; Alvares, J.; Karnikowski,
M.G.d.O,; Leite, N.; et al. Patient satisfaction with pharmaceutical services in Brazilian primary health care. Rev. Saiide Piiblica
2017, 51, 21s. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Batbaatar, E.; Dorjdagva, J.; Luvsannyam, A.; Savino, M.M.; Amenta, P. Determinants of patient satisfaction: A systematic review.
Perspect. Public Health 2017, 137, 89-101. [CrossRef]

Bernhart, M.H.; Wiadnyana, 1.G.; Wihardjo, H.; Pohan, I. Patient satisfaction in developing countries. Soc. Sci. Med. 1999, 48,
989-996. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Al Zabadji, H.; Shraim, R.; Sawalha, R.; Alkaiyat, A. Outpatients satisfaction and perceptions toward pharmaceutical services in
public and private hospitals in Palestine: A cross-sectional study. J. Pharm. Policy Pract. 2023, 16, 108. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
Zhang, H.; Ma, W.; Zhou, S.; Zhu, J.; Wang, L.; Gong, K. Effect of waiting time on patient satisfaction in outpatient: An empirical
investigation. Medicine 2023, 102, e35184. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Baumbach, L.; Frese, M.; Harter, M.; Konig, H.-H.; Hajek, A. Patients Satisfied with Care Report Better Quality of Life and
Self-Rated Health—Cross-Sectional Findings Based on Hospital Quality Data. Healthcare 2023, 11, 775. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Disclaimer/Publisher’s Note: The statements, opinions and data contained in all publications are solely those of the individual
author(s) and contributor(s) and not of MDPI and/or the editor(s). MDPI and/or the editor(s) disclaim responsibility for any injury to
people or property resulting from any ideas, methods, instructions or products referred to in the content.


https://doi.org/10.1186/s12913-023-09346-2
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/37013551
https://doi.org/10.11606/S1518-8787.2017051007145
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29160465
https://doi.org/10.1177/1757913916634136
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0277-9536(98)00376-1
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10390039
https://doi.org/10.1186/s40545-023-00608-2
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/37770934
https://doi.org/10.1097/MD.0000000000035184
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/37800750
https://doi.org/10.3390/healthcare11050775
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/36900780

	Introduction 
	Materials and Methods 
	Study Design 
	Setting 
	The Robotic Dispensing System 
	Pharmacy Workflow Endpoints 
	Data Analysis 

	Results 
	Discussion 
	Conclusions 
	References

