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Abstract

We consider the steady-state distribution of the sojourn time of a job entering an M/GI/1
queue with the foreground-background scheduling policy in heavy traffic. The growth rate of
its mean, as well as the limiting distribution, are derived under broad conditions. Assump-
tions commonly used in extreme value theory play a key role in both the analysis and the
results.
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1 Introduction

One of the main insights from queueing theory is that the queue length and sojourn time are of
the order 1/(1 — p), as the traffic intensity of the system p approaches 100 percent utilization.
This insight dates back to Kingman ﬂﬁ] and Prokhorov [19] and, appropriately reformulated,
remains valid for queueing networks and multiple server queues ﬂ pﬁ% This picture can
change dramatically when the scheduling policy is no longer First-In-First- Out (FIFO). Bansal

| was the first to point out that the mean sojourn time (a.k.a. response time, flow time) of a
user is of o(1/(1 — p)) in the M/M/1 queue when the scheduling policy is Shortest Remaining
Processing Time (SRPT). This result was later generalized to several non-exponential service
time distributions in Lin et al. ﬂﬁ] More recently, Puha et al. @ derived a process limit
theorem for the SRPT queue length, under an assumption that implies that all moments of the
service time are finite.

As SRPT requires information on service times in advance, the question was raised if the
same growth rate in heavy traffic can be reached with a blind scheduling policy, a question that
was answered negatively in Bansal et al. E] Specifically, the authors showed that for every
blind scheduling policy, there exists a service time distribution under which the growth rate in
heavy traffic of the mean sojourn time is at least a factor log(1/(1 — p)) larger than the growth
rate of SRPT. m:{ also construct a scheduling policy that achieves this growth rate,
but this policy rather complicated as it involves randomization. All of the results mentioned
thus far only concern the mean sojourn time, and it is of interest to obtain information about
the distribution of the sojourn time as well.

Motivated by these developments, we consider the Foreground-Background (FB) scheduling
policy in this paper. More precisely, we investigate the invariant distribution of the sojourn
time of a customer in an M/GI/1/FB queue. The FB policy operates as follows: priority is
given to the customer with the least-attained service, and when multiple customers satisfy this
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property, they are served at an equal rate. The only heavy-traffic results for FB we are aware
of are of “big-O” type and are known in case of deterministic, exponential, Pareto and specific
finite-support service times ﬂa, ﬂ] For deterministic service times, it is easy to see that all
customers under FB depart in one batch at the end of every busy period, and as a result the
growth rate in heavy traffic is very poor in this case O((1 — p)~2). The behaviour of FB is
much better for service-time distributions with a decreasing failure rate, as FB then optimizes
the mean sojourn time among all blind policies ﬂﬂ] For more background on the FB policy we
refer to the survey by Nuyens and Wierman [17].
The main results of this paper are of three types:

1. We characterize the exact growth rate (up to a constant independent of p) of the sojourn
time in heavy traffic under very general assumptions on the service time distribution. As
in Bansal and Gamarnik ﬂﬂ] and Lin et al. [16], we find a dichotomy: when the service

time distribution has finite variance, the mean sojourn time E[T{5] = © <%). Here

F(x) =1 — F(z) is the tail of the service time distribution and G*~ is the right-inverse of
the distribution function of a residual service time; a detailed overview of notation can be

found in Section 2 In the infinite variance case, we find that E[T}g] = © <log l%p) This

result is formally stated in Theorem B.Il The precise conditions for these results to hold
involve Matuszewska indices, a concept that will be reviewed in Section [2l The behaviour
of F(G* (p)) is quite rich, as will be illustrated by several examples.

2. Contrary to the results in Bansal and Gamarnik E] and Lin et al. ﬂﬁ], we have been able
to obtain a more precise estimate of the growth rate of E[Tfg]. It turns out that extreme
value theory plays an essential role in our analysis, and the limiting constant factor in
front of the growth rate w crucially depends on in which domain of attraction the
service-time distribution is. This result is summarized in Theorem and appended in
Theorem B4l When the service-time distribution tail is regularly varying, it is shown
that the growth rate of the sojourn time under FB is equal to that of SRPT up to a finite

constant. A comparison of the sojourn times under FB and SRPT is given in Corollary [3.5

3. When analysing the distribution, we first show that Ty /E[Tfg] converges to zero in
probability as p 1 1. To still get a heavy traffic approximation for P(T{g > y), we state a
sample path representation for the sojourn time distribution for a job that requires a known
amount of service. We then use fluctuation theory for spectrally negative Lévy processes to
rewrite this representation into an expression that is amenable to analysis; in particular, we
obtain a representation for the Laplace transform of the residual sojourn time distribution
is of independent interest, from which a heavy-traffic limit theorem follows. Finally, the
Laplace transform implies an estimate for the tail of Tpg.

More specifically, our results show that P((1— p)?T¥p > y)/F(G* (p)) converges to a non-
trivial function g*(y), for which we give an integral expression in terms of error functions.
Along the way, we derive a heavy traffic limit for the total workload in an M/GI/1 queue,
with truncated service times that also seems to be of independent interest (see Proposi-
tion [CI]). As in the analysis for the mean sojourn time, ideas from extreme value theory
play an important role in the analysis, and the limit function ¢* depends on which domain
of attraction the service-time distribution falls into. A precise description of this result
can be found in Theorem B.7]

Despite the fact that extreme theory appears both in our analysis and our end results, the
precise role of extreme value theory is not entirely clear from the analysis in this paper. A
challenging topic for future research is to get a completely probabilistic proof of our result; e.g.
a proof that does not use explicit integral expressions for the mean sojourn time. To this end,



it makes sense to consider a more general class of scheduling policies, for example the class of
SMART scheduling policies considered in Wierman et al. |26] and Nuyens et al. ﬂﬁ] This is
beyond the scope of the present paper.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. Section 2] formally introduces the model that
is considered. Section [l presents all our main results on the asymptotic behaviour of the mean
and the tail of the sojourn time distribution under FB. The results on the mean are then proven
in Sections Ml and [Bl whereas the results on the tail distribution are supported in Sections 6] and

i}

2 Preliminaries

In this paper we consider a sequence of M/GI/1 queues, indexed by n, where the i-th job requires
B; units of service for all n. For convenience, we say that a job that requires z units of service
is a job of size . All B; are independently and identically distributed (i.i.d) random variables
with cumulative distribution function (c.d.f.) F(z) = P(B; < z) and finite mean E[B]. We
assume that F(0) = 0, and denote zp := sup{z > 0: F(x) < 1} < co. Jobs in the n-th queue
arrive with rate A, where A" < 1/E[B)] to ensure that the n-th system experiences work
intensity p(™ := AWE[B;] < 1. For notational convenience, we let B denote a random variable
with c.d.f. F.

Let F(x) :=1— F(z) and F*(y) := inf{x > 0: F(x) > y} denote the complementary c.d.f.
(c.c.d.f.) and the right inverse of F respectively. The random variable B* is defined by its c.d.f.

G(z) =P(B* <z)= [ F B]dt and has k-th moment E[(B*)*] = E[B¥]/(kE[B]). Since
G* (y) is continuous and strlctly 1ncreasmg, its (right-)inverse G (y) satisfies G (G(z)) = =.
Also, we recognize h*(z) := % as the failure rate of B*. One may deduce that h*(z) equals

the reciprocal of the mean residual time; h*(x) = 1/E[B — z | B > x].

Foreground-Background scheduling policy

Jobs are served according to the Foreground-Background (FB) policy, meaning that at any
moment in time, the server equally shares its capacity over all available jobs that have received
the least amount of service thus far. First, we are interested in characteristics of the sojourn
time TF(B), defined as the duration of time that a generic job spends in the system. In order
to analyse this, we consider an expression for the mean sojourn time of a generic job of size x,
E[TF(B)( )], for which Schrage ﬂﬁ] states that

x E[W ™) (z)] oz Ay (1)
1-pf 1=p 1=l 20— pi)2

E[Ty ()] = (2.1)

where pé’” = AWE[BAz] = pP(B* < ) and my(z) := E[(BAz)?] = = 2 [ tF(t) dt are functions
of the first and second moments of B Az := min{B,z}, and W (z) is the steady—state waiting
time in a M/GI/1/FIFO queue with arrival rate A(®) and jobs of size B; Az. The intuition behind
this result, is that a job J; of size x experiences a system where all job sizes are truncated. Indeed,
if another job Js of size x 4+ y,y > 0, has received at least x service then FB will never dedicate
its resources to job Jo while job Jj is incomplete. The mean sojourn time of job J; can now
be salvaged from its own service requirement z, the truncated work already in the system upon

arrival W) (z), and the rate 1 — p;(vn) at which it is expected to be served, yielding (Z1]). As a
)

consequence, the mean sojourn time E[T; F(%] of a generic job is given by

[eS) T 00 (n)m T
E[T)] = /0 dF (z) + /0 A72()011?(95). (2.2)
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Second, we focus attention on the tail behaviour of Tlg%). Write A 2 B if P(A<z)=P(B<
x) for all z € R and let £,(y) denote the time required by the server to empty the system given
that job sizes are truncated to B; A x and the current amount of work is y. The analysis of the
tail behaviour is then facilitated by relation (4.28) in Kleinrock ﬂﬂ], stating

T4 () £ L, (W + ). (2.3)

For both the mean and tail behaviour of TF(%), we take specific interest in systems that
experience heavy traffic, that is, systems where p™ 1 1 as n — oo. In the current setting,
this is equivalent to sequences A that converge to 1 /E[B]. Most results in this paper make no
assumptions on sequence A, in which case we drop the superscript n for notational convenience
and just state p T 1.

The remainder of this section introduces some notation related to Matuszewska indices and
extreme value theory.

Matuszewska indices

Definition 2.1. Suppose that f(-) is positive.

e The upper Matuszewska index a(f) is the infimum of those « for which there exists a
constant C = C(«) such that for each p* > 1,

lim f(ua)/ f(x) < Cp® (2.4)

uniformly in p € [1, u*] as x — oo.

e The lower Matuszewska index B(f) is the supremum of those [ for which there exists a
constant D = D(f3) > 0 such that for each p* > 1,

lim f(uz)/f(x) = DN (2.5)

uniformly in p € [1, u*] as x — oo.

One may note from the above definitions that 5(f) = —«(1/f) holds for any positive f.
Intuitively, a function f with upper and lower Matuszewska indices a(f) and S(f) is bounded
between functions Dzf() and C2*\) for appropriate constants C, D > 0. More accurately,
however, C' and D could be unbounded or vanishing functions of x. Of special interest is the
class of functions that satisfy 5(f) = a(f).

Definition 2.2. A measurable function f : R>o — Rx¢ is regularly varying at infinity with
index o € R (written f € RV,) if for all p >0

lim f(ux)/ f(x) = pe. (2.6)

If 28) holds with oo = 0, then L is called slowly varying. If (2.6l holds with o = —o0, then L
1s called rapidly varying.

Extreme value theory

The following paragraphs introduce some notions and results from extreme value theory. The
field of extreme value theory generally aims to assess the probability of an extreme event;
however, for our purposes we restrict attention to the limiting distribution of max{By,..., B,}.
A key result on this functional is the Fisher-Tippett theorem:



Theorem 2.3 (Resnick ﬂﬂ], Proposition 0.3). Let (Bp)nen be a sequence of i.i.d. random
variables and define M, := max{By,...,By}. If there exist norming sequences ¢, > 0,d,, € R
and some non-degenerate c.d.f H such that

e (M, — dy) S H, (2.7)

n

then H belongs to the type of one of the following three c.d.f.s:

0 <0
Fréchet: ®ulw) = {e;p{—x—a} pso 070

()™ <
Weibull: \Ifa(x) _ { eXp{ ( 1’) }7 z<0 a>0.
1, z >0
Gumbel:  A(x) = exp{—e ™} zeR.

The three distributions above are referred to as the extreme value distributions.

A c.d.f. F is said to be in the mazimum domain of attraction of H if there exist norming
sequences ¢, and d,, such that ([Z7) holds. In this case, we write F' € MDA(H). A large body
of literature has identified conditions on F' such that F' € MDA(H). Excellent collections of
such and related results can be found in Embrechts et al. E] and Resnick ﬂﬂ] For reasons of
convenience, we only mention a characterisation theorem for MDA (A):

Theorem 2.4 (Embrechts et al. E], Theorem 3.3.26). The c.d.f. F with right endpoint zp < 0o
belongs to the maximum domain of attraction of A if and only if there exists some z < xr such
that F' has representation

F(m):c(x)exp{—/:%dt}, z <z < xR, (2.8)

where ¢ and g are measurable functions satisfying c(x) — ¢ > 0,g9(t) — 1 as x T xg, and f(-)
is a positive, absolutely continuous function (with respect to the Lebesque measure) with density
J'(z) having limgy,, f'(x) = 0.

If F € MDA(A), then the norming constants can be chosen as ¢, = f(dy,) and d, = F< (1 —
n~1). A possible choice for the function f(-) is f(-) = 1/h*(-).

The function f(-) in the above definition is unique up to asymptotic equivalence. We refer
to f as the auziliary function of F. Also, we note the following property of f(-):

Lemma 2.5 (Resnick ﬂﬂ], Lemma 1.2). Suppose that f(-) is an absolutely continuous auziliary
function with f'(x) — 0 as x T zR.

o [fxr =00, then lim, @ =0.
: fl@) _
o Ifxr < oo, then limy, e 0.

This section’s final lemma shows that G € MDA (A) whenever F' € MDA(A):

Lemma 2.6. If F € MDA(A), then G € MDA(A) and any auxiliary function for F is also an
auxiliary function for G.

Proof. According to Theorem 3.3.27 in Embrechts et al. HQ], G € MDA (A) with auxiliary function
f() if and only if limgs,, G(z + tf(2))/G(x) = e~ for all t € R. It is straightforward to
check that the above relation holds for any auxiliary function f(-) of F' by using I’'H6pital and
limgpg, f'(z) = 0. O



Asymptotic relations

Let f(-) and g(-) denote two positive functions and A and B two random variables. We write
[~ g if lim,,~ f(2)/g(z) = 1, where the appropriate limit z T 2* depends on and should be
clear from the context; it usually equals z 1 xp or p T 1. Similarly, we adopt the conventions
f = o(g) if limsup,4,- f(2)/9(2) = 0, f = O(g) if limsup,4, f(2)/g9(z) < oo and f = O(g)
if 0 < liminf 4.« f(2)/g(2) < limsup,;,« f(2)/g(z) < co. We write A <y B if the relation
P(A > z) <PP(B > z) is satisfied for all z € R.

Finally, the complementary error function is defined as Erfc(z) := 2~ 1/2 f;o e~ du.

3 Main results and discussion

This section presents and discusses our main results. Theorems [B.1] and consider the asymp-
totic behaviour of the mean sojourn time E[Trg] for various classes of distributions. Theorem B.4]
connects the asymptotic behaviour of F'(G* (p)) to the literature on extreme value theory. As a
consequence, the expressions obtained in Theorem can be specified for many distributions in
MDA (A). Theorem [B.6] shifts focus to the distribution of Trp and states that the scaled sojourn
time Trp/E[Trg] tends to zero in probability. Instead, Theorem B.7lshows that a certain fraction
of jobs experiences a sojourn time of order (1— p)~2. This result is achieved through the Laplace
transform of the remaining sojourn time 7}y, for which we give an integral presentation. The
proofs of the theorems are postponed to later sections.

Recall that F'(G* (p)) = E[B](1 — p)h*(G*(p)). Our first theorem presents the growth rate
of E[TFg].

Theorem 3.1. Assume that either xg = o0 and —oo < B(F) < a(F) < —2, or that xg < o
and —co < B(F(xr — ()™)) < a(F(zg — (-)71)) < 0. Then the relations

Biin) - 0 (FE700) _ o (V160) o

hold as p 1 1, where limy h*(G(p)) = 0 if zgr = oo and lim,4 R* (G (p)) = o0 if zr < o0.
Alternatwely, assume g = oo and B(F(x)) > —2. Then the relation

E[Tys] = © <log : . p) (3.2)

holds as p T 1.

Theorem B.1] shows that the behaviour of E[TFg] is fundamentally different for a(F) < —2
and B(F(x)) > —2. In the first case, the variance of F is bounded and therefore the expected
remaining busy period duration is of order ©((1 — p)~2). Our analysis roughly shows that all
jobs of size G (p) and larger will remain in the system until the end of the busy period, and
hence experience a sojourn time of order ©((1 — p)~2). The theorem shows that, as the work
intensity increases to unity, the contribution of these jobs to the average sojourn time determines
the overall average sojourn time.

The above argumentation does not apply in case B(F(x)) > —2, since then the expected
remaining busy period duration is infinite. It turns out that in this case the mean sojourn time
of a large job of size x is of the same order as the time that the job is in service, which has
expectation /(1 — p,). The result follows after integrating over the job size distribution.

Additionally, it can be shown that the statements in Theorem B1] also hold if FF € MDA(A),
which is a special case of a(F) = B(F) = —cc or a(F(zr — (1)71)) = B(F(zr — (-)7!) = —o0.
In this case, as well as in case F(-) or F(zg — (-)7!) is regularly varying, one can show that
(1—p)?E[T¥p]/F(G*(p)) converges. Theorem B2 specifies Theorem Bl for the aforementioned
cases, as well as for distributions with an atom in their endpoint.



Theorem 3.2. The following relations hold as p T 1:
(i) If F € MDA(®,), o € (1,2), then E[Typ] ~ 325 E[B]log 1.

(ii) If F € MDA(H), then E[Tyg] ~ [UDEBIRGT(0) _ rUEBIN (G (0D ypepe

(1=p)? 2(1-p)
Sl i H =®,0>2,
r(H)=< 1 if H=A, and (3.3)
m/(atl) o if H=T,,a>0.

sin(m/(a+1)) a+1

Additionally, if H = ®,,a > 2, then limy h*(G(p)) = 0, whereas if either H = A and
xR <00 orif H=W,,a>0, then limyu h*(G<(p)) = oo.

(iii) If F has an atom in xg < 0o, say limsyo F(xr — §) = p > 0, then E[Twp] ~ fiE_[]j)*g].

The expressions in TheoremsB.Jland B2l give insight into the asymptotic behaviour of E[TFg].
The following corollary shows that the asymptotic expressions above may be specified further if
the job sizes are Pareto distributed. This extends the result by Bansal and Gamarnik E], who
derived the growth factor of E[Trg] but not the exact asymptotics.

Corollary 3.3. Assume F(x) = (z/2)"% o > xr. Then the relations

725 E[B]log 1 ifa € (1,2),
E[Trg] ~ 7/(a=1)  E[Baa-T . (3.4)
Zsin(n/@-1)) ,, )23 if a € (2, 00),

hold as p 1 1.

— 1—a
Proof. One may derive that G(z) = < <%> for x > x7 and sequentially that h*(z) = 21

xT

for © > xp and G (p) = zp(a(l — p))a%ll for p > 1 —1/a. The result then follows from
Theorem B2 O

Corollary exemplifies that the asymptotic growth of E[Trp] may be specified in some
cases. However, it is often non-trivial to analyse the behaviour of F(G* (p)) or equivalently
h*(G* (p)). Theorem [B4] aims to overcome this problem if F € MDA(A) by presenting a
relation between h*(G* (p)) and norming constants ¢, of F', which can often be found in the
large body of literature on extreme value theory.

Theorem 3.4. Assume F' € MDA(A) and xr = oo, and let ¢, dy, be such that ¢, "(F" —d,,) LN
A. Define \™ = (1 —n~1)/E[B] so that p™ =1 —n~1.

(i) If there exists a > 0 and a slowly varying function l(x) such that —log F(x) ~ l(z)z® as
x — 00, then h*(z) ~ al(x)x®~ ! if and only if

fliminf inf {logh*(tz) — logh*(z)} > 0. 3.5
inflim in teﬂ} {log h*(tx) —log h*(x)} = (3.5)

If B3A) holds, then IE[TI%)] ~ % as n — oo.

(i) If there exists a function I(z) : [0,00) — R, liminf, o l(z) > 1 such that for all A >0

—log F(\z) + log F(x)

mhﬁnolo i) = log(A) (3.6)
and L = lim,_,o hﬁg) exists in [0, 00|, then lim, . %E[T(")] e L.



The same results hold if xr < 0o, provided that the F(-) and h*(-) in (i) and (ii) are replaced
by F(zr — 1) and h*(zg — 1) /(-)2, respectively.

Remark 1. Condition (B3] in part (i) of Theorem B4l is a Tauberian condition, and origins
from Theorem 1.7.5 in Bingham et al. [6]. A Tauberian theorem makes assumptions on a
transformed function (here 2*), and uses these assumptions to deduce the asymptotic behaviour
of that transform. It is non-restrictive in the sense the result in the theorem holds, i.e. if
h*(z) ~ al(x)x*!, then obviously condition (B.35]) is met and therefore the Tauberian condition
does not restrict the class of functions F' to which the theorem applies. However, condition (3.3])
is necessary for the result to hold. The interested reader is referred to Section XIIL.5 in Feller

| and Section 1.7 in Bingham et al. ﬂa]

Theorem 2.4] implies that ¢, ~ 1/h*(G* (1 — n~!)) for many distributions in MDA(A).
As ¢, may be chosen as 1/h*(F*< (1 —n~1)), Theorem B4 implicitly states conditions under
which lim,, 0o B* (G (L= n™1)) /R*(F (1 —n"1)) = limyy (1 — y) 2F (G (y))G(F (y)) exists,
and exploits this limit to write E[TF(%)] as function of ¢, rather than of h*(G (1 —n~1)). As to
illustrate the implications of Theorem B4l the exact asymptotic behaviour of several well-known
distributions is presented in Table [11

We take a brief moment to compare the asymptotic mean sojourn time under FB to that
under SRPT in M/GI/1 models. Clearly, FB can perform no better than SRPT due to SRPT’s
optimality ﬂﬂ] The ratio of their respective mean sojourn time is shown to be unbounded
if the job sizes are Exponentially distributed or if the job size distribution has finite support
ﬂil, @, @, @], but bounded if the job sizes are Pareto distributed E, @] To the best of the
authors’ knowledge, no results of this nature are known if job sizes are Weibull distributed.

The following corollary specifies the asymptotic advantage of SRPT over FB if the job sizes
are Pareto distributed, and presents the first such results for Weibull distributed job sizes. Its
statements follow directly from Corollaries 1 and 2 in Lin et al. ﬂﬁ] and the earlier results in
this section.

Corollary 3.5. The following relations hold as p 1 1:
(i) If F(x) = (x/zr)"% x>z >0 and a € (1,2), then E[Trg]/E[Tsrpr] ~ o2
(ii) If F(z) = (x/x)"% 2z > 21 > 0 and a > 2, then E[Tyg]/E[Tsrpt] ~ aeT,
(iii) If F(z) = e’ 2 > 0 and 8 > 0, then E[Tpp]/E[Tsrpr] ~ Blog (fp)

Now that the asymptotic behaviour of the mean sojourn time under FB has been quantified,
it is natural to investigate more complex characteristics. One such characteristic is the behaviour
of the tail of the sojourn time distribution, where one usually starts by analysing the distribution
of the sojourn time normalized by its mean, Ty /E[Trp]. The following theorem indicates that
this random variable converges to zero in probability, meaning that almost every job experiences
a sojourn time that is significantly shorter than the mean sojourn time as p 1 1:

Theorem 3.6. If either
e 1p =00 and either B(F) > —2 or —oo < B(F) < a(F) < =2, or
e 1 <00 and —co < B(F(zr— ()™1)) < a(F(zr — ()71)) <0, or

e F € MDA(A),

then E%EB} 20 as pT1.



Distribution c.c.d.f. F or p.d.f. F’ L | E[Twg] ~
Exponential-like F(x) ~ Ke he K,u>0 - 12[4:([1';—2%
Weibull-like F(m) ~ Kl'ae_uxﬁ Ka M, ﬂ > 07 acR - BMl//B]E[Bﬂl/Bfl
2(1—p) log<1f1p)
_ B a-1_,-Bz E[B?]8
Gamma F'(z) = NOK le=# a,3>0 | 21=p) e
N 1 Fl(g) = _L_—22/2 E[BQ]log<ﬁ)
orma (w) - ﬁe S Vet 5 1/2
e 7 E[B?]log(
Lognormal Fl(z) = ﬁ;e—aeg(m)—uﬁ/(%% o>0,peR o2 i g(1f><4 T
TOX 1 og(4m)+loglo, —
av/2(1—p) exp |:l;+0<\/2 log<ﬁ)— = 22 logg(l/g(l—p)) L ):|
- o o)
Finite Exponential F(z) = Ke *r~* K,pu>0,2 <zp BN 777 § ey
1
o e 2PE[B?],/Blog(
Benktander-I F(z) = <1 +28 log(x)> o >0,z>1 % 1<1 pl)
(1—p) exp l:—aTH—&—\/iog(}jp)]
« ¢~ (Blog(z)?*+(a+1) log(z))
T — —(1-8) — S (=P -1) _ al/PE[B?]
Benktander-II F(z)==x e B a>00<pf<l,z>1 AT
281/8=1(1-p) 10g(ﬁ)

Table 1: Asymptotic expressions for the mean sojourn time for several well-known distributions in MDA (A), characterized by either
their tail distribution or their probability density function (p.d.f.). These expressions follow from Table 3.4.4 in Embrechts et al. ﬂg]
through Theorem [3:4] where it is assumed that relation (3.35]) holds.




Theorem indicates that a decreasing fraction of jobs experiences a sojourn time of at
least duration E[TFg]. Our final main result aims to specify both the size of this fraction, and
the growth factor of the associated jobs’ sojourn time.

The intuition from the proof of Theorem B suggests that Trp scales as (1 — p)~2, but
only for jobs of size at least G (p). This makes it conceivable that the scaled probability
P((1 — p)*Trg > y)/F (G (p)) may be of ©(1) as p 1 1. Theorem [B7 confirms this hypothesis,
and additionally shows that the residual sojourn time T3y with density P(Typ > z)/E[T¥g]
scales as (1 — p)~2.

Theorem 3.7. Assume F' € MDA(H), where H is an extreme value distributions with finite
(24 €)-th moment for some e > 0. Let r(H) be as in relation B3). Then (1— p)>*Tiy converges
to a non-degenerate random variable with monotone density g* as p T 1, and

P(1-p)°Trs >y)
BB G Y .1

almost everywhere. Here,

() = /0 () Swg(t ) <1 - ”>p(H) dv, (3.8)

t
e AE[B*]v2 \/E t ot 1 t
t = — 4E[5*]v2 Frfe | — 3.9
90:v) = R[5 <VWE[B*] 2[5 e <2u E[B*]))  89)
and p(H) = 3257 if H=®q,a>2; p(H) =1 if H=A and p(H) = 57 if H = ¥s,a > 0.
All theorems presented in this section are now proven in order. First, Theorems [B.1] and
are proven in Section @l Then, Theorem B4l is justified in Section Bl Finally, Sections [6 and [7
respectively validate Theorems and 3.7

4 Asymptotic behaviour of the mean sojourn time

In this section, we prove Theorems B.1] and in order. The intuition behind the theorems is
that jobs of size x can only be completed once the server has finished processing of all jobs of
size at most x. Additionally, jobs of size x experience a system with job sizes B; A x since no
job will receive more than x units of processing as long as there are size x jobs in the system.
One thus expects all jobs of size x to stay in the system for the duration of a remaining busy
period in the truncated system, which is expected to last for O(E[(B A z)?]/(1 — p,)?) time.

Now, if E[B?] < oo and zy is such that (1 —p)/(1 — pay) = v € (1 — p, 1), then one can see
from (2.10) that
Ama (x%)

2
It turns out that the asymptotic behaviour of (1 — p)2E[Tg] is now determined by the fraction
of jobs for which v takes values away from zero.

If instead E[B?] = oo, then it will be shown that the growth rate of the second term in (2.
is bounded by the growth rate of G(x). It turns out that the sojourn time is of the same order
as the time that a job receives service, which is of order O(z/(1 — py)).

Both theorems follow after integrating E[TFp(z)] over all possible values of z, as shown in
(22). By integrating by parts, we find that the first integral in ([22]) can be rewritten as

oz [~ F(x) * pF(x)? .
f e = [ e [ g e

© rF(x)?
+ )\/0 7(1 =) dx.

(1 - p)E[Tep (%)) = v(1 — p)a + v (4.1)

_)\Ogl—p
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Similarly, the second integral can be rewritten as

* Amg(x) F(x)? o )2 WM .
/0 2(1 — pg)? dF(z )\/ (1 — py)? d +>\/0 (1= p)3 dz,

and therefore

E[TFB]=llog%+2A/ow%dx+v/odex

A C1—p 1—p, (1= pz)?
_ E[B] o 1 © zF(x) . 02 [ ma(z)F(x) .
=R [ GGt g [ 6w, ()

We will now derive Theorems [3.1] and from this relation.

4.1 General Matuszewska indices

This section proves Theorem B.Jl Relation (£2) will be analysed separately for the cases —oo <
B(F) < a(F) < -2 and —2 < B(F) < a(F) < 1, which will be referred to as the finite and the
infinite variance case, respectively. The finite variance case also considers —oco < B(F(zr—(-)71).
Note that we always have S8(F(xr — (-)™!)) < a(F(zg — (-)71)) < 0 since F(xg — (-)~!) is non-
increasing. Prior to further analysis, however, we introduce several results that will facilitate
the analysis.

Lemma 4.1. Let fi(-), f2(-) be positive functions.

(i) If a(f1), a(f2) < oo, then a(fi-f2) < a(f1)+a(f2) and, assuming that fi is non-decreasing,
a(fre fa) < alfi) - alfa).

(ii) If B(f1),B(f2) > —oo, then B(f1 - f2) > B(f1) + B(f2) and, assuming that fi is non-
increasing, B(f10 f2) = B(f1) - B(f2).

Lemma 4.2. Let f be positive. If a(f) <0, then lim,_ f(z) = 0.

Lemma 4.3 (Bingham et al. ﬂa Theorem 2.6.1). Let f be positive and locally integrable on
[X,00). Let g(z) := [y f(t)/tdt. If B(f) >0, then liminf, o f(z)/g(x) > 0

Lemma 4.4 (Bingham et al. ﬂa], Theorem 2.6.3). Let f be positive and measurable. Let g(x) :=
L5 f@)/tat.

(i) If a(f) <0, then g(z) < oo for all large x.

(ii) If B(f) > —o, then limsup, o, f(x)/g(z) < o

Lemma 4.5. Ifzg = oo, then a(G) < a(F)+1 and B@) > B(F)+1. Alternatively, if v < oo,
then a(G(zp — ()71) < a(F(zp = ()71) =1 and B(G(zr — ()71) = B(F(zr — ()71) — L.

Lemma 4.6. If zp = oo and B(F) > —oo, then (G (1 — (:)71)) > —1/(B(F) + 1) and
a(G“(l—(-)* )) < —1/(a(F)+1). Alternatively, if tr < oo and B(F(xgr—(-)"1)) > —oo, then
BG=(A=()) = =1/(B(F(zr—()"")—1) and a(G=(1-(-)7")) S—l/(@(F(xR—(')*l))—l)-
Corollary 4.7. If zgp = oo and B(F) > —oo, then B(F(G*(1 — ()71)) > &%—ﬁ and

a(F(GE(1—-()™hH) < a_(%()?l. Alternatively, if g < oo and B(F(xr — (-)71)) > —o0, then
T (1 — (N-1))) > BEEr=()"") T (1 — ()-1))) <« —2Fl@r—()"")
BIFG (1L~ ()71) 2 Z2EenI ) ang a(F(G(1 - ()71) < Salflentit

11



Lemma [4.1] states some closure properties of Matuszewska indices. Lemma gives a suf-
ficient condition for f to vanish. Lemmas and 4] state helpful results on the asymptotic
behaviour of the ratio between a function and certain integrals over this function, depending on
its Matuszewska indices. Lemmas and and Corollary 7] specify and append the earlier
lemmas by giving bounds on the Matuszewska indices of G and the composition of F' and G* .
The proofs of Lemmas [T, 2] and [0 along with several additional results, are postponed
to Appendix [Al Corollary 7] follows immediately from Lemmas ] and

4.1.1 Finite variance

In this section, we assume either zp = oo and —oo < B(F) < a(F) < —2, or g < oo and
B(F(zr —(-)71)) > —oo. If g = oo, then a((-)?*F(+)) < 0 and thus E[B?] =2 [[°tF(t)dt < oo
by Lemma BE4(i); if xg < oo then clearly E[B?] < occ.
Noting that G¥ is a continuous, strictly increasing function, it follows that the function
z, = GT <1 — 1;/’1*7”) is well-defined for all v € (1 — p,1). For this choice of x, we have
1— dG(zy) _ 1-

_ p) __ 1 .
=vand —* = =L, and therefore relation (4.2) becomes

P P
P

lfpzz

)2 %) _ 2 .
(1 — p)*E[Trg] = E[B](; ) log 1 i p + Qp/o ( L=p > xF(x)dG(x)

1—p,
P2 1=p\’ ma(a)F(x)
i), (1g) ", e
_EB-p?, 1

p
1 — — _ — —
—|—2(1—p)/ G“(l—l—pl V>F<G“<1—1—’01 ”)) dv
1-p p v p v
1
+L | vma (e (1- =2 Flge(1-—=2 dv.
BB, PR ;v

Dividing both sides by F(G* (p)) yields

(1= pBlTen] _ EIBI0-p)? | 1
F(G=(p)) pF(G=(p)) ~1—p

i G L Gl (g K

+L/11 um2<G“ (1—1_‘)1_”))?(6:%_(1_%%)) dv

E[B] Ji_,
=1(p) +1L(p) + I(p) (4.3)

We will show that I(p) +1I(p) = o(1) and III(p) = ©(1). Assume xr = co. Then, by Lemma [41]
and Corollary [£.7] we find that

o(I(1 = ()7 < a(()7) + a(l/F(G=(1 = ()71)) + allog())

B — e = o, BF)
=-2-BFG"1-()hH)+0< 2+ﬁ(?)+1

<0, (4.4)

and consequently I(p) = o(1) as p T 1 by Lemma [£.2]

12



Next, fix 0 < & < 2 - 2L Substitution of w = 2572 in T1(p) yields

0 -2
I(p) = _2(1—/)))/1 L ( pp—i—w) G (1 —w HFGT (1 —w))dw

FG(p) i 1o \1-
20—p)* = [ e “INF(e -
<m/1 w G (1 —w HF(GT(1 —w™h)) dw.

Let g(w) denote the integrand in the last line. A similar analysis to (£4]) indicates that the term
in front of the integral vanishes as p T 1, so we only need to show that the integral is bounded.
This is implied by Lemma [4](i) after noting that

a(g) < —e+a(GT(1- () +aFGT(1-()) < -1-e<0,

where the inequalities follow from Lemmas [£] and and Corollary [£.71
Lastly, we wish to show that III(p) = ©(1). Observe that

o PO () e T O )
tm(p) < Kl [ G+ ALY /T R
o [T7 pw [ p PG —wh) .
§2pE[B]/1 Tp<rp+w> Gy e B
2K [B*] ﬁwﬁ(c&u— w1)) 9R[B*] (15 flw)/w
<=7 T FG ) MTEEI=T, L7 Ty e EE
where f(w) = w?F(G<(1 — w™!)). Lemma ETl and Corollary BT then state that B(f) >
2— 3 Iff)p) > 0, and therefore Lemma implies

. ™ fww f) -
l‘r‘;ﬁ“p/l e [hyri?éf I w)/wdw} R

As such, limsup 4 I(p) < oo.
In order to show liminf,4 III(p) > 0, fix ¢ € (0,1) and let 6, := (1 — p)/(cp +1 —p). One
1

may then readily verify that III(p) > Ama(G< (1 — ¢)) fé? vdv — % > 0.

The g = oo case is concluded once we prove limy h*(G(p)) = 0. To this end, write
h* (G (p)) as 2F(G<(1 — 271))/E[B], where z = (1 — p)~!. The claim then follows from
Lemma after noting that

_ 1
PG - <al)+aFG1-()"H)<1- OL() = <0,
(G (1= (7)) S a0) +oFE (1= (7)) £ 1= = -
where the inequalities follow from Lemma [£] and Corollary E1]
The xr < 0o case can be proven similarly. In that case, one fixes 1 < e < 2— B? ; (;R (§)1>)))
and obtains a(I(1—(-)7!) < —2+ BF@a—() ")) 0, a(q) < —e— alf@r=()" N+ <1 o

BEF@r—()71))-1 a(F(zr—()"1)-1

and B(f) > 2 — B(Bf(fm(zli(-g—)l)))zl > 0. The claim h*(G* (p)) — oo follows from Lemma 25

4.1.2 Infinite variance

Assume B(F) > —2 and recall that mo(z) = 2E[B] [ tdG(t) = 2E[B] ([, G(t) dt — 2G(x)). By
Lemmas [£1] and A5 one sees that B((-)G(-)) > 0 and therefore it follows from Lemma [£.3] that

FG(t)dt
lim sup mg(ac_) = limsup M -1 < o0. (4.5)
z—oo 2E[BlzG(x) z—oo  G(2)

13



Also, since B((-)F(-)) > —oo, Lemma F4((ii) indicates that

lim sup a:_F—() = lim sup w

Consequently, it follows from relation ([42]) that, for some C, D > 0 and all p sufficiently close
to one, we have

E[B] 1 o TF(z) 1 * mo(x) o F(x)
HTrw] < = Fog 1= p“/o m‘”(f” | S T e e

E[B],, (z) 1 1
<— P +C/ G 1_pG(x)dG(x)§Dlog1_

and therefore E[Typ] = O (log 1T1p>

4.2 Special cases

This section proves Theorem The maximum domain of attraction of each of the extreme
value distributions are considered in order, followed by a distribution with an atom in its right
endpoint. The Fréchet and Weibull cases follow rapidly from Theorem B and the Dominated
Convergence Theorem. The same approach works for the Gumbel case, although Theorem B.1]
is not directly applicable. Finally, the atom case follows readily by analysing the sojourn time
of maximum-sized jobs.

4.2.1 Fréchet(a) and Weibull(«)

Theorem 3.3.7 in Embrechts et al. ﬂg] states that F' € MDA(®,,) if and only if F(z) = L(z)z~*
is regularly varying with index —a. Karamata’s theorem |6, Theorem 1.5.11] then states that
E[B|G(z) ~ zF(z)/(a — 1) is regularly varying with index —(a — 1). Consequently, The-
orem 1.5.12 in Bingham et al. ﬂa] states that G (1—1/x) is regularly varying with index 1/(a—1)
and therefore F(G* (1 —1/x)) is regularly varying with index —a/(a — 1) |6, Proposition 1.5.7].

First assume o > 2. We saw in Section [LI.1] that the asymptotic behaviour of E[TFg] is
identical to the asymptotic behaviour of term III(p) (cf. relation (£3)). Now, the Uniform

Convergence Theorem ﬂa Theorem 1.5.2] states that M — (%)a/ (e=1) uniformly for

v—(1-p)
p

all 0 < ¢ < z,y < oo. Therefore, we substitute w = and exploit the Dominated

Convergence Theorem to obtain

lim ITT
pT1 ( )

e [t (- (1 4200 m) Fle-(-5)

o1 E[B L—p+pw (G ()

CEBY P 1w\ o nfla—1)  a
~ E[B] /0 w(T) do =Bl T a =1

!

Similarly, Theorem 3.3.12 in Embrechts et al. ﬂﬂ] states that F' € MDA (¥,), « > 0, if and only
if zp < 0o and F(zp — 27 1) = L(z)z~° is regularly varying with index —a. The corresponding
result then follows after noting that E[B]G(zg — 27 !) ~ L(z)z=%"1/(a+ 1) is regularly varying

with index —(a 4 1) and w — (%)a/(aﬂ) uniformly for all 0 < ¢ < z,y < cc.

14



Finally, assume F' € MDA(®,),« € (1,2). Then, Karamata’s Theorem implies mo(z) =
2 [ yF(y)dy ~ 22°F(x)/(2 — @) as * — oo. We analyse relation and again exploit the
Dominated Convergence Theorem to find

Bt} = = Mon = w20 [T s a6
p> [ my(x)F(z) (1-G(x))?
Y, o ser e
1 Loy 2 (a—1)2E[B]? [' (1-y)?
~ E[B]log Tt 2(a — 1)E[B]/O a—m)? PZ)z dy + E[B] ( 5 z a[ ] /0 ((1 _ jy)):s d
a—1)? o

~ E[B] log - i + 2(a — 1)E[B] log : i . + 2 5 i)aE[B] log : i Pl aE[B] log -

as p T 1.

4.2.2 Gumbel

If € MDA(A), then so is G by Lemma [2.6] and we may choose h* as the auxiliary function of
G. Propositions 0.9(a), 0.10 and 0.12 in Resnick ] together state that

@) = AT~ e
ag(r) = (G (1 —1/z)) zF(G(1—1/z))

is O—Varyingﬂ, implying that F(G (1 — 1/z)) is (—1)-varying.

Following the analysis in Section LTIl we obtain a(I) = —1 < 0 as before. Consider term
II(p). By Markov’s inequality, we have G(x) < E[B*]/z. Substituting + = G (1 — w™?!) then
yields G (1 — w1) < E[B*]w, and hence

20=p) [* p [ p s IS -

_ 2E[BY)(1 - p)*/?
= OPRG ()

/OO w?F(GC(1 —w™h)) dw.
1

The term in front of the integral and the integrand both have upper Matuszewska index —1/2,
and therefore II(p) — 0.

Lastly, consider term III(p). The relation limsup 4 I1I(p) < oo follows analogously to the
analysis in Section LTIl Then, along the lines of Section 2] one may apply the Uniform
Convergence Theorem and the Dominated Convergence Theorem to derive the theorem state-
ment.

4.2.3 Atom in right endpoint

First, we show that I(p) +1I(p) = o(1). Lemma [ZTlstates that lim,, h*(x) = oo, and therefore

1—p) log =—
lim41 I(p) = lim,pq % = 0. Also, G is bounded from above by xr and consequently

. . 2(1— : 2z
llmpTl II(p) S hmpTl ﬁ TR — llmpTl WM =0.

It remains to show that I1I(p) — E[B*] and F(G* (p)) — p as p T 1. The following lemma
facilitates the analysis of this term. The proof the lemma is postponed until the end of this
section.

!The propositions regard II- and I-varying functions; we consider these classes in Section [Bl
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Lemma 4.8. Let f : D — R be any quction that maps D C R onto R, and assume that
limy1,, f(y) = p for some x in the closure D of D. Then, there exist z > 0 and q > 0 such that

fle—y)<p+aqy (4.6)
for all y € (0, 2] that satisfy x —y € D.

Let q > 0 and 6* > 0 be such that F(zr — ) < p+ ¢d for all § € (0,5*]. Tt follows that
E[B|G(z) = [T" F(y)dy ~ p(zr — x) as © 1 zp, and hence 2z — G (u) ~ E[B](1 — u)/p as
u T 1. F1x e > 0 and let u* € (0,1) be such that xg — G (u) < (1 + ¢)E[B](1 — u)/p for all
u € (u*,1). Now, for all u > py := max{u*,1 —pd*/((1 +¢)E[B])} we have

p<F(G(w) < p+ (1+E[B)( —w) = p+pi(1 ~ u) (4.7)

and hence, for § = q(1 + )E[B]/p?, the relations

Fnl l1-—pl—v
1 F(G“(l—TpT)) 1-pl—v 1-p1
= < = <l+qg————<1+q——-
1+q(1-p) F(G<(p)) PV

hold for all v > 2 o0 P> Po-
Consider term IH( ). On the one hand, we find

Ly (e 1 _png))d

lim sup ITI(p) < limsup v
o1 ot E[B] ( )
E[B? 01, -
< lim sup 5] / — { p} dv
pT1 E[B] 1-p p P
2 _ 2 _
< lim sup EBT] 1-p EB ] ~1 P E[B"]

+ q
ot PE[B|1—p-py  2E[B] E[B] p

On the other hand, we have

— 1
lim inf I11I(p) > lim inf pm2(G (po)) / v
P! ptl E[B] e 1+4(1—p)

o pma(G(py) 1 (1= N o maAGT () e
_hrf}#lnf 9E[B] 1+q(1—p) (1 <1—P'Po>>_ E[B?] EIB)

E[B*]F(G—(p) ., PEIB'] .o
(1-p)? (1-p)?
p 1 1. Here, the last equivalence follows from (7). The section is concluded with the proof of

Lemma

Since pg may be chosen arbitrarily close to unity, we find E[Typg] ~

Proof of Lemma [.8 Without loss of generality, we assume that (z — 1,z) C D. For sake of
finding a contradiction, assume that the above statement is not true, i.e. for all z > 0 and all
q > 0 there exists £ € (0, z] such that

flx =& >p+qé (4.8)

Define z; :=1,q; := 1 and let & € (0,1] be such that (@8] holds with ¢ = ¢; and £ = &. By
definition of the left limit, for any € > 0 there exists n* > 0 such that f(x —n) < p+ ¢ for
all n € (0,7*]. In particular, by choosing ¢ = ¢1&; we obtain n* =: 95 < & < 2z such that
flx—mn) <p+qé for all n € (0,n3].
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Define z9 := min{nj, 1/2} and set ¢ := 1/25. Again, there exists £ € (0, 23] such that (L8]
holds for ¢ = ¢2 and & = &. By repeating the above procedure we obtain three sequences
(Gn)nen, (zn)nen and (&, )nen such that g, = 1/z,, 0 < zp41 < &, < 2, < 1/n and

f(.%' - gn) >p+ Qngn (4.9)

for all n € N. From these properties, one may additionally deduce that &, > 1/¢,+1,&, | 0 and
Gn — 0.

We will obtain a contradiction by showing that (g, )nen also converges as n — co. Assume
that lim sup,, ,.; ¢né&n > 0. Then, relation (£9) implies limsup,,_, . f(z —&,) > limsup,,_,.o p+
Gn&n > p which contradicts the lemma assumptions. Therefore, limsup,,_, ., ¢,&, must equal
zero. It then follows that 0 < limsup,,_,o ¢n/qn+1 < limsup,,_,o ¢n&, = 0 and as such the ratio
test states that the sequence (g, )nen converges. O

Note that Lemma can be applied generally to yield lower and upper bounds for f(y)
around any point « € D for which either limyq, f(y) or lim,, f(y) exists.

5 Asymptotic behaviour of h*(G* (p)) if I € MDA(A)

This section is dedicated to the proof of Theorem B4l Theorem 2.4] states that ¢, may be
chosen as 1/h*(F* (1 —n"1)), so that the theorem follows from Theorem B2 after analysing the
limit lim,,—yo0 K* (G (1 = n™ 1)) /A*(F(1 = n71)) = limyy (1 — y) ?F(G (y))G(F< (y)). The
proof heavily relies upon the work by De Haan ﬁé] and Resnick Nﬁ], who both consider I'- and
II-varying functions:

Definition 5.1. A function U : (xp,zr) — R,limgq,, U(x) = oo is in the class of I'-varying
functions if it is non-decreasing, and there exists a function f: (zr,xr) — R>o satisfying

Ul +itf(z) _
l}g}l{ TG e (5.1)

for all t € R. The function f(-) is called an auzxiliary function and is unique up to asymptotic
equivalence.

Definition 5.2. A function V : (x1,00) = Rxq is in the class of Il-varying functions if it is
non-decreasing, and there exist functions a(x) > 0,b(x) € R, such that

lim V(tz) — b(x)

200 a(;c)

= logt (5.2)

for allt € R. The function a(-) is called an auziliary function and is unique up to asymptotic
equivalence.

It turns out that I'- and II-varying functions are closely related to MDA(A). In particu-
lar, if ' € MDA(A) with auxiliary function 1/h*, then Proposition 1.9 in Resnick [21] states
that Up = 1/F € T' with auxiliary function frp := 1/h*. Proposition 0.9(a) then states

that Ve() == UL (1) = (%)H() = F*(1-()"') € II with auxiliary function ap(-) =

fr(Us () =1/h*(F~(1—(-)"1)). Similarly, using Lemma[Z6] we find that Ug := 1/G € T and
Va() =U& (1) =G (1—(-)7!) € II with auxiliary function ag(-) := 1/h*(G* (1 — (-)71)).
Now, since Theorem Z 4] states that the norming constants ¢,, may be chosen as 1/h*(F* (1—
1/n)), we are done once we show that lim,, . ¢,hA* (G (1 —1/n)) = lim,; 3283 tends to the
right quantity for all cases in the theorem.
Corollary 3.4 in De Haan ﬂﬂ states that? limgq,,, = ac; = ¢71 € ]0,00] if and only if there

exist a positive function b(x) with limg,, b(x) = £ and constants by > 0 and bs € R such that

2Here, we denote 07! = +o0.
3Their paper only considers the 2z = co case; however, the proof also holds for finite .
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=bs+ [y b(t)dt and Vi (z) ~ boV© (P(x)) as z T ar. As Vo (2) = (Us©)" () ~ Us(2)
p 44], this is equ1valent to finding a function P(z), of the given form, that satisfies
<—
lim G(P(x)) = lim Ur(z) lim Ve ()

tten boF(x)  oter baUa(P(x))  ater baVE (P(z)) L (5.3)

We use the following lemma, proven at the end of this section, to construct a suitable P(z):

Lemma 5.3. Let F be a c.d.f. Then, there exists a strictly increasing, continuous c.d.f. Fy(x)
satisfying both F1+(z) ~ F(x) and G(Fr(z)) ~ G(F(z)) as T xg.

As G (Fy(x)) is strictly increasing, there exists a positive function b(-) such that [ b(t) dt =
G (Fy(x)). Therefore, we see that (L.3]) is satisfied with by =1 and b3 = 0. The result follows
once we show that

P “(F
lim b(z) = lim L&) =y ECF@) (5.4)
if zgr = 00, and once we show that
P - P -G (F
lim b(z) = lim Plar) = P@) _ 21 = GT(F(2) =¢. (5.5)
zTx R e TR — X zTx R TR—X

if zp < oo.

The right-hand sides of both (5.4]) and (5.5]) depend on the function G (F(x)). The advant-
age of this representation is apparent from the following key relation, which connects G (F'(x))
to h*(x):

E[B]h*(z) = exp [/m h*(t) dt] . (5.6)

G (F())
Relation (5.0) follows readily from h*(z) = —=Llog G(z). In the upcoming analysis, we first
focus on (B.4]) and then consider (5.5]).
5.1 Infinite support

First assume 2 = co. The following theorem relates the assumptions on F(x) to properties of

h*(x):
Theorem 5.4 (Beirlant et al. ﬂa], Theorem 2.1).

(i) If there exists a > 0 and a slowly varying function l(x) such that —log F(x) ~ l(z)z® as
x — 00, then h*(z) ~ al(x)x® ! as x — oo if and only if

limliminf inf {logh*(tz) — log h*(z)} > 0. 5.7
imliminf inf {log h* (tz) — log h*(x)} = (5.7)

(i) If there exists a function I(z) : [0,00) — R, liminf,_, l(z) > 1 such that for all A >0

lim = log F'(\z) + log F'(x)
T—00 I(x)

= log(\), (5.8)

then I(z) is slowly varying and h*(x) ~ (l(x) — 1)/z as x — oo.

The cases in Theorem B4 correspond to the cases in Theorem (.4l We will consider the
implications of Theorem 5.4 as to derive the results presented in Theorem [3.41
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(i) Assume h*(z) ~ al(z)z*" ! a > 0, and note that

L log(BBIA (@) |~ log(B[Blal(x)) — (o — 1) log(x)

T—00 xh*(x) T—00 al(z)z®

=0.

We will prove the relation lim, .o G (F(z))/x = 1 by contradiction. Specifically, if
limsup,_,.o G (F(z))/x > 1 then there exists ¢ > 0 and a sequence (Zy,)nen, Tn — 00,
such that G (F(zy))/zn > 1+ ¢ for all n € N. The Uniform Convergence Theorem ﬂa,
Theorems 1.2.1 and 1.5.2] then implies

—log(E[B]h* (zn)) _ /G“F(%)) ORI /GWF(xn))/mn W (t)
Ty 1

Tnh*(zy) Tnh*(zy) h*(xy)
e R (1) e 1 1
> R —— ~ a— = o @ _
> /1 7 () dr /1 T dr=a (1+¢)*—1)

for every n € N. However, this contradicts with lim, W = 0 and it follows that

liminf, oo G (F(x))/x < 1. Similarly, one may show that liminf, ,.. G (F(z))/x > 1
and therefore lim,_, oo G (F(z))/x =1 as claimed.

(ii) Alternatively, assume h*(z) ~ (I(z) — 1)/x and denote L = lim,_, log(z)/l(x) € [0, 00].
Then Lemma 2.5 states that {(x) — oo and as such

iy —Lo8E[BI () _ .~ log(E[B]) —log(i(x) — 1) + log()

~ L. (5.9)
Now, if L = 0 then the analysis in (i) yields lim, ;o G (F(7))/x =1 =¢€°. If L € (0,00)
then (5.6) and (5.9) imply

— log (E[B]h*()) G ()

L=1i = i
1 G (F(x)) _
~ lm / I(t) =1 log(xz) log(t) a4t
z—o0 log(x) J, logt Il(z)—1 t

o log? (G (F(x))) —log?(x)
t dt—xlg]go 2log(z) ’

I
Writing G (F(x)) = u(x)z, u(z)x — oo, now yields

L = lim log(u(z)) (1 " Zlog(x)

T—00

from which we conclude u(z) — e” and consequently lim, ,., G (F(z))/z = e”.

Finally, if L = oo then h*(z) | 0 and therefore G (F(z)) > = by (56). For sake of
contradiction, assume liminf, . G (F(z))/x < oco. Then there exists My > 1 such that
for all M > My there exists a sequence (zp)nen, Tn — 00, such that G (F(xy,))/x, < M
for every n € N. A similar analysis as in (i) then shows that this contradicts relation (59,
and therefore lim, ,oo G (F(x))/z = oc.

5.2 Finite support

Now assume xgr < co. Theorem 4] states that F'(z) can be represented as
— xT
F(x) = c(z) exp {—/ g(t)h* (1) dt} . 2<z<azp,
4
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where ¢ and ¢ are measurable functions satisfying c¢(z) — ¢ > 0,¢9(t) — 1 as « 1 zg, and
the auxiliary function fr(-) = 1/h*() is positive, absolutely continuous and has density ff(z)
satisfying limg1,,, f}-(z) = 0. It is easily verified that the function F(z) := F(xg — 27 1),z >
(rr — 2)71, is also in MDA(A) with auxiliary function foo(z) := 22/h*(zg — 2~1). From this
representation it is easy to obtain a finite-support equivalent of Theorem (.4t

Corollary 5.5. Assume xr < 00.

(i) If there exists a > 0 and a slowly varying function l(x) such that —log F(xgr — 7 !) ~
I(z)x® as x — oo, then h*(xgr — 2~ 1) ~ al(z)z**! as x — oo if and only if

limliminf inf {logh (xp — (tx)™1) —logh*(zg — ) — 2log(t)} > 0. (5.10)
M1 z—00 te[l,)]

(i) If there exists a function I(z) : [0,00) — R, liminf, . l(z) > 1 such that for all A >0

—log F(xp — 4+ logFlep —z 1
iy 198 (xr— (Az)™ ) +log F(xp —x™ ")

lim. @) = log(\), (5.11)

then () is slowly varying and h*(zg — x~') ~ (I(x) — 1)z as © — oo.

Again, the cases in Theorem B.4] correspond to the cases in Corollary The proof for the
finite support case is similar to the infinite support case, yet we state it for completeness. Note
that h*(z) — oo as x T g in both cases, and therefore w > 1 for all z sufficiently

R—T
close to xp by (B.6]).

(i) Assume h*(zr — 27 1) ~ al(z)z**!,a > 0, and note that

i Zlog(E[BIA*(x) .~ log(E[B]h*(zr —y "))
ateg  (xr — x)h*(x) y—o0 h*(zr —y=1)/y
—log(E[B]ad(y)) — (o + 1) log(y)

= 1. - O
yo0 ol (y)y~

zr—G~(F(z))

Py = 1 by contradiction. By our previous remark, we

We will show that lim,_ .

only need show limsup,_, W < 1. If this is false, then there exists ¢ € (0,1)
and a sequence (zp,)neN, Tn T TR, such that % < 1—e¢for all n € N. As before,

the Uniform Convergence Theorem ﬂa Theorems 1.2.1 and 1.5.2] then implies

<J%@wwwm>:/“ww” LSOy

TR — Tp)h*(x, o TR — xp)h* (2,

(n — 2B >/ﬁ <;@REQRE%VI)&
TR—Tn TZh*(ﬂUR — (TR — zn))

U h*(2g — (vg — xp)7 1Y) Yoati iy _ )
=) i a0

Zh*(xR - (xR — In

zp—G (F(zn))

for every n € N, which contradicts with limq,, % 0.

(i) Now, assume h*(zgr — 27 1) ~ (I(x) — 1)x and let L = lim, .o log(z)/l(x) € [0,0q].
Lemma 28] implies [(z) — oo, so that

o ZOREIBI ) ) —loR(EIB) 1) losts) _
A on— ok @) I(y) - L 613
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If L = 0, then lim, w = 1 = €Y by the analysis in (i). Alternatively, if

L € (0,00) then (5:6) and (5.12) imply

L= lim BEBINE) / iy,
Tz R (CCR — x)h*(m) xR G+ (F(z)) (xR — CE)h*(CC)
l_x * _ 1
— lim R h 2(.%'5 T ) dr
wen) Lo (xr —x)T?h* (xR — (xr — x))
1 -1
— him 1 /sz I(r) =1 log((zp —x)"") log(7) dr
A Toalen — 27D og(r) g o) )1

1
rp—G< (F(x))

1
1 TR—G— (F@) |
lim / r-G- (F@) log(T) dr
ateg log(ag —x) J_1_ T

. log?(xp — G (F(x))) — log*(zp — =)
= lim
- 2log(zr — x)

Write G (F(z)) = g — (zr — x)u(z) where (xp — x)u(x) — 0 for all = sufficiently close
to xr. One then obtains

L = lim log(u(z)) <1 + M) :

atzp 2log(xp — x)

zp—G(F(z)) L

implying u(x) — e’ and subsequently lim, .o e = el
Lastly, consider L = oo and assume lim sup,,_, o, 711{751;(5(1)) < oo for sake of contradiction.

Then there exists My > 1 such that for all M > M there exists a sequence (zp,)nen, Tn T
w < M for every n € N. A similar analysis as in (i) then shows
R—Zn
rr—G (F(z))
TR—

TR, such that

that this contradicts relation (5.12]), and therefore lim,_, = 00.

5.3 Proof of Lemma

For any positive, non-increasing ¢ : [0,1) — (0, 1) that vanishes as the argument tends to unity,
we may define

(5.13)

F(x) it < s1, and
F(x) 4+ 5522 (F(sng1) — Fx)) if s, <x < spy1,n>1
. F(sn F'(sn
where s1 := 0 and s, 1 := inf {x >0: F(x) > %
quence. Now, if s, T s* < xp then F(s,) T p for some p € (0,1) and therefore, for any € € (0,1)
and all n sufficiently large, we have (1 —¢)p < F(s,) < p. Consequently, s, must satisfy

p > F(spy1) > %W, which yields a contradiction if & < qS(p)l%p. We conclude that Fy is

a strictly increasing, continuous c.d.f. that satisfies Fy(z) < F(x) for all z.
Define n(x) := sup{n € N:s,_1 < z}. Then

} forms a strictly increasing se-

T = Sn(x) F(Sn(x)—l—l) - F(x) >1— F(Sn(m)-‘rl) - F(Sn(az))
F(I‘) Sn(z)+1 — Sn(x) F(x) - 1- F(Sn(m)Jrl)

e e = Flsniw)
Sn(x) nx . o
z1- Fona) 0@ eam) — 1~ ¢F (5n@)) = 1 (5.14)

L= G ))

as x 1 xR, so that Fy(x) ~ F(x) by our earlier remark.
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Let (Sn)nen and (S, )nen be the sequences associated with Fy and F; and assume o(y) < d(y)
for all y € [0,1). We prove s, < s, for all n € N by induction. The inequality 57 < s7 is
immediate from the definition. Now, assume that s, < s, and observe that (F(s)+q)/(1+q) is
non-decreasing in s for every ¢ > 0, and in g for every s € R. Thus, any z that satisfies F'(z) >
(F(50) +6(F(50)))/ (1+ B(F(s,))) evidently satisfies F(z) > (F(3n)+ (F(n)))/(1+3(F(30)))
and hence 5,11 < $p11.

As Fy(x) > F(x) implies G (Fy(z)) > G (F(z)), the proof is complete once we show that
there is a version of ¢ such that limsup,, . G<—((If( ))) > 1. To this end, we construct a suitable
¢ inductively.

Fix ¢1 := 1/2. Then, for n = 1,2,..., let r,41 := inf {x >0:F(x) > F(lsj_iml}, denote

b1 = min{ey, 22E[B]"2F (G (rp41))?} and define ¢(y) := ¢pq1 for y € [F(sy), F(snt1))-
Since ¢(F(sy)) < ¢n, it must be that s, < r, for all n € N. As a consequence, ¢(F(s,)) <
272E[B] 2F(G* (sn41))?. Writing 1(z) := ¢(F(s,(,))) for notational convenience, one may now

e (BI4) to deduce
GT(F(z)) =inf{z e R: G(z) > F(f)} =inf{z € R: G(z) < F(z)}
zinf{zeR Gl) < 1o@) }

~1-n()
. A N = = () =
= inf {z —/n(z) eR:G(2) +E[B]™! /z — F(t)dt < Fy(x) + qus(x)}
. A - TN < T n(x)
> inf {z €R:G(2) +E[B] ' /n(z)F(2) < Fy(x) + 1_777(56)} —v/n(x)
> G (Fy(x) = v/n(x),

where the last inequality follows from the relation

12(72()1’) —E[B]"/n(@)F(2) < 5 fﬁ?ﬁ?)) —E[B] 7/ @(F (50()) F (G (F(sn(a)11))
< T (Ao - 81 R ] <0

for all z < G* (Fy(x)) < G (F(sp(z)+1))- We conclude that G(Fy(z)) ~ G(F(x)) as x 1 xg.

6 Scaled sojourn time tends to zero in probability

The current section is dedicated to the proof of Theorem The intuition behind the proof
is that the sojourn time of all jobs of size at most Z, grows slower than E[T¥g], where Z, is a
function that depends on F'. Alternatively, the fraction of jobs of size at least z, tends to zero,
since £, — xg as p T 1. Section [0 discusses the sojourn time of these jobs in more detail.

For any € > 0 we have

P <E§:B] > e) _ /OOO P(Typ(z) > €E[Trp]) dF(z) < P(Typ(Z,) > €E[Trg]) + F(Z,), (6.1)

where the final term vanishes as p 1 by choice of z,. The proof is completed if the first
probability at the right-hand side also vanishes as p 1 1.
In preparation of the analysis of P(T¥g(Z,) > €E[T¥g]), reconsider the busy period repres-

entation Trp(x) L L, (W, + x). The relation states that the sojourn time of a job of size x is
equal in distribution to a busy period with job sizes B; A z, initiated by the job of size x itself
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and the time W, required to serve all jobs already in the system up to level x. Here, the random
variable W, is equal in distribution to the steady state waiting time in an M/GI/1/FIFO queue
with job sizes B A z.

Let N,(t) denote a Poisson process with rate p,/E[B A z]|. Then, it follows from the busy
period representation of Ty that

P((1 - p)*Trp(z) > y) = P(Lo(W, +2) > (1 — p)2y)

N(t)
=P|inf¢t>0: Z(Bl-/\:c)—tg ~(Wetz)p>1—p) 2y
=1
N(t)

=P inf BihNx)—ty>—-(W,+=x

t€[0,(1—p)~2y] ;( ) ( )

; N((1—-p)~?t)

=P| sup { ——— — BiNz)y <W,+x]|. 6.2

tefo.y) | (1= p)? ; ( ) (62

Additionally, application of Chebychev’s inequality to the above relation yields

y N((1=p)~?y)
P((1 — p)*Typ(z) > y) <P T Z (Binz) <Wy+z
i=1
N((1=p)~?y) p p
§P<‘Wx+ Z (Bi/\a:)—l_—wl%IE[(B/\:c)*]— a _$p)2y‘ >
i=1
L= pa Pa * >
y—x— E[(BAx
= pp T pp B A

Var[W,] + Var [Zﬁi (=079, A :c)]
<
- 2
(= — = — w25 BUB A 2)))
E[(B A z)*]* + $22-E[((B A 2)*)?] + 20:E(Bra)]

1— 2
- L (6.3)
(%y — = — BB A)])

oz
_ (1—pa)?

At this point, similar to the approach in Sectiondl we differentiate between the finite and infinite
variance cases.

6.1 Finite variance

This section considers all functions F' that satisfy one of the conditions in the theorem statement
and have finite variance. Specifically, this excludes the case xp = 0o, S(F) > —2. Fix

B(ﬁf(i)rl if I'¢ MDA(A) and xg = oo,
p(F) == P r=()") if ¢ MDA(A) and zp < oo, and (6.4)

B(F(zr—()~1)—1
1 if F e MDA(A),

and 7 € (p(F)/2,1), and define v(p) := (1 —p)7 and 7, := x;(p) =G <1 - 1_—31*#@))‘ Indeed

p o v(p)
T, — zg, and we proceed with the analysis in (6.3). Noting that E[((B A z)*)?] = E[%?];/[\g})a] <
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@%@? = 2E[B*|z and substituting = = Z,, gives

<115p§p>2E[B*]2 + T 3EBY(1 - p)T, + 2E[B"y
(52— (1 9%~ 5, E1])’
E[BPv(p)? + 3E[B (o)1 - p)ay” + 2E[By
(v() 1y = (1 = p)ap® — pm;@)E[B*]V)Q

We now return to the probability P(Trg(Z,) > €E[TFg]) in relation (6.I). By Theorems (1]
and 3.2} there exists C' > 0 such that the inequality (1 — p)?E[Trp] > CF(G* (p)) holds true for
all p sufficiently close to one. Denoting € := (', this gives

P((1— p)*Trp(Z,) > y) <

P(Trp(F,) > eE[Trn]) < P((1 - p)*Ten(F,) > EF(G* (p)))
E[B*Pv(p)? + 2E[B*|v(p)(1 — p)zy” + 22E[B*|F(G* (p))

< — 2
E(p) TG (p) — (1= ) =, EIB ()

%12 V(p)4 2E[B*] l/(p) (1 p)xﬂ(ﬁ) (p)2
- BB roror * 75 o T 2EB ]F<G*<p>>
2
= vp—pay” v(p)?
(5 TG~ P BB RGE

Subsequently, we observe for any v € (0,1) that

lim(1 — p)z¥ =lim(1 — p)G~ (1 —
im(1 = p)z, =1lim(1 —p) (
where 2G(z) — 0 as z — xg since E[B?] < oo (cf. Section EEIT)). It follows that (1 — p):cz(p) =

o(v(p)) as p T 1, so that lim,4 P(Tpp > €E[TFg]) = 0 provided that lim 4 (GSQ(QP)) = 0.

Write z = (1 — p)~!. By Lemma @2 it suffices to show a ((-)"/F(G (1 —(-)71))) < 0.
This relation follows from Lemma [ Corollary 7] and our choice of 7:

=27 B o . o
“ <F(G“((i - (-)1))> <=2y -B(F(G"(1-()1) < =29 +p(F) <0.
6.2 Infinite variance

This section regards all functions F that satisfy zr = oo, 3(F) > —2. In this case, z, can be

any function that satisfies both lim, 7, = oo and lim,p W;() =0.

Theorem B] implies that there exists C' > 0 such that E[Tpg] > Clog( > for all p
sufficiently close to one. Again, denote € = eC. The analysis resumes with relation (6.3]), where
we substitute y by £(1 — p)? log < > to obtain

P(Trp(e) > E[Trs]) < P ((1 — p)*Trn(z) > £(1 - p)?log (1 - p))
TP BB AP + BB A2))?] + 22E[(B A z)]log ()

(- p
(20— p)tog (v5) — 2 — 2 BB A 2)7)’
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By relation (LX), there exists a function b(z) that is bounded for all z sufficiently large and

satisfies ma(z) = E[B]b(2)2G(z). As such, E[((B A z)*)?] = E“B[Ag]) L < 2el) — b(2)22G(2) /3

and similarly E[(B A x)*] = 72”];[%6]) = b(z)zG(z)/2. Substituting this into the above relation
yields

$2$2_$2 xr 2 xr
M e Ol 1 M 200 4 5(2)aGia) log (15 )

T
<§(1 — pz) log (1T1p) - pxl;(a:) Jf(pz )2 ;

P(TFB(x) > €E[TFB]) <

g

so that

P(Trg(x) > cE[TFB])

b(z)® G(x)? z? b(z) G(z) z? G(z) T
4 (1—pg)? (17pz)210g2(1%p> + 3 1—pz (1*Pz)210g2(1%p> +gb(1') 1—pz (1*p1)10g<1%p>

- 2
= s _ psbla) Gla) .
(1_Px)10g<ﬁ> 2 1-pa (1—px)log<ﬁ>

The result follows after noting that 1 — p, = 1 — pG(z) > G(z) and substituting 7, for z.

7 Asymptotic behaviour of the sojourn time tail

In this section, we prove Theorem [B7] after presenting two facilitating propositions. The proofs
of the propositions are postponed to Sections [[.1] and Throughout this section, e(q) will
denote an Exponentially distributed random variable with rate ¢ > 0. We abuse notation by
writing e(0) = +o0.

Reconsider the relation Trg(x) 4 L, (W, +z) to gain some intuition. A rough approximation
of the duration of a busy period, given W, + z units of work at time ¢t = 0, is (W, +z)/(1 — pz).
The scaled sojourn time (1 — p)?Trp(z) is then approximated by ﬂ(1 —p)(Wy + ). Asin

Section ], define zj; = G (1 lpp 1= ”> v € (1—-p,1), so that 5 7” = v. Then for all v € (0, 1),

d
we have (1 — p)QTFB(xZ) ~ v(1 = p)(Wyy + a). We will show that (1 — p)zj, — 0 for all fixed
€ (0,1). Instead, the following proposition shows that (1 — p)lep/ behaves as an exponentially
distributed random variable as p 1 1:

Proposition 7.1. Let z;, = G (1 —1—) v € (1 —p,1), and let W£ denote the steady
state waiting time in an M/GI/l/FIFO queue with job sizes B; Az and arrival rate p, /E[B Ax].
Then, for any fired v € (0,1), (1 — p)Way 4 Exp((vE[B*])"Y)as p 1 1.

If WP = W¥, denotes the steady state waiting time in the non-truncated system, then
Kingman HE] proved that (1 — p)W?° LN Exp(E[B*]~1). Proposition [[J] shows how jobs can be
truncated such that the exponential behaviour is preserved, and quantifies how the truncation
affects the parameter of the exponential distribution.

Substituting the result in Proposition [I] into our approximation yields (1 — p)QTFB(xZ) <
Exp((v?E[B*])~!) for every fixed v € (0,1). We will show that the fraction of jobs for which
v is in (g,1 — ) scales as F(G*(p)), and that the contribution of other jobs to the tail of
(1 — p)?Trp is negligible. The result is presented in Proposition [[2 where we focus on the
probability P((1 — p)?*Tr¥p > e(g)) for its connection to the Laplace transform of Tyg.
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Proposition 7.2. Assume F' € MDA(H ), where H is an extreme value distribution. Let p(H) =
HifH=%,,a>2;p(H)=1ifH=Aandp(H) = 57 if H=Yq,a >0. Then

a—1
im (e __p)QTFB > e(q)) _ /1 8E[B*]qv (1 — y>p(H) "
pil F(G<(p)) 0 /TFAEBq? (\/1 TIEG T 4 1>2 »

(7.1)
for all ¢ > 0. Here, the integral is finite for all g > 0.

We are now ready to prove Theorem B.7} Using the relation E[e~7Y] = P(e(q) > Y), one
sees that P((1 — p)?Thg > e(q)) =1 — E[e*q(lfp)QTFpB] and consequently

P((1 - p)*Tep > e(q)) (1 —p)?E[Tys] 1~ E [e_Q(l_P)QTFB}

F(G(p)) - FGY(p) (- p)E[Tis]
- p)’E[Trg] 0 -E |e—1(1-p)>Tip
=~ oy R

where T} is the residual sojourn time and has density P(Typ > t)/E[TFg]. Consequently,

imE [e—q(l—p)QTEB]

P11

. F(@GT() [ SE[B*|v 1— v\

= lim dv
11 (1 — P)QE[TFB] /0 \/1 +4E[B*]q1/2 (\/1 +4E[B*]qy2 n 1>2 < v >

1 1 Sv 1— )\ P
=r(H) 5 < > dv (7.2)
0 /T dB[B ]2 (\/1 T AE[B g + 1) v

for all ¢ > 0, where r(H) was introduced in Theorem It follows from Sections L.2.1] and
4.2.9] that limg o lim, E [e*q(lfp)QTEB] = 1. Additionally, the right-hand side is continuous in
q, so that (1 — p)QTg‘B converges to some non-degenerate random variable by the Continuity

Theorem.

The Laplace transform inversion formula (12) in Bateman M, p.234] states that f(t) =
1

2 fi_ ot : : —1/2(c1/2 1 1)-2 —qt _
\/;\/Z 2te’ Erfc(v/) is the Laplace inverse of s71/2(s!/24+1)72 ie., [ e 7 f(t)dt NV
Consequently, we have
i 1
/ e g(t,v)dt = (7.3)
0

V1t 4E[B]q? <\/1 T AE[B 2 + 1)2

t
- *]u2 . .
for g(t,v) = 64155[;]3/2 f <4]E[]_§*]V2> , and hence relation (Z2)) may be rewritten as

2% o0 1 1 — v p(H) o0
limE[e_q(l_p) TFB} :/ e at / 8r(H)‘1ug(t,u)< ) dv| dt :;/ e~ Tg*(t)dt.
P11 0 0 v 0

We conclude that the limiting random variable lim 3 (1 — p)*Tig has density g*. Furthermore,
as

2
IimE {e*q(lfp)QTﬂ:B} — lim = e*QTP((l —p)*Trp > 7) ar
s P Jo (1 — p)*E[Trg]
00 Y
~ lim —gr P((A—p)*TrB > 7)

)

ot Jo © rH)EBTR(G(p)
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P((1—p)*Trp>y)
r(H)E[B*]F(G*(p))
To see that g* is monotone, it suffices to show that f(¢) is monotone. To this end, we exploit
the continued fraction representation (13.2.20a) in Cuyt et al. ﬂé] and find

for all ¢ > 0, we also see that lim,q = g*(y) almost everywhere.

2

x 2 1 e ” x? +3/2
Erf =—c ° > 1-— . 7.4

re(z) = e , 1/2 = mﬁ( 2x4+6x2+3/2> (7.4)
xe +

1

1+
x2 +

1+...

As a consequence, one sees that

t+3/2 2

which is negative for all t > 0. We conclude the section with the postponed proofs of Proposi-
tions [l and

7.1 Proof of Proposition [7.1]

The Pollaczek-Khintchine formula states that E[e~5(1=P)Wz] = lfpz]E[e_lS_(lpfp)(BAx)*}' In this rep-
resentation, we expand the Laplace-Stieltjes transform E[e_s(l_p)(B/\x)*] around p =1 to find
E[efs(lfp)Wz] _ 1—py
1= e (1= E[(B A2y ](1—p)s + ol — p))
and hence
E[e—s(l—P)Wxg] _ 1 1

- 1 JENB V) * 1)’
1+1£—;%/0sz[(3/\$%)*]8+0<1£—;%> +Vpxp [( /\xp) ]3+0( )
Zp zp

v

s T, — 00 and pay T1lasptl for any fixed

73(17P)sz _ 1
] ~ 1+vE[B*]s"

where o(1) vanishes as p T 1. By definition of x
v € (0,1). In particular, lim 4 Efe The proof is completed by applying

the Continuity Theorem.

7.2 Proof of Proposition

We require functions v;(p) | 0 and v, (p) 1 1 that distinguish the jobs that significantly contribute
to the tail of (1 — p)*Trp, and those that don’t. For the former function, fix v € (p(H)/2,1)
and let v;(p) = (1 — p)7 as in Section This is possible as p(H) < 2 for all H to which the
theorem applies. For the latter function, we refer to relation (6.1 to verify that there exists a
function v(p) 1 1 such that (1 — p)xz(p) — 0. Let v,(p) be a function with this property, and
write

P((1 - p)*Trp > e(q))

G (0))
v (p) dF(z¥ vu(p) dF(x¥
= /Vop P((1 - p)QTFB(wZ) > e(q))F(CP;(_(Z)))) /yl,:p) P((1 - p)QTFB(xZ) > e(q))F(é;(—(pp)))
[ R 0 Ten(a) > o) <)+ T1(p) + (). (75)
v=vy(p) P F(GF(/)))
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The next paragraphs study the behaviour of P((1— p)?Trg(z) > e(q)), which will then facilitate
the analysis of the above three regions. Specifically, we will derive the asymptotic behaviour of
II(p) in terms of ¢, and show that I(p) + III(p) = o(1) for any ¢ > 0.

From relation (6.2), we know that

P((1— p)*Trp(z) > e(q)) =P | sup XL(H) <(1—p)Wo+(1—p)z |, (7.6)
t€[0,e(q)]
where X£(t) = l%p - Zi\i(l(lfp) 22t)(l p)(B; A x). Then XZ(t) is a spectrally negative Lévy
process, and therefore relation (8.4) in Kyprianou ﬂﬁ | implies
P((1 - 0)*Ten(x) > e(a) = P(e(@(x,p,0)) < (1~ )W+ (1= pa),  (T.7)

where ®(z,p,q) := %up{s > 0 : 9Y(z,p,s) = q} is the right inverse of the Laplace exponent
Y(s) ==t log E[e***(®)] of X£(t). Since

=2
W(xz,p,5) =t logE [e e R DA )(1—p)s(Bmx)]

="+t llogE [ -y )(1P)S(Bm:r)]

L—p
and
E[e—zﬁ(f“”_Q (1=p)s(Bine)] ZE [e—(1=P)s(BAz) | <(1 P)> AA=p) i
. e p)2 (1 ]E[e_(l ﬂ)S(BMc)})
we obtain ¥(z,p,s) = lfp - (13‘[))2 (1 — E[e*(lfp)s(BM)]). A Taylor expansion around p = 1
now yields
¥(z,p,s)
s A (1-p)*s® 2 2.2
= — 1—(1—-(1- E|B —E[(B 1-—
o (1 (1 0= s el P E A0 ol )

1—p 2

_ s (pes DE(BARP) 5\ _L=pe | pE(BAD?)
-1 ( +()>— - + o(s%),

1—p 2E[B]
so that limyp ¥(2}, p, s) = v~ 1s + E[B*]s? for all v > 0, and consequently

_ . v=24+4E[B*lq —v~' /1 +4E[B*|qv? —1
lim (2%, ,0) = 5] - Bl =1 _ g0, (18)

2 [B*| B 2Kk [B*|v
Similarly, one deduces that lim, Vl(p)¢($zl(p),p, s) = s and
limv;(p) '@ (), p,q) = q. (7.9)
P11

We now gathered sufficient tools to analyse the asymptotic behaviour of ﬁ(p)
Fix e € (0,1/3). We have already shown that (1— p)pr — e((vE[B*])"!) and (1—p)z¥ — 0
as p 11 forall v e (0,1). Since e(q1) <st e(g2) whenever q; > g2, relations (7)) and (Z.8]) imply

P((1 — p)*Tgp(y) > e(q)) <P (e((1+)@(r,q)) < e((1 - e)(VE[B*])™") +¢)

_ 67(1+€)€<I>(1/,q) (1 + g)‘l)(y, Q) +1— 6*6(1+€)‘I)(l/,q)
(I+e)@(v,q) + (1 —&)(VE[B*])~!
1+ 4E[B*|qv? — 1 76_7\%%

+1—e

<
\/1+4E ql/2+1—1—+6

28



for all p > p., p. sufficiently close to one. Consequently, for all p > p.,

l-pl—v
i < | w) TTEEE—1 WP (67 (1-525)
P —
1+ 4E[B qV2+1_1_+s F(G=(p))
v P A _l=pl-v
+/ " (1—6‘5'71“5[[545”2‘1) aF (6 (1-525))

1(p)

1+ 4EB*|g? — 1 T (G‘_ (1 B 1_;2%)> vu(p)

/1 + 4E[B*]qu? —|—1—1—+6 F(G(p

. /Vu(p) 8E[B*|qv F <G‘_ (1 - %%”)) |
o) T+ BB g (/T + BB e +1 - —>2 F(@<(p)

~—
~—

E[B*]v

(1 _ 66-W> F (G<_ (1 _ 1;pp%)> vu(p)

F(G=(p))
v=vi(p
Vu(P) o @F <G<— <1 - l;pp%y )
+ 4Q/ g-e € E[B*]v _ dv.
"o F(G(p)

In Sections 2.1 and B2.2] we deduced that F(G(1 — (-)71)) is regularly varying with index
—p(H). The Uniform Convergence Theorem then implies

1
, ~ 1+ 4E[B*]qu2 1 1—p\PH)
lim sup I1(p) < >
pTl \/1+4E ql/ +1—1—+€ V=0

% _ o\ PH)
+/ 8E[B*|qv : <1 1/) v
VITIEBe? (VI+ BB +1-{£) 7

1+e
[ . Y1H4E[B* g2 -1 1—v p(H) !
[ )
v
v=0
U ViEmeta (1 -y \PH)
+ 4q/ c-e E[B*]v < > dv
0 14
! 8E[B*|qv 1— v\
= 5 » dv
O VI+ BB (VI+AEB g +1 - 1)

1 o NHEBT 1 (] — p(H)
+ 4q/ c-e E[B¥]v ( > dv.
0 1%

Now, both integrals are bounded for all £ € (0,1/3) and all ¢ > 0. Additionally, both integrands
are increasing in ¢ for all € sufficiently small. One may thus take the limit € | 0 and apply the
Dominated Convergence Theorem to find

N 1 * 1— p(H)
lim sup I1(p) < / SE[BJqv 5 ( V> dv. (7.10)
i1 V1t 4E[B g2 (\/1 T AE[B 2 + 1) v
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Similarly, one may show that

/\ 1 EIB* 1 — )\ PH)
lim inf I1(p) > / SE[BJav 5 < V) dv,
il 0 /T+ BB g2 <\/1 FAEB g2 + 1+ 14—55)

and we conclude

R 1 * _ o\ p(H)
limTI(p) = / SE[BJqv . (1 ”) dv. (7.11)
i 0 /Tt dE[B g7 (\/1 T AE[B g0 + 1) v

Second, consider I(p). Define M(p) := (1 — p)~7 for some § € (p(H)/2,7) and recall that

(1 —p)z — 0 and (1 — p)WZ 40 (and hence in probability) for all z < le(p). Thus, for all
z <z and all p sufficiently large, we have

R (o) dF(x¥
I(p) = /OP P (e(‘P(DCZ,P, q)) < (1= p)Way + (1 - p)xZ) ﬁ
< P (e(q>(x;l(”’,p, q)) < 2M(p)) P((1—p)WE > M(p)) _| Ta(p) + h(p)

- F(G=(p)) F(G=(p))

Fix 0 € (0,p(H) — v —7). Potter’s Theorem ﬂa, Theorem 1.5.6] states that F(G* (p)) > C(1 —
p)p(H )+ for some constant C' > 0 and all p sufficiently close to one. Also, one may readily deduce

from relation (Z.9)) that e(@(m%l(p), p,q)) =gt €(2qu(p)) for all x < x%l(p) and p sufficiently large.
Consequently,

1 - | 1 — e—4avi(p)M(p) po 1 e—4a(1—p)1=7
im sup la < lim su — < lim
R (e) < il F(G(p) et O(1— pps

49y =7)(1 = py T et
Pt C(p(H) +0) (1= pprt—178

= lim % exp |~4q(1 = )7 + (v =7 = p(H) — §)log(1 - p)| = 0.

For term ﬁ)(p), we apply Markov’s inequality and Potter’s Theorem to obtain

. =L . E[(B A z)* X
lim sup Ib(p) < limsup 1=p:" _[( )] <1lim C, E[B ]Vl(/))H .
P11 ot M(p)F(G<(p)) ptl M(p)(1 — p)ptH)+

= 11%1 CLE[B*](1 — p)rti—p(H)=0 —
0

Finally, consider term I/I\I(p) For this term, the claim follows rapidly from the Uniform
Convergence Theorem and the property v, (p) T 1:

=/ v Il _ 1-pl-vu(p)
lim sup ITI(p) < lim sup =—————— = limsup =
Pt o1 F(G=(p)) Pt F(G=(p))
_ p(H)
= lim sup <Lu(ﬂ)> =0.
Pt Pvu(p)

This concludes the proof.
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A Additional Matuszewska theory

This appendix gathers some results on Matuszewska indices. Lemmas 1] and are proven
directly from the definition of the lower and upper Matuszewska indices. Then, a generalized
version of Potter’s Theorem allows us to prove Lemmas and

Proof of Lemma[{.1 Let aq > «(f1) and g > a(f2). Then, by definition of the upper
Matuszewska index, there exist C7,C% > 0 such that for all p € [1,p*],u* > 1, we have
filpz) < Cip* fi(z) and fo(pz) < Cou®? fo(x) for all z sufficiently large. Consequently, we
have limsup,_, % < C1Cou®1t22 and thus a(f; - f2) < al(f1) + a(fz).

Similarly, if f; is non-decreasing, we have f1(fo(puz)) < fi(Cop® fo(z)) < C1C5* 12 fi(f2(z)).
and thus a(f1 o f2) < a(fz) - a(f2). The results on the lower Matuszewska indices are proven
analogously. O

Proof of Lemma[].2 As f is positive, it suffices to show that limsup,_,., f(z) = 0. For sake
of contradiction, assume that this is false. Then there exists a constant m > 0 and a sequence
(Tn)neN, Tn — 00, such that f(x,) > m for all n € N. Now, by definition of the upper
Matuszewska index, there exists C' > 0 such that for all g € [1, p*], p* > 1, we have f(x) >
Cu—h/2y (ux) for all x sufficiently large. As a consequence, for some N € N we have f(xy) >
C(xn/zN)" D2 f(2,) > Cm(z,/zN)~ /2 for any fixed n > N. This is a contradiction for
any x,, that satisfies z,, > 2 (Cm/ f(zy))%/ ), O

The following result is a generalized version of Potter’s theorem and gives bounds on the

ratio f(y)/f(x):
Theorem A.1 (Bingham et al. ﬂa], Proposition 2.2.1). Let f be positive.

(1) If a(f) < oo, then for every o > a(f) there exist positive constants C and X such that
F)/f(z) < Cly/x)* for ally > x> X.

(2) If B(f) > —o0, then for every B < [(f) there exist positive constants D and X such that
fW)/f(x) > D(y/x)P forally >z > X',

Theorem [A.T] allows us to derive a relation between the Matuszewska indices of f to those
of £, which is presented as Lemma [A. 2}

Lemma A.2. Let f be positive and locally integrable on [X,00). If f is strictly increasing,
unbounded above and a(f) < oo, then B(f<) =1/a(f). If B(f) >0, then a(f<) = 1/5(f).

Proof. By definition of the upper Matuszewska index, for all & > a(f) there exists a constant
C > 0 such that for each p* > 1, f(puz)/f(z) < Cpu® uniformly in g € [1,p*] as  — oco. In
particular, for all = sufficiently large we have f((u/C)Y%z) < pf(x). As f is strictly increasing
and unbounded above, one can hence see that

fe(/w) — lim fg(lu'f(y)) > lim fe(f((u/c)l/ay)) > (C)—l/oz'ul/a (Al)

whoo [C(x)  wmee [C(f(y) T vmee y

uniformly for o € [1, u*]. As a consequence, B(f<) > 1/a(f).
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On the other hand, if 8(f) > 1/a(f),a(f) > 0, then Theorem [AT[2) claims that for some
e > 0 sufficiently small there exists a constant C’ > 0 such that f< (y)/f<(2) > O’ (y/z)"/*)+e
for all y > z sufficiently large. Consequently, one may substitute y = f(ux),z = f(z) to obtain

(Fua)\ I e (fur)
¢ (f(w)> .

T (@)

a(f)
and hence lim, o f(uz)/f(z) < ((C")~p)tea. This inequality, however, indicates that
a(f) was not the infimum over all « satisfying (2.4]), which is a contradiction.
The relation a(f<) = 1/8(f) is proven similarly. O

A more general version of this lemma has been stated in several other works [e.g. , @],
however, these works refer to an unpublished manuscript by De Haan and Resnick for the
corresponding proof.

Our final results relate the Matuszewska indices of F' to those of related functions. First,
Lemma relates the Matuszewska indices of F' to those of G. Its proof is similar to the proof
of Lemma 6 in Lin et al. @]

Proof of Lemma[{.3. First assume xg = oo. Then by definition of a(F), we have for all a >
a(F) that F(ut)/F(t) < C(1+ o(1))u® uniformly in u € [1, 4*] and hence

BIBG(u) = [ Flur)dr < C+o()et [~ Frydr
= C(1 + o(1) "M E[BG(2)

as £ — oco. On the other hand, if zp < oo then

B[BIG(en — (u) ) = | ”( | Ty | n — () ar
T nx T

R—

<C(1+o(1))pet /OO 2 F(zp — 7t Ydr

T

=C(1+o(1)u*'E[B]G(zr —27")
as ¢ — co. The claims on the lower Matuszewska index can be proven analogously. O

Second, Lemma relates the Matuszewska indices of F to those of G". It does so by
combining Lemmas [£.1] [A.2] and

Proof of Lemma[{.6] We only prove the relation between the lower Matuszewska indices, as the
relation between the upper Matuszewska indices can be proven similarly.

First, assume xr = oo. Since B(F) > —oo, it follows from Lemma FLH that 3(G) > —oo and
hence, by Lemma 1], that a(1/G) = —a(G) < —B(G) < co. The result follows readily from
Lemma [A2) through (G (1 — (1)) = B((1/G)7) = 1/a(1/G) = —1/B(G) and subsequent
application of Lemma

Similarly, if 2z < oo then a(1/G(xr — (-)7!)) < co and

1 1 . 1

= . = inf
rp— G (1—271) zp—inf{z:G(z) >1—a"1} {xR—z
=inf{ly: Gz —y ) >1—2 '} =inf{y: 1/Gxr —y~ ') > 2}

-
The result then follows from 3 <—meG‘_%lf(-)‘1)) =4 <<7G7(x3,—1(-)*1)(.)) ) =1/« (7G7($R_1(')71)> =
—1/B(G(zr — (-)~1)) and application of Lemma E5] ]

:G(2) > 1—351}
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