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Abstract

We consider Markovian multiserver retrial queues whereogh#d customer has two opportu-
nities for abandonment: at the moment of blocking or at theadeire epoch from the orbit. In
this queueing system, the number of customers in the systemes and bier) and that in the
orbit form a level-dependent quasi-birth-and-death (QB@)cess whose stationary distribution
is expressed in terms of a sequence of rate matrices. Usingpéeperturbation technique and a
matrix analytic method, we derive Taylor series expanstsmbnzero elements of the rate ma-
trices with respect to the number of customers in the orbi. algo obtain explicit expressions
for all the codficients of the expansion. Furthermore, we derive tail asgtitpformulae for
the joint stationary distribution of the number of customierthe system and that in the orbit.
Numerical examples reveal that the tail probability of thedal with two types of nonpersis-
tent customers is greater than that of the correspondinghwith one type of nonpersistent
customers.

Keywords: Taylor series expansion, Perturbation, Asymptotic ans|ydultiserver retrial
gueue, Level-dependent QBD, Matrix analytic method, Cengo
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1. Introduction

Retrial queues are characterized by the fact that an agritistomer that is blocked leaves
the service area but repeats the request after some ranehem Tihese models naturally arise
from various modelling problems of telecommunication artiwork systems [1]. The reader is
referred tol[2] for a list of recent papers on retrial quelrRessearch of retrial queues is pioneered
by Cohenl|[5] who proposes and analyzes the multiserver mBdg to the inhomogeneity in the
underlying Markov chain, the analysis of multiserver idtfueues is much morefticult than
that of corresponding models without retrials. As a resattlytical solutions for multiserver
retrial queues have been obtained for only a few speciakcaseexplicit solution for the joint
stationary distribution of the server state and the numbewstomers in the orbit is obtained only
for the M/M/1/1 retrial queue [7]. For the f#1/2/2 retrial queue, the joint stationary distribution
is expressed in terms of hypergeometric functions [3, 7,79, Do |€] presents an analytic
solution for an MM/1/1 retrial queue with working vacation and constant retiadér
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We refer to [12] 4,18, 15, 16, 17] fortfert to find analytical solutions for §\/c/c retrial
gueues with more than two servers by the generating funefipnoach. Kim([12] and Gomez-
Corral and Ramalhoto [8] deal with the case of three servdiitevChoi and Kim [4] derive
analytical solution for a model with feedback. It should logerdl that some technical assumptions
are imposed in these papers. Using an alternative appr&aemg-Duc et al.l[16] show that
the joint stationary distribution is expressed in terms ofttued fractions for the cases of
¢ = 3 and 4, without any technical assumption as presentederatitre. The same authors
in [17] further derive analytical solutions for the joinasibnary distribution of state-dependent
M/M/c/c + r retrial queues with Bernoulli abandonment, wherer < 4. Pearce [15] presents
an expression for the joint stationary distribution in terof generalized continued fractions
for the M/M/c/c retrial queue with ang. Although, the formulae in [15] do not directly yield
a numerical algorithm, this is one of the seminal papersignog the most general analytical
results for the model.

Recently, asymptotic analysis for multiserver retrial g has been receiving considerable
attention. Liu and Zhaa [11] use a censoring technique amyel-dependent QBD approach
to derive analytical solutions for the M/c/c retrial queues for the cases of= 1 and 2 and
investigate the asymptotic behavior for the stationaryrithistion of the general case with any
c. Using the same approach, Liu et al.|[10] extend their stodyifM/c/c retrial queues with
one type of nonpersistent customers. Kim etlall. [13] derieeerdetailed asymptotic formulae
for the joint stationary distribution of {\/c/c retrial queues in comparison with those obtained
by Liu and Zhao|[11]. Furthermore, Kim and Kim_[14] refine theymptotic result obtained by
Liu et al. [10]. The methodology of [13, 14] is based on an stigation of the analyticity of
generating functions. However, the asymptotic formulasented in [13, 14] still contain some
unknown coéicients.

We recall that the number of customers in the system and thtte orbit form a level-
dependent QBD process whose stationary distribution caaxpeessed in terms of a sequence
of rate matrices [20]. Liu et al. [10, 11] focus on the asyntiptbehavior of the joint stationary
distribution. To this end, they derive a few essential esjgam formulae (up to three terms)
for some elements of the rate matrices, which are enoughér purpose. Liu and Zhao [11]
remark that it seems that there is no unified pattern for tiyddri order expansions. In this
paper, motivated by Liu et al. [10,11], we present an exhaigierturbation analysis for the
M/M/c/K retrial queue with two types of nonpersistent customerschvis recently introduced
and numerically analyzed in|_[19]. This model extends thogh wand without one type of
nonpersistent customers [10, 11].

Using a unified simple approach, we are able to derive Tagldes expansion for all nonzero
elements of the rate matrices. Furthermore, thefmients of this Taylor series expansion are
explicitly obtained in terms of recursive formulae. It skbbe noted that the rate matrix for
level-dependent QBD process cannot be obtained in a closedifi general. To the best of our
knowledge, this paper is the first which obtains Taylor seeiepansion for the rate matrix of a
level-dependent QBD process. In addition, we also derivesgmptotic bounds for the joint
stationary distribution using the methodology developedio et al. [10,/11].

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Sedfion 2 vesgmt multiserver retrial
gueues with two types of nonpersistent customers and #nai-dependent QBD formulation.
Sectior B is devoted to the main results where we presennsiqraformulae for all the nonzero
elements of the rate matrices. Sectidn 4 shows some nurhexiamples to demonstrate the
accuracy of the Taylor series expansions and the tail astioftounds of the joint stationary
distribution. Sectiofi]5 concludes the paper.
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2. Model Description and Preliminaries
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Figure 1: Retrial Queues with Two Types of Nonpersistentt@usrs.

2.1. Model description

We first describe the fM/c/K retrial queue, where there ateservers and a waiting room
with K — ¢ waiting positions in front of the servers. Primary custosnarrive at the servers
according to a Poisson process with rate 0 and the total service rate of all the servers;js
provided that there afiecustomers in the system (the servers and the waiting roomyassume
that 0= vp < v1 < v < -+ < w_1 < vk. An arriving primary customer enters the system if
possible otherwise the primary customer either moves torhi¢with probabilityp or abandons
(not joins the orbit) with probabilitp= 1 - p.

A customer in the orbit is called retrial customerhereafter. Each retrial customer stays in
the orbit for an exponentially distributed time with a finitesitive mean Au. Upon the departure
epoch from the orbit, each customer either retries to ehtesérvers or abandons forever with
probabilitiesr andr = 1 — r, respectively. A retrial customer that does not abandomat t
departure epoch from the orbit either joins the orbit agdth ywrobabilityq or gives up forever
with probabilityq = 1 — q if the system is fully occupied upon arrival, otherwise tle¢rial
customer enters the system.

Let X(t) = (C(t), N(t)) (t = 0), whereC(t) andN(t) denote the number of customers in the
system and that in the orbit, at timerespectively. It is easy to see that the bivariate process
{X(t); t > 0} is a Markov chain with the state spai1,...,K} x Z,, whereZ, = {0,1,2,...}.
See Figuré]l for the flows of customers.

Itis easy to show thatiff < 1 orr < 1, {X(t); t > 0} is always ergodic, otherwise the Markov
chain is ergodic if and only ip = (1p)/vk < 1 (See e.g. Phung-Duc et &l. [17] or Falin and
Templetonl[i7]). Throughout the paper, we assume {{tké); t > 0O} is ergodic.

2.2. Motivation of the model

In almost all retrial queue literature, the orbit is an abstied unit which is not given a clear
physical justification. In this paper, we introduce the garfunction into the orbit. To this end,
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we assume that the orbit provides some kind of service andekédl customer may or may

not be satisfied with this service. In case of being satisfleglcustomer departs from the orbit,
otherwise it reattempts to get service at the original serfacility. Thus, we may consider the

orbit as the secondary service of the primaryMyc/K loss system. Furthermore, the model
presented here generalizes several models studied ingheglire|[1} 2].

In particular, our model is motivated from modelling of aleadnter operating in a group of
cooperative call centers. In this situation, a blocked itel call center may be forwarded to
another one. However, due to the speciality of each calleceah operator in a call center may
not be able to answer perfectly a call forwarded from the rstha blocked call either satisfies
with the service of the forwarded call center and departgattempts for service in the original
one. We refer ta [19] for some more motivations of the model.

2.3. Level-dependent QBD formulation

It is easy to confirm thatX(t);t > 0} is a level-dependent QBD process whose infinitesimal
generator is given by

Q(O) Q(O) 0 o
Qil) Q?l) Q(l) e}
Q = e} QiZ) Q?Z) Q(Z)

o o §3) ?3)

whereO denotes a matrix of an appropriate dimension with all zet[jmndgg'), Q(l”) (neZ,)
andQY” (ne N = {1,2,...}) are given by

00 .. 0 0 nur  nur o - O
0O0-- 0 O 0 nur nur :
o o= o | @] o |
00 -- 0 O . s nr
0 0. 04 o - .- 0 nu(r+rq)
b(()”) 1 o - 0
4 bgn) A :
Qg-n) _ O V2 b(zn)
. . 0
: . bfil A
0 -0 s 0 Vi bfg)
The diagonal elements 61(1”) are given by
" = —(A+nu+w), i=012..,K-1

b

—(Ap + nu(r +rq) + vg).
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Let
Tin = tIim PrC(t) =i, N(t) = n}, i=012...,K nez,,

denote the joint stationary probability of the number oftougers in the system and that in the
orbit.

Furthermore, letr, = (mon, T1n, - - . » Tkn) @Ndr = (7o, 711, . . . ). The stationary distribution
is the solution of the following system of equations.

nQ =0, me=1, Q)

where vectorg and0 denote a column vector and a row vector with an appropriatedsion
whose entries are ones and zeros, respectively. Equéaide (&written in a vector form as
follows.

QY + QY + QY = 0, neN, )
e = 1. 3)

The solution of[(R) and{3) is given by
m=m1RY,  neN,
in which{R™: n e N} is the minimal nonnegative solution of
QU+ ROQM 4 RORMIQMY =0, neN, 4)
according tol[20]. Furthermore, the boundary veetis the solution of

QP +RYQY) = o,
no(l + RV + RORP 4 e =

wherel denotes an identity matrix with an appropriate dimension.
The rate matrices can be computed using the algorithrn_in §a8gd on Propositions 2.1
andZ.2 below.

Proposition 2.1. Let M denote a set of real square matrices of order K We define R: M —
Mas

Ri(X) = QY (-QP - xQM™Y) ™", neN.

Then, according td{4), the matrix sequeriB&); n e N} satisfies the following backward recur-
sive equation.

R(n)=Rn(R(n+l))=Rn°Rn+1°"‘°Rn+k°"'a neN, (5)

where fo g() = f(g(")).

Propositioi 211 shows th&™ can be viewed as anfinite matrix continued fraction. The
following proposition provides a sequence of matrices toaterges t&(".



Proposition 2.2 (Proposition 2.4 in Phung-Duet al. (2010) [18]) If we define the matrix
sequencéR™; k € Z,} by

RV=0, k=0,

RO = Ru(REY) = =RioRuao o Ruea(0),  kneN,

then we have
lim R(”) = RO, neN.

k— oo
From Propositiofi 2]1, we see that the fisstows of R™ must be zeros. Let

(0 = (10 (O 0

denote the last row dR™. Comparing the last row of in both sides BF (4) yields

b 4y r ™ 4 7O O — g, i=0, (6)
ar® + pr (“) +vipar ™ + T = o, i=12...,K-1, (7)
Ar‘K”Zl + (0 + T )r = —pa, i =K, (8)
where
T = e Y, i=0,
'"(”)—nyrr() +n,urr(”) i=12...,K-1,
T = e @+ e+ rr®, i =K.

Proposition 2.3. We have

m _ AP
nu

r® el L+ [Ty
Proof. This proposition follows from the fact that the following tria represents the infinitesi-
mal generator of the ergodic Markov ch§i{(t); t > 0} censored in leveld(i);i = 0,1,...,n-1},

wherel(i) = ((0,1), (L i), ..., (K, i)).

Q(lo) Qéo) 0] 0]
2 2 . :
gri - |0 & & ©)
: 0 0
: Q(Zn—z) Q(n—z)
0 o (n-1) ~tn-1)
5 Q

where (1)
—(n-
Q - an—l) + R(n)Q(Zn)'
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Therefore,
—~(n-1
(Q(znfl) + Q(n ))e =0.

By comparing the last elements of both sides, we obtain thewamced result. O

Remark 1. Proposition[Z.3 is the key for the derivation of the seriegamsion for ¥ (i =
0,1,...,K-1,K). Thecases g q=r = 1and r = 1have been presented as the key lemma
in [LQ] and [11], respectively.

Remark 2. Liu et al. [10] use [Z.B) and{6) to obtain explicit expressicfor tf)”) and @”) of a
single server retrial queue with one type of nonpersistestamer, i.e., r=1and K= c = 1.
However, we observe here that iftr1, such explicit formulae cannot be obtained. This implies
an essential gierence between the model with one type of nonpersistemimas{10] and ours.

3. Main Results

In this section, we present a perturbation analysis fohallelements of the rate matrices. In
particular, we derive Taylor series expansion Iflfﬂ)r (i =0,1,...,K) with respect to In. The
caser +rg > 0 and the casg =r = 1 are essentially éierent. Thus, we present the former and
the latter separately in SectibnB.1 and Sedfioh 3.2, réisphc

3.1. Thecase+rg>0
In this section, we explain the process for obtaining Tagleries expansion fcnf{‘lk (k =
0,1,...,K) in details. We drive the first three terms in the expansiorﬁ‘g[ step by step before

going to the general result. In what follows, we use the seqeg(y¥;n € Z,} wherek im-
plies the number of idle servers with the convention t8t= 0 if k > K. We defineo(x) as
limy_o0(x)/x = 0.

3.1.1. One term expansion
Lemma3.1. We haveimy ., nr™ = 0fori = 0,1,...,K — k- 1and

1 1
m _ K _
r'K—k - 71 nk+1 + 0( nk+1)» k - 0» 1, ey K, (10)
where A
©) _ p () _ VK—k+1 (k-1) _
V= = Yy = ———Y; k=12,...,K
T u(r+ra) 1 u ‘1

Proof. We prove LemmB3]1 using mathematical induction. Firstlofia show that Lemma3.1
is true fork = 0. Indeed, from Propositidn 2.3, we see that,lim rf(”) =0k=0,1,....K). It
follows from (@) that lim,_.c, nrg‘) = 0. Equation[(l) with = 1,2, ..., K—1yields lim_., nr® =
0(k=0,1,...,K—1). From lim_ nr®, = 0 and [8), we can show that

w__4p 1 1
' = u(f+rg)n " O(n)’

implying thaty{” = = and that Lemm&3 1 is true fér= 0.



We assume that LemmiaB.1 is true kor 1, i.e., lim .. nkr™ =0 (i = 0,1,...,K - k) and

™ _ knl 1
rK—(k—l) =71 ﬁ + O(R)a

forsomek = 1,2,..., K. We will prove that LemmB3l1 is also true flor
Indeed, we multiply by (8) and[7) (= 1,2, ..., K—k-1) and use the fact that lim., nr™ =
0(=0,1,...,K—K)in order to obtain lim., "*r™ = 0 (1 = 0,1,..., K—k-1). We are going
to derive the first term in the expansionr@k. Transforming[(B) and{7)i(= 1,2,...,K - 1)
yields
(n) (n) +(n+1) .(n)
RO AN L UKkl Feok Tk

A+ VKK (n)
Kok = - r

nu nu nu KK
fork=1,2,...,K, wherer™ = 0. Equation[{IlL) plays a key role in our derivation in thistiet
Using the assumptions of mathematical induction leads to

(11)

(m (m k
A, ARG 1
- k+1 =0o( k+l)’
nu nk+ly n

n
VK—k+lr(sz+1

VK-kil (k1) 1

4 Y1 e (W)’

Ny
T D) n+ 1D kD pr® _ o 1 )
nu n nk n nk+1”
A+ VKK () A+ VKK () Kk _
nu ek = P kK" = O( nk+l)'
Substituting these formulae info{11) yields the annoumesdlt. O

Remark 3. Our derivations in Section 3.1 are based on mathematicalétidn which has two
steps. The first step is the formula f(ﬁj‘)_g. The second step is to derive the formula f@gkr
provided that for [{’L (i=0,1,...,k—1)is true. Propositio Z]3 is important for the first step
while formula [[I1) is the key for the second step.

Lemmd3.1l can be refined as follows.

Lemma3.2. We have 1 1
m _ K
k=" a1 t (W)’

where (x) denotedim,_,o|O(X)/x| = C > 0.

(12)

Proof. We prove Lemma_3]2 using mathematical induction. Indeefbllivws from Proposi-
tion[Z.3 that 1

(o__4p 1 1 _30,

Koo(r+rgun r+rg4g

Using this equation and LemrhaB.1, we obtain (12) with 0. Assuming that Lemni{a3.2 is
true forr(K”Zi (i=0,1,...,k-1), we prove that Lemnia3.1 is true fdflk




From [10), we see that the first, the third and the forth temtié left hand sidd(11) is in
orderO(1/n*?). Furthermore, fron{{11) and the assumption of mathematidaction

1 1
(n) _ 1)
ko1 =71 (W)’
we obtain 1 1
N S
Mk =7~ et T Ogaz):
which implies [12). O
3.1.2. Two term expansion
Lemma 3.3. 1 1 1
(M (k) (k)
'Rk =N o1 =72 gez T (W)’ (13)
where
o _ vkAP
72 2+ g2
® YKkl (k-1) (/1 + VK—k Apr ) 0, _
A S S9N S k=1,2,...,K (14)
2 uo? u o+
Proof. It follows from Propositio 213 that
K-1
() p___1 ()
K _ P =~ i
p(r+ron  r+rq &
Ap 1 vkdp 1 1
= = _-__*X =+ O(= 15
ut+rgn  p2(r+rg)2n? (n3)’ (15)

implying the announced result with= 0. We derlvey(k) (k=1,2,...,K). Assuming that{13)

is true forr?) (i = 0,1,...,k - 1), we prove tha{{13) is also true foff’,.
We agaln look at the r|ght hand side bf{11). Using the assiampf mathematical induction,

we have one term expansion +kl)1' ”*1 and r(”) « using [12) and two term expansion for
(n)
Ik k.1 as follows.
1 1
(M — kD)
k1 = N gez (W)’ (16)
1 1
m  _— K
'k = Mgart (W)’ (17)
1 1 1
(n) - L&D (k-1)
ket = M1 w72 et (W)' (18)
Furthermore, we have
—~(n+1)
1 1 1
T 27 +O( )= + Ol s)

r
I Y1 ny 1k (n+ 1)k+1 nr1”



and

ol
et (n3)
leading to
~(n+1) (n) 1 1
Kk (0) K_—
T N s T O(oas): (19)
Substituting[(IB)-E(A9) into the right hand S|de[§ﬂ(1l) armaiaging the results yields
1 VK- A+ v 1
o ® K—k+1 (k-1) Kk _ 7
'k = N nk+1 [ PRE: +( 4 jyl ] k2
which implies [1%). O
3.1.3. Three term expansion
It follows from Propositiol 213 that
K
o _ ol 1 $om
K n r+rq4 Mkt
We substitute[(13) into this equation in order to obtain
1 1
m _ 0 (0) oL
'K’ =7 5_72 ﬁ"')’g n3+o( ) (20)
where
(1) _ (2)
MO Y2
8 r+ rq

Equation [[ZD) suggests that we can find three term expane'rm@‘. The following lemma
shows this property forrﬁ’)_k k=12,...,K).

Lemma 3.4. We improve the expansion f(ﬂ’lrk (k=0,1,...,K) as follows.

1 1
rl (n) (K (k) (k) +O(—

“NMger Y2 g2 T3 nk+3 (21)

nk+4 )

Wherey(k) (k=1,2,...,K)is calculated using the following recursion.

®_ @

© _ Y2 N
Y3 = =
r+rq
® _ VK-k+l (k1) (/l Apr ) (k+1)
Yy = ———vyy H[=+ y
3 u B poop(+rg)t

N A+vkk Apr 0 Apriku(r+ra) + vkl
u u(r + r?)o w2(r +rg)? Y1



Proof. We again give a proof for Lemnfia 3.4 using mathematical indactEquation[(2D) im-
plies Lemma 3} fok = 0. We assume thaﬁ (i=0,1,...,k-1) has three term expansion

for somek > 1. We will prove thal'(K”Zk also has three term expansion and we find thefmdent

of 1/n*3 in the expansion. We usE{11) again keeping in mind Iﬁgt(i =0,1,...,K) has
two term expansion by Lemnia_B.3 and tInﬁik+l has three term expansion according to the
assumption of mathematical induction. We have

1 1 1
(n) _ (k+1) (k+1)
'Kk1 = N N2 72 pk+3 o( nk+4)’ (22)
1 1 1
(M _ (K (k)
'Kk = N o1 Y2 gt o( nk+3)’ (23)
1 1 1 1
(n) _ (k-1) (k-1) (k-1)
ket = M1 w72 ger TYs et o( nk+3)' (24)

The last term in[(1]1) is expanded in terms @ghAs follows.

~(n+1)
Tew (n+ Y+ (n+ 1D
u
1 1 1
_ (] (k+1) _ == (K
= ( 1)k ( 71 v, )( 1)k+1 + O((n 1)k+2)
_ (k) (k+1) K (k+1)
= S ) R (oY R P )nk+1(1+ ) + ((n+1)k+2)
1 1
_ K = (k+1) (] (k)
= +(rATD -1y - k) o1t Oe)-
On the other hand, we also have
(n)
1 1 1
K (0) (0)
n TR 72, +O(F)'
Therefore, we have
*-(n+1) (n)
e _ Jom kL
N = Y1 nk+2
_ 1
kel K 0)— (K
+ [P - - k) - PR = 5+ O(). (25)
From [20), [2P)-£(25), we obtain the follow expression.
1 1 1 1
(n) _ K (K) ()
Tk =71 el Y2 ez t73 nk+3 (W)’
where
K VK-k+l (ke pl K A+ vk K 0 O
N 6D, ( O )y( T ( _7(10)j ® _ (O + Y)Y,
Jz H Jz
which is consistent with the announced result. O
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Repeating these processes, we are also able to derive thwif generalized results for
mterm expansionn > 4).

3.1.4. General expansion
Let (¢), (—o0 < ¢ < 0, N € Z,) denotes the Pochhammer symbol defined by

1, n=0,
D={ Sy enon, nen

Theorem 3.5. For m> 3, we have

m
i1 1 1
M _ (k) 1
= ) O + O ). (26)
i=1
Wherey(k) is recursively defined as follows
1 N0
© _ 1)L,
7m r—+ rq—Z k( )
VK—k+1 A A+ vk
Yy = #+ YD 4 ﬂy(k+1) Tyggl
m_ .
£ 20 ™ k=12...K
j=0
Furthermorem(k) is defined by
(k) j=0
where
k+ Di
®  _ (k+1) j+l( ji :
aj’ = Z (-1 ) j €N,
j+1 .
W _ ® (k+ = 1)jra-i ic7
ﬂ] - Z ( (J +1-— |)| ’ J € L.

=1

Proof. Theoreni 3.6 is also proved using the same mathematicaltiodunethodology as used
for the casesn = 1,2 and 3 in Lemmab_3.2,_3.3 abd13.4. Another key for the proofés t
following expansion:

(ral =(+f) =3 Fevg e @

Indeed, assuming that we have- 1 term expansion fon‘”) « (k=0,1,...,K). This assump-

tion and Proposition 213 implies announced resultﬁ’}r Assumlng that(“) (i=0,1,...,k=-1)
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already hasnterm expansion, we prove thé@lk does too. Using the assumption of mathemati-
cal induction, we have

1
(n) _ mz_: (k+1)(_1)i+l 1 +O( 1 ) (28)
Mkk-1 = Yi nk+1+i nk+m17?
i=1
o _ N ®_qyn L 1 29
e = ) N o). (29)
i=1
(n) _ (k-1) 1(I+l) 1 o) 1 30
i = D W N o+ O, (30)
i=1
m-1 y (k+i) 1
1
(n+ 1y = Z YO (- 1)'+1nkH (1+ﬁ) +0(—o), (31)
i=1
. m-1 « 1 (k+i-1) 1
(n+1rY = Z (9 (—1)+1 k+.1(1+5) +O(W)’ (32)
i=1
m-1
1 1

i=1

It should be noted th k+1 hasm term expansion{30) due to mathematical induction. We
further expand(31) an@(B2) in terms ofrlusing [2T). Finally, we substitute these expansions,

@3), (29), [3D) and(33) intd(11) and subtract thefiont of 1/nk*M in order to obtain¥ as
announced ir(26). O

Proposition 3.6. We have
cOL Oy T < < COL (O
1n!71 > 7/nK = 2n!71 5
where C‘lo) and (éo) are positive numbers independent of n.

Proof. We rewrite [20) by expressing”, ) andy® in terms of given parameters as

2
m___ 4P oo 1 VK A(pr + rd)
' = A+ rgn {1 Wrrrpn  2F+rg2 (“ ™ O )

in order to obtain the form
(0)

M _ ’YL B a b
e == St +0(= )]
where .
_ % ’ b=a2(1+/l(pr+rd))’
u(r +ra) VK

satisfyinga? — 4b < 0.
This expression is enough to guarantee the announcedaesoliding to Theorem 3.2 in Liu
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et al. [10]. It should be remarked here that Liu et lall [10jikeasymptotic results for a special
model wheree = K andr = 1andv; =iv (i =0,1,...,c). O

Corollary 3.7. There exist @ > 0and Cék) > 0independent of n such that

1 K 1 VK
C K YK K K
g)n! (7(10))“” K < TnK-k < Cg)_n! (y(lo))”n u(+rg) k, n— oo,
fork=1,2,...,K.

Proof. We have
Th = ﬂK,n—lr(n),

leading to
TTK-kn _ r(Kn)_k
e 10
Thus, Proposition 316 and Leminal3.2 imply the announcedtresu O

Remark 4. In our model with two type of nonpersistent customers, aotost in the orbit
leaves the system with probability+ rq. Thus, we may think that this model is equivalent to
the corresponding one with one type of nonpersistent cuestdh@], where a blocked retrial
customer abandons with probability+ rg. This observation is confirmed in the asymptotic
results presented in Propositién 8.6 and Corollary]3.7 hesmthe formulae here involve only
r + rq. However, we see that the third term in the expansiorﬁ?bfrwolves not only + rq but
also p, g and r, individually. We further numerically invigsite this matter again in Sectidn 4.

3.2. Thecasegr=1

3.2.1. Explicit results for the casesK1 and K= 2
In this section, we present explicit expressionsr@r(k =0,1,...,K) forthe caseX =1
andK = 2.

Theorem 3.8. For the cases k= 1 and K= 2, rf(”) (k=0,1,...,K) is given as follows.

[ ] K:l,
(o _ AP
0 - ’
N
r(n):/l_p/l+ny
1 nu vq '
[ ] K:Z,

r(n) _ Apvy

O 9

Nu(A + vy + Nw)

(0 Ap(A + nu)

L nu(A+ vy + )’

o _ ap [(/1 +nu)® + nﬂVl] A+vi+(n+ 1y
2 nupo(A+vi+(n+u) +Apv]  A+vi+nu
14




Proof. In both caseX = 1 andK = 2, rg‘) andr(ln) are explicitly obtained using Propositibn 2.3
and equatior{6). For the cake= 2, equation[(B) yields
Ap+ar®?

(n _
ry' =

Ap+va— (4 Lur™H

Substituting the explicit expression Q’F) into this equation yields the announced result. [

3.2.2. Taylor series expansion

In what follows, we use the sequenqeg); n € Z,} wherek implies the number of idle
servers with the convention tha@ = 0if k > K. It should be noted that the behavior of the
system for the case af = r = 1 is totally diferent from that for the casg< 1 orr < 1. The
order ofrg‘lk is 1/n**1in the former while we will show that the order Q@k in latter case is
1/nk. The methodology in this section is almost the same as thaeofior{ 3]l except for the
expansion of ).

Lemma 3.9. We havéim,_.,nr™ = 0(i = 0,1,...,K — k- 1) and

1 1
m _ 5K _
el = 6o nk+0(nk)’ k=12,...,K

where A
1 p K VK—k+1 (k-1
oD == ¥ =" k=23.. . .K
K Jz
Proof. Propositiol 23 becomes
K
r(K”)k = Q (34)
« = T
k=1

from which we have lim., r(K”Zk =0 andn,urf(”Zk <aAapk=12,...,K).
Furthermore,

(n+
K-

(Ap + vK)r(K”) = Arg‘ll +Ap+ (n+ Lur 11)rf<”) < Ar(K”Zl +Ap+ /lprg‘),
where we have used ¢ 1)pr(K”fll) < Ap. Thus, we have
ver® < ar® 4+ ap

leading to the fact thalf?) is bounded because ljm., rg‘ll = 0. This fact, [6) and{7) show that
limnoenr™ =0( =0,1,...,K - 1). This and[(34) lead to

1 1
r(anl = H(Ol)ﬁ + O(H)’
Whereagl) = (1p)/u.

We prove Lemm&_3]9 by mathematical induction. Indeed, LefBfas true fork = 1.

15



Assuming that Lemm@a3.9 is true flr- 1, i.e., lim_ n“r™ =0 (= 0,1,...,K - k) and

1 1
— %D

(n)
r O(F .

K-k+1 = 70 nk 1
for somek > 2. We will prove that Lemm@a3l9 is true fo@k.

Multiplying (B) by n"* and taking the limit yields lifL« nkrg‘) = 0. Next, multiplyingnk-1
by (@) withi = 1 and using lim_. nr’ = 0, we obtain lim_., nkr = 0. By repeating this
process we can show that

imnr® =0, i=01...,K-k-1

N—oo

Furthermore [(111) is simplified to

1
o _ Ao YKkl () v . (4 D rd
Mk—k = i Meoker T n M ket TrK 0 (35)
According to the assumptions of mathematical inductionhasee
Ao A ke
i Mklk-1 = nk+1#n MkZk-1 = 0(@),
A+ VKK A+ VKK
AN, = A0, 2 o,
K n‘u
(W)
(n+1)r le :n+1((n) n)(n)l_o( )
n n \K-k-1 "k nk
VK—k+1 r(0 _ VK—k+1 (k- 1) 1
—_— —0 +0
nu K k+1 — u ( k)

Substituting these formulae info {35) leads to

(0 YKokl e 1)1
"k = u — b +0( k)

implying the announced result.
Finally, we separately derive a one term expansiomff?).r Equation[(8) is simplified to

Ar(K”) ( Ap-v + (n+ 1),ur(”+1)) r™ = _ap,

or equivalently

A A
r® = AP, = ( Ap+(n+ 1),ur(n+l)) r®, (36)
VK YK
which implies
r(n) = 9(0) + 0(1),
because limLw(-Ap + (n+ Lurg*Y) = 0, whered = (Ap)/v. -

Remark 5. Our derivations in Sectidn 3.2 are also based on mathemlatidaction which has
two steps. The first step is the formula fﬁ\l{. The second step is to derive the formula @kr
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provided that for [;"L (i=0,1,...,k—1)is true. Propositio 2]3 is important for the first step
while formula [3b) is the key for the second step. We derigddmula for |f<”) separately by
(39) after having formulae fofgﬂk k=1,2,...,K).

Lemmd3.9 can be refined as follows.
Lemma 3.10. We have the following result

1
nk+l

1
M _ pK
N =0 5 + O(

n— ), k€Z+.

Proof. We again prove by mathematical induction. First, we provenir@a[3.10 fork = 1.

Indeed, we have
K
m _ AP ")
r = - E r.”, .
K-1 n'u = K-k

This and Lemma_3]9 yield the announced result for the cage-oll. Assuming that for some
k > 2, we have

i=12,...,k—-1,

a1
m _ o0
k=i =0 5 + O(ni+l)’
we prove that Lemm@a3.10 is also true fp .
Substituting ", , by the assumption of mathematical induction affj (i = k + 1, k, 0) by
Lemmd3.9 into[(35) and arranging the result yields Lernma B)ﬂ.r(K“lk k=1,2,...,K).

We can find a one term expansion f{{l’ as follows. Equatiorf{8) is equivalent to

vKr(K”) Ap+ (=1p+ (n+ 1)pr(K”fll))r(K”),

Ap+ OG A + o(1)),

implying
1
0
r® = 9(()) + O(ﬁ)‘

We can extend the result far+ 1 term expansion as follows.

Theorem 3.11. We have

m

1 1

™ _ N4

=) A0 o+ O, meN,
i=0

17



Whereai(") is recursively defined as follows.

min(K,m+1) )
HI(T:P = Z gsln)+]_ |( 1)‘7
i=2
K VK—k+1 (ke A k1) AT+ VK-k 4K
ng) _ _+9r(n D, #9(+) 795&1

N Z oW (-1, k=23...K

where
(K+1)j=i
oM = ) (1)) ‘
Z Gl
Furthermore, we have
m
1 30 i
952) - ( ) Z )ergj(_l)l’

where

j .
TO) _ w_Wi-i P
@ _;Oi (j—i)!( 1),  j=12....m

Proof. We prove Theorein 3.11 using mathematical induction.
First, we prove that Theorem 3111 is true foe= 1 also by mathematical induction. We have

K
Ap
m _ E (M
r [
K-1 "~ nu - K—i*
Substltutlng(”) by Lemmd3.7D into the right hand side of the above equatieldyi

1 1 1
(n) (1) (1) —
rK 0 91 n2 O(@),

Wheree(ll) = 9(()2). For somek > 2, assuming therlf{‘li (i=1,2...,k-1)has two term expansion.
We prove that‘K”L also has two term expansion. Indeed, we have

(o gen 101

NkZ-1 = b nk+l (W)’
1 1
(n) _ (K)
'k = by nk O(nk+1)’
1 1 1
(n) _ (k-1) (k-1)
"1 = et — 6 nk + O(W)’
ey = gen_L o1y oD = L ol
K-k-1 — 0 (n+ 1)k nk+1 - nk nk+1”%
(n)
N (0)1 1
— = 4= +0(=).
n 0 n (nz)

18



Substituting these quantities info {35) yields the annedmresult forr(”)
We obtain two term expansion fof” as follows.

vKr(”) Ap + /lr(”) +(-Ap+(n+ 1),ur(”+l))r(”)

1 1 1 1
Ap+ wgn 9(1) +0() +( ué)(ll)ﬁ + O(@)) (930) + O(ﬁ))*

1 1
Ap +A65)% — g 6~ + O(F),

implying that
1 1
(n _ 0 (0)
r. =6y, -6,"—+0(=),
K 0 1 (nz)
where
© _ H 00 _ A 2PVK-1- K
0 = b0~ 6 =

Thus we have proved that TheorEm 3.11 is truenfiot 1.

Next, assuming that Theordm 3111 is true fioterm expansion for some > 2, we will
prove that Theorefn 3.11 is also true fam € 1) term expansion. We can prove this in a similar
manner as used above for the case 1. Indeed, we again use

o _ ")
o Zr
=2
m-1

K
- @_Z 0L 1y
J ’
W =i nlﬂ

according to the assumption of term expansion. Collecting the diieients of ¥n™! yields
Theoreni 3,111 fok = 1.

Assuming thatf?li (i=12...,k=1) has (n+ 1) term expansion, we prove tha@_k does
too. Indeed, according to the assumption of mathematidaidtion, we have
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m-1 1

(n) _ (k+1)

K k-1 = ZQ ( 1)I k1 O(nk+m+1)’
i=0
m-1 1

() (K
ko = Z 0 ( 1)I nk+| O( nk+m)’
i=0

1
(n _ (k-1)
Mkoker = ZG (-1) PrSCEE +O(W)’
i=0
m-1

@ = >0 1)' +0(—)

i=0

1
(n+ 1D EG»(k*l)(—l)i 1 o 1 )
K-k-1 e i (n+1)k+| nk+m
m-1
k
= DI e D Ol
i—0
m-1
1 1
— (k)
= 2,9 5+ Ol
j=0
r T 0 1
_ i
o 3O o),

i=0
where we have used Taylor series expandioh (27) in the deegptality. It should be noted
here thatrf{‘) w1 Nas (+ 1) term expansion according to the assumption of mathealatie
duction. Substituting these formulae info}(35) and coiterthe codicient of 1/nk*™ yields the
announcedrfi + 1) term expansion forr(K)_k

Finally, we derive fn+ 1) term expansion forrff). We have

Pl Ap+ (n+ Lyur D)0
r =9+ S 4 CAp+(n+ Dl ) (37)
VK VK

Furthermore, we have

e - : 1
—Ap+ (n+ DurdD = Z 69(-1 )(n+1)' O(m):

= 1
_ E 50 =
- CDJ nl (nm+1)

where



and
m-1

-1 1
r(Kn) = ZGI(O)(_]')IH + O(m)
i=0

Substituting these formulae info(37) and collecting theflecients of ¥n™ yields the announced
result. O

Finally, we obtain the following asymptotic results.

Proposition 3.12. There exist two positive cgigients 0” and O, independent of n such that
D(lo)n"pn < 7Kn < D(zo)n"pn, n— oo.

wherep = 22 anda = ’W.

Proof. Using the results derived in Lemrna 3.10 and Thedrem 3.11 bisro

1 1 1
()] (0) (0)
rK = 90 — 01 ﬁ + 92 F + O(F),
where y ov
©) _ (0 2VK — Pvk-1
) =p, 60 =-p2 T2
0 ! pu

We further transform as follows.

1 1 1
n _
rK —p(1+aﬁ +,8¥ +O(ﬁ)),

where 0
VK — Prk-1 _ o,
a@a=p————, B=—.
Hp P
Using Theorem 3.2 in Liu and Zhao |11], we obtain the annodmesult. O

Corollary 3.13. There exist Iﬁ‘) > 0and D(Z") >0(k=12,...,K)independent of n such that
ng)n(t—kpn < MKk < D(Zk)n”_kpn, n— oo,

Proof. We again use the formula
th = ﬂK,n—lr(n)’

in order to have

TTK—kn _ rs)—k
E
Thus, Proposition3.12 and Lemina_3.10 imply the announcadtre O

4. Numerical examples

In this section, we present some numerical examples to dmadcuracy of the Taylor series
expansions and the tail asymptotic behavior of the statjodiatribution. Sectiof 4]1 shows the
21



influence ofp* = A/vk on the relative errors of the rate matrices. The case of nsigbent
retrial customers, i.eq # 1 orr # 1, is presented in Secti¢n #.2 while the case of persistent
retrial customers, i.eq,r # 1 is shown in Section 41.3.

4.1. Hfect of the trgfic intensity

In this section, we present numerical examples to show tberacy of Taylor series expan-
sions. We consider the following parameter get: 1, K =c=5,r =0.5,p=0.7,g = 0.7 and
vi=1(i=0,1,...,c). The arrival ratel is calculated from the tfc intensityp* = 1/vk given
in Tabledl an@l2. Let"" denote the last row d®"). Using Propositiofi2]2, we calculate the
approximatiorR™ to R™ wherek is the smallest natural number such gt — r™ || < 10-1
and||x|| = zg [x| for X = (Xo, X1, ..., Xx). Since the dierence betweerfﬁ)l and r(kN) is small
enough, we numerically considg]” as the exact value of"). At the same time, let™D, r42
andr(™3) denote the first, the second and the third Taylor series eipasofr™). In Table[1
(N = 100) and Tabl€]2N = 1000), the second, the third and the fourth columns reptdken
relative errors, i.e.,

o [ i N A

e (e (e

respectively. We observe that Taylor series expansiomsayfairly good accuracy, especially for
the caseN = 1000. We also observe from Tablés 1 &hd 2 that the orders oékative errors are
almost insensitive to the tfiéc intensityp*.

Table 1: Relative error af™) for the case F rg> 0 (N = 100).

Traffic intensity p*) | Firstorder | Second order Third order
0.1 0.078979804 0.006347302 0.000512522
0.2 0.078922701 0.006528123 0.000548023
0.3 0.078865830 0.006708717 0.000584347
0.4 0.078809192 0.006889085 0.000621491
0.5 0.078752783 0.007069227| 0.000659455
0.6 0.078696602 0.007249146 0.000698238
0.7 0.078640650 0.007428842 0.000737837,
0.8 0.078584923 0.007608316 0.000778252
0.9 0.07852942(0 0.007787571 0.000819482

4.2. Nonpersistent retrial customers

In this section, we present numerical results for the nasipeent case, i.eq # 1 orr # 1.
In particular, we consider the following parameter set= 0.7,q = 0.7,r = 0.5,K = ¢ = 10,
vi=i(i=0,1,...,c), u = 1ande = 101°. Figure[2 represents the Taylor expansions and the
exact value offf) againstn for the casesp* = 0.5,0.9 and 2.0. We observe that the accuracy
of the Taylor expansion increases with(the number of terms) and also with(the number of
customers in the orbit) as is expected.
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Table 2: Relative error af™) for the case + rg> 0 (N = 1000).

Traffic intensity p*) | Firstorder | Second order Third order
0.1 0.007711805 0.000061185 0.000000491
0.2 0.007711190 0.000062962 0.0000005245
0.3 0.007710574 0.000064739 0.00000056(Q
0.4 0.007709959 0.000066516/ 0.000000594
0.5 0.007709344 0.000068292 0.000000633
0.6 0.007708729 0.000070068 0.000000671
0.7 0.007708115 0.000071844 0.000000709
0.8 0.007707500 0.000073620 0.000000748
0.9 0.007706887 0.000075395 0.000000788

Figure[3 shows the relative error or the Taylor expansionsffb againstn for the cases:
p* =05,0.9 and 2.0. The exact value foﬁ(”) is calculated using Propositibn 2.2. In particular,
we approximate®™ by rgﬂl_l, wherek is the smallest natural number such Ijlhé’ﬂl_l - r(z'l)_ln <
10710, We observe that the relative errors of the Taylor exparssitatrease with the number of
terms and also with as expected. These observations verify the correctness daglor series
expansions.

We present a numerical example to show the tail asymptotia\aer for the joint stationary
distribution. The stationary distribution is obtainedngsthe methodology presented by Phung-
Duc [19]. We first approximateé™ (N = 300) byr(”) wherek is the smallest natural number

2k+l,l’
such that|r(22)+1_l— r‘zﬂ)_lu < 1071° We then obtain an approximation to the stationary distidiou
by that of the censored Markov chain on the state spi6g1(1),...,I(N)} whose infinitesi-
mal generator is given by(9). Phung-Ducl[19] presents aardhgn with the computational
complexity ofO(K) for solving this Markov chain.

Using the joint stationary distribution, we plot

nK,nn!
0
()

againstn. We consider two cases: [ = 0.7,q = 0.7,r = 0.5 (two types of nonpersistent
customers) and iip = 0.7, = 0.35 andr = 1 (one type of nonpersistent customers) while
keepingd, K = ¢ = 10,v; (i = 0.1,...,c) andu = 1 the same. Cases i) and ii) are equivalent
in the sense that the probability that a blocked retrial mustr arrives at the servers again is
0.35 in both cases. We observe that the curves are asyniptotear. This fact agrees with
Propositiod 36. Figurel 4 shows the curvesdbr= 0.5,0.9 while Figurd® presents the curves
for p* = 2.0,3.0. We observe from Figuré$ 4 and 5 that the probability foedpis greater than
that of case ii) when the number of customers in the orbitrigd@&nough. The reason is that in
average retrial customers in case i) stay in the orbit lotiggen those in case ii).

4.3. Persistent retrial customers
In this section, we consider the persistent case where mestonever abandon the system,
i.e.,p=q=r = 1. Other parameters are given By=c = 10,v; =i (i = 0,1,...,¢) and
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1 = 1. Figurd® expresses the Taylor expansion formulae agh@siumber of customers in the
orbit n for the casep* = 0.7 and 0.9. We observe that the Taylor series expansions igve
fast to the exact value after a few terms. Fidure 7 shows tlaéiwe errors against the number
of customers in the orbit for the cases= 0.7 andp* = 0.9. We also observe that the relative
errors of the Taylor series expansions decrease with thdeauaf expansion terms and with the
number of customers in the orloit These observations verify the correctness of our Tayliese
expansions.

0.9

0.8 | 1

z 06 1

05 Exact (p =0.7) —+— B
One term expansion -------
Two term expansion --------

Three term expansion

04 Four term expansion ———— E

Five term expansion -------
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One term expansion -—-—-—

0.3 - Two term expansion

Three term expansion
Four term expansion
Five term expapsion rrrrrrrr

100 1000
Number of customers in the orbit

0.2

Figure 6: Taylor expansion fmf?) vs.n.

We investigate the tail probability for the stationary disttion. In particular, we verify
the asymptotic formulae in Propositibn 3.12 and Corollafid3y investigating the behavior of
mk—kn/(P"N*7¥) (k = 0, 5) againsh whenn is large enough. To this end, we consider two cases:
p* = 0.7 andp* = 0.9 while other parameters are givenpy=-q=r =1, K =c=10,v; =i
(i=0,1,...,c)andu = 1. We observe from Figulé 8 thag_ »/(0"n*~%) tends to some constant
asn — oo. This suggests that there exists soBesuch that lim_ . 7x_kn/(e"n*¥) = Dy
(k=0,1,...,K). This fact is consistent with the theoretical result dediin Kim et al. [13].

5. Concluding remarks

In this paper, using a unified perturbation approach, we Havieed Taylor series expansion
for any element of the rate matrices. We have derived ramifsrmulae for the ca@icients
for which both numerical and symbolic algorithms can be inpénted. Using the expansion,
we have been able to compute the rate matrices with any deso®uracy by a forward type
algorithm. Furthermore, by applying the result of Liu et[4ld,[11], we have also obtained
asymptotic formulae for the stationary distribution.

The methodology developed in this paper can be applied &r dlarkov chains with inho-
mogeneous structure. Itis easy to extend our analysis tmduke| with state-dependent arrivals.
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It is interesting to examine the methodology for level-degent QBD with more dense rate
matrices. This will be the topic for any future research.
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