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Abstract

The Join-the-Shortest Queue (JSQ) policy is a classical benchmark for the performance of
many-server queueing systems due to its strong optimality properties. While the exact analy-
sis of the JSQ policy is an open question to date, even under Markovian assumption on the ser-
vice requirements, recently, there has been a significant progress in understanding its many-
server asymptotic behavior since the work of Eschenfeldt and Gamarnik (Math. Oper. Res. 43
(2018) 867-886).

In this paper, we analyze the many-server limits of the JSQ policy in the super-Halfin-Whitt
scaling window when load per server Ay scales with the system size N as limy_ 0o N*(1 —
AN) = B for a € (1/2,1) and B > 0. We establish that the centered and scaled total queue
length process converges to a certain Bessel process with negative drift and the associated cen-
tered and scaled steady-state total queue length, indexed by N, converges to a Gamma(2, )
distribution. Both the transient and steady-state limit laws are universal in the sense that they
do not depend on the value of the scaling parameter «, and exhibit fundamentally different
qualitative behavior from both the Halfin-Whitt regime (x = 1/2) and the Non-degenerate
Slowdown (NDS) regime (x = 1).

1 Introduction

1.1 Background and motivation

A canonical setup for parallel-server systems consists of N identical servers, each with a dedi-
cated queue. Tasks arrive into the system as a Poisson process of rate A(N) and must be assigned
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to one of the queues instantaneously upon arrival, where they wait until executed. Tasks are as-
sumed to have unit-mean exponentially distributed service times, and the service discipline at
each server is oblivious to the actual service requirements (viz., FCES). The Join-the-Shortest
Queue (JSQ) policy for many-server systems has been a classical quantity of interest and has
served as a benchmark for the quality of performance of task assignment policies. In the above
setup, JSQ exhibits several strong optimality properties among the class of all non-anticipative
task-assignment policies [8, 30]. In particular, it minimizes the joint queue length vector (in
a stochastic majorization sense) and stochastically minimizes the total number of tasks in the
system, and hence the mean overall delay.

While the exact analysis of the JSQ policy is intractable, the research community has made
significant progress in understanding its behavior in various asymptotic regimes, primarily when
the system is close to the boundary of its capacity region, that is, when the load per server
approaches its service capacity. The capacity region of the JSQ policy for the above homogeneous
system of N servers consists of the arrival rates A(N) < N. Denote ¢ = N — A(N). In the
conventional heavy-traffic regime, for a fixed N, the behavior of the queue lengths is characterized as
g — 0. There is a huge body of literature on this heavy-traffic analysis, which we do not attempt
to review here. Interested readers may look at [10, 11, 26, 31] and the references therein for some
of the related works. More recently, motivated by the applications in large-scale service systems,
such as data centers and cloud networks, there has been a growing interest in understanding the
behavior the JSQ policy as the number of servers N — oco. In that case, if the load per server
is fixed, that is, if A(N) = AN for some fixed A € (0,1), then asymptotically, the fluid-scaled
steady-state occupancy process becomes degenerate. Specifically, as N — oo, a A proportion of
servers have queue length 1 and the number of servers with queue length 2 or more vanishes [24].
The behavior becomes intricate when A(N) scales with N in a way that A(N)/N — 1 as N — co.
This is known as the many-server heavy-traffic regime. In a breakthrough work, Eschenfeldt and
Gamarnik [9] characterized the transient limit of the occupancy process in the so-called Halfin-
Whitt regime when A(N) = N — 8v/N for some 8 > 0. Since then, over the last few years, several
works have been published investigating the many-server heavy-traffic limit of the JSQ policy,
more of which we mention in Section 1.2 below.

The situation becomes more challenging when the system load is heavier than the Halfin-
Whitt regime, that is, when N — A(N) = O(N27¢) for some ¢ € (0,0.5). This is known as
the super-Halfin-Whitt regime. Note that due to ergodicity of the system and the fact that the
service times are exponentially distributed with mean 1, the expected steady-state number of
busy servers equals A(N), and thus, the idleness process (the process denoting the total number
of idle servers) scales as N2t However, comparing the JSQ system with the corresponding
M/M/N system, one expects that the total number of waiting tasks centered at N, scales as
N2+, In other words, the idle-server process vanishes on the scale of the centered total number
of tasks. The basic difference between the JSQ (parallel server) dynamics and the M/M/N
(centralized queue) dynamics lies in the non-idling nature of the latter. In the JSQ dynamics,
there can be idle servers in the system, while having waiting tasks. The above observation poses
an important question: does the total number of servers exhibit same asymptotic behavior as the M/M/N



system in the super-Halfin-Whitt regime? If not, then what is the cost of maintaining parallel queues
instead of a centralized one? In this paper, we characterize the many-server asymptotics of the
JSQ policy in the super-Halfin-Whitt regime, and answer the above questions. We discover that
even though the idle-server process is negligible in magnitude on the N 2+¢ scale, it evolves on a
faster time scale and its local time accumulated at the reflection boundary provides a non-trivial
positive drift to the total number of tasks. For this reason, asymptotically, the centered and
scaled total number of tasks in steady state is distributed as sum of two independent exponential
random variables for the JSQ policy, as opposed to a single exponential random variable in the
M/M/N case. Moreover, both the steady state and process-level limiting behavior are universal
in the sense that they do not depend on € € (0,0.5) and are fundamentally different from what
have been observed in the Halfin-Whitt regime (¢ = 0) and the Non-degenerate Slowdown (NDS)
regime (¢ = 0.5).

1.2 Literature review

The literature on the performance analysis of the JSQ policy can be broadly categorized into two
groups: (1) Many-server heavy-traffic regime: When the number of servers, N, tends to infinity and
the relative load per server for the N-th system, A(N)/N, tends to 1 as N — oco. (2) Conventional
heavy-traffic regime: When the number of servers is fixed and the load per server A tends to 1.
Although the focus of the current work lies in the former regime, we will discuss that the two
regimes share some commonality in performance if A(N)/N, approaches 1 at a sufficiently fast
rate.

In the subcritical regime, when A(N) = AN for some A € (0,1), Mukherjee et al. [24] char-
acterized the transient and stationary behavior of the fluid limit for the JSQ policy using the
time-scale separation technique by Hunt and Kurtz [13]. The study of the many-server heavy
traffic regime gained momentum since the seminal work by Eschenfeldt and Gamarnik [9]. Here,
the authors considered the limit of the system occupancy process (QgN) (1), QéN)(t), ...), where
QEN) (t) is the number of servers with queue length i or larger in the N-th system at time . Specif-
ically, if QgN)(O) = 0, then uniformly on any finite time interval, ((N — QgN)) /V'N, QgN) /VN)
converges weakly to a certain two-dimensional reflected Ornstein-Uhlenbeck (OU) process with
singular noise. This convergence has been extended to steady state by Braverman [6] using a so-
phisticated generator expansion framework via the Stein’s method, enabling the interchange of
N — oo and t — co limits. Subsequently, the tail and bulk behavior of the stationary distribution
of the limiting diffusion have been studied by Banerjee and Mukherjee [3, 4], although an explicit
characterization of the stationary distribution is yet unknown. Convergence to the above OU pro-
cess has been extended for a class of power-of-d policies in [24] and for the Join-Idle-Queue policy
in [23].

In the sub-Halfin-Whitt regime, when N — A(N) = O(N 2% for some ¢ € (0,0.5), Liu and
Ying [19] considered a general class of policies, including the JSQ policy, under the assumption
that each server has a buffer size b = o(log N). They showed that in the steady state, the expected

waiting time per job is O (%) As observed in [19], the results in [6, 9, 19] imply that a phase
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transition occurs at ¢ = 0 where the limit of the quantity log [E(}¥2, QZ(N))] / log N jumps from
0 for e < 0, to 1/2 for ¢ = 0. Under the finite buffer assumption, Liu and Ying [20] further
considered the JSQ policy in the super-Halfin-Whitt regime, i.e., when N — A(N) = O(N2~¢) for
some ¢ € (0,0.5). They showed that in steady state, the expected number of servers with queue
length 2 is O(N27log N) and with queue length 3 or larger is 0(1) and conjectured that the true
order of lE(QgN)) should be N2+, Our results confirm this conjecture as a corollary, without
having any restriction on the buffer capacity.

When N — A(N) = O(1), the system load is heavier that the super-Halfin-Whitt regime.
This is known as the Non-Degenerate Slowdown (NDS) regime. The regime was introduced
by Atar [2] in the context of the M/M/N system motivated by call centers, where customers’
slowdown can be large. This regime was also considered by Maglaras et al. [21] from a revenue
maximization perspective. Gupta and Walton [12] analyzed the transient limit of the JSQ policy in
this scaling regime and proved that the total queue-length process, scaled by N, has a diffusion
limit which is similar to Bessel process with a constant drift. The interchange of t — oo and
N — oo limits in the NDS regime requires establishing the tightness of the sequence of scaled
total queue-lengths in steady state indexed by N, which is not established in [12]. However,
the results in [12], in combination with the results in the current paper that analyze the case
N —-A(N) = O(N%_e) for e € (0,0.5), hint at a second phase transition at ¢ = 0.5, where for
all i > 3, the value of QfN) in steady state jumps from 0 (for ¢ < 0.5) to O(N) (for ¢ = 0.5). In
fact, if we pretend that the interchange of limits holds for the NDS regime, then the steady-state
maximum queue length distribution has an exponential tail [12, Theorem 1], whereas for ¢ < 0.5,
it’s value is 2 with probability tending to 1 as N — co.

Recently, Hurtado-Lange and Maguluri [14, 15] considered a class of power-of-d policies in the
super-slowdown regime, where N — A(N) = O(N'~*) for some & > 1 and established state-space
collapse results. In this regime, the average queue length at each server scales as N*~!, which
grows with N. For the JSQ policy, the results in [14, 15] imply the total queue length in steady
state, scaled by N*, converges in distribution to an exponential random variable with mean 1 as
N — oo, when & > 2. To the best of our knowledge, this is the first heavy-traffic scaling window
where the conventional heavy-traffic behavior coincides with the many-server heavy-traffic. For
a general many-server heavy-traffic regime (A(N)/N — 1), Budhiraja et al. [7] established a large
deviation principle for the occupancy process which states that for large N and T, starting from
the state QgN) (0) = N and Q](N) (0) =0forallj > 2, IP(supOStSTQfN)(t) >1) ~ exp(—%}z)z)
for i > 3. The works in various regimes mentioned above, have been summarized in Table 1,
which is an expanded version of the one presented in [14] (associated notations are described in
Section 1.4). Also, see [28] for a recent survey on load balancing algorithms and their performance
in various asymptotic regimes.

1.3 Owur contributions

In this paper, we obtain the diffusion limit for the centered and scaled total number of tasks
in the system S(N)(t) = ¥, QSN)(t) under the super-Halfin-Whitt regime and characterize the
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Table 1: Analysis of ]SQ in various regimes: Load per server is Ay = 1 — % with B € (0,1) for
« = 0and B > 0 for « > 0. The random variables in the third column are steady state random
variables. b € [1,00) denotes the buffer size, when it is assumed to be finite.

limit of its stationary distribution as N — co. Specifically, we assume that the total arrival rate is
A(N) =N —BN 17 for ¢ € (0,0.5) and the service times are exponentially distributed with mean
1. Our main contributions are two-fold:

(a) Process-level convergence. In Theorem 2.4, we show that X(N)(t) = N _(%“)(S(N )(N%t) —
N) converges to a certain Bessel process with negative drift, uniformly on compact intervals.
Since the difference between the total arrival rate and the maximum departure rate is O(N %_8)
and SN)(t) is scaled by N ¢, we needed the time-scaling of N to obtain the process-level
convergence. From a high-level perspective, we follow the same broad approach used in [12]
to prove the transient limit result. However, our technique differs significantly in several places
as some of the estimates in [12] only apply for € values close to 0.5, but we need estimates that
uniformly apply for ¢ € (0,0.5) (for example, the proof of Lemma A.9 requires the estimate
(A.36)).

The key challenge in establishing the diffusion limit is to obtain precise asymptotics of the fol-
lowing integral of the idleness process IN)(-) (which equals N — QgN) (+)): N-(+e) fONZSt IN)(s)ds
uniformly for ¢ in an appropriate (random) compact interval. As it turns out, starting from suit-
able states, the process I'N) is negligible in magnitude, on the scale N 2+¢ (Lemma 5.1). However,
1

the above integral is not negligible. In fact, we show that it is asymptotically close to fot mds



(Proposition 5.5). The proof relies on the fact that IN)(t) evolves on a faster time scale compared
to XN) and achieves a local stationarity for any fixed value of X(N). The (local) steady-state ex-
pectation of I(N)(s) is approximately m
diffusion in Theorem 2.4 are obtained by standard martingale decomposition and their conver-
gence. We then show that this limiting process is ergodic and has Gamma(2, 8) as the unique

stationary distribution (Proposition 2.5).

. Other parts of the evolution equation of the limiting

(b) Tightness of the sequence of prelimit stationary distributions. The next major challenge,
proving the interchange of t — co and N — oo limits, requires establishing the tightness of the
sequence of steady-state random variables {X(N)(c0)}%_,. This is provided by Theorem 2.7. In
fact, Theorem 2.7 tells us much more about the prelimit stationary distribution than tightness.
We use the theory of regenerative processes to obtain tail probability bounds on X(N)(c0) for
all large but fixed N. More precisely, we identify renewal times along the path of the process
(IN)(), {QEN) (1) }i>2) and use a representation (4.24) of the stationary measure in terms of these
renewal times. Tail behavior of X(N)(c0) is then studied by carefully analyzing these renewal
times and fluctuations of the process between these times.

Two key technical steps in the renewal time analysis are to obtain sharp asymptotics for the
following: (i) Down-crossing estimates: Tail-probability bounds on the time QéN) takes to hit BN 27
starting from 2BN pte (Proposition 3.10), where B is a large fixed constant that does not depend
on N. (ii) Up-crossing estimates: Tail-probability bounds on the time QgN) takes to hit 2BN2 ¢
starting from BN2 "¢ (Proposition 3.12).

Analyzing the tail behavior of X(N)(co) for fixed large N requires very different techniques
than ones required to prove the process level convergence. First, there is no ‘state space collapse’
in the prelimit, in the sense that one cannot directly relate the idleness process I'N)(-) to X(N)(.)
as in Proposition 5.5. Therefore, we take an excursion-theoretic approach where one performs
a piece-wise analysis of excursions of the joint process (I(N)(-), { QfN)(-)}izz) in different parts
of the state space. This, along with some novel concentration inequalities (Lemma 3.5), leads to
quantitative probability bounds on the supremum and time integral of I(N)(-) (Lemma 3.7). This
is a crucial step in proving Theorem 2.7.

Second, note that, for the process level limit, one can ‘ignore’ the contributions of QfN)(-)
for i > 3. This is because, if QéN) (0) = 0, for fixed T > 0, the probability that QéN)(t) >0
for any t € [0, N*T| becomes small as N — oo (see (A.21)). However, for fixed N, the pro-
cesses {QEN) (+) }i>3 eventually become non-zero, and for obtaining probabilistic bounds on the
renewal times discussed above (eg. Proposition 4.3), one needs precise quantitative control on
Yioa QEN) (-) (Lemma 3.9).

1.4 Notation and organization.

For a metric space S, denote by D = D([0,c0),S) the space of functions from [0,00) to S that
are right continuous and have left limits everywhere. For x,y € R, x Vy and x Ay denote



max(x,y) and min(x,vy), respectively. x* = max(x,0). For a positive deterministic sequence
(f(N))n>1, a sequence of random variables (X(N))n>1 is said to be Op(f(N)), op(f(N)), re-
spectively if the sequence (X(N)/f(N))n>1 is tight, and X(N)/f(N) = 0, as N — co. Also,
(X(N))n>1 is said to be Op(f(N)) if it is Op(f(N)) and there is a constant ¢ > 0 such that
liminfy e (f(N)) 'E(X(N)) > c.

Rest of the sections are organized as follows: In Section 2 we present the model, main results,
and discuss their ramifications. Section 3 contains a sample-path analysis of the process and
several hitting time estimates. These estimates will be used in Section 4 to establish the tightness
of the sequence of random variables corresponding to appropriately centred and scaled steady-
state total number of tasks, in the number of servers N. In Section 5, we prove the process-level
convergence. Proofs of some results are moved to the appendix for better readability.

2 Model Description and main results

Consider a system with N parallel single-server queues and one dispatcher. Tasks with inde-
pendent unit-mean exponentially distributed service requirements arrive at the dispatcher as a
Poisson process of rate A(N). Denote the per-server load by Ay := A(N)/N. Each arriving task
is assigned instantaneously and irrevocably to the shortest queue at the time of arrival. Ties are
broken arbitrarily. The service discipline at each server is oblivious to the actual service require-
ments (viz., FCFS). We will analyze the system in the so-called super-Halfin-Whitt heavy-traffic
regime, where

An=1-— Nie (2.1)
with fixed parameters § > 0 and ¢ € (0, %) Our goal is to characterize the behavior of the
queue-length process as N — co. At time t, S(N)(t) denotes the total number of tasks in the

system, I(N)(t) denotes the number of idle servers, and QSN)(t) denotes the number of servers
of queue length at least 7, i > 1. Note that ( QgN), QgN), . ) provides a Markovian description of
the system state and I (N) = N — QgN). We introduce the scaled process {X(N )(t),t > 0} as

SIN)(N2%t) — N
Nite )
The process X'V is not Markovian. However, we can view it as a function of the Markov process

(QgN), QgN), ...). Denote by XN)(00) a random variable distributed as the centered and scaled
total number of tasks in the N-th system in steady state. Our first main result below characterizes

XN () =

(N)

the weak-limit of X(N) (c0) and convergence of its moments.

Theorem 2.1. The sequence of random variables { XN)(co) } noq converges weakly to the Gamma(2, )
distribution as N — oo, where the probability density function of Gamma(2, B) is given by f(x) =
B2xe=F*, x € (0,00). Moreover, for any p > 0,

e HE2
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as N — oo, where I denotes the standard Gamma function.

Let W(N) be a random variable denoting the waiting time of a typical task in steady state for
the N-th system. By Little’s law [17, § 6.4 (a)], note that E(W(N)) = (NAy) - Y, E (QEN) (00)) =
(NAN) E (SN)(c0) + IIN)(00) — N). Now, since in steady state, expected total arrival rate equals
expected total service rate, we have E(IN)(c0)) = N(1 — Ay) = BN 2-¢. Therefore, we have the
following immediate corollary of Theorem 2.1.

Corollary 2.2.
: 1_e N

Jlim N> E(WN) = 5
Remark 2.3 (Contrast with centralized systems). An interesting aspect of the many-server limit of
the JSQ policy is revealed as we compare it with the corresponding M/M/N system with the same load
per server. As briefly mentioned in the introduction, the key difference between the [SQ dynamics and
the M/M/N dynamics lies in the non-idling nature of the latter. In the [SQ dynamics, there can be idle
servers in the system, while having waiting tasks. However, as the system load becomes closer to 1, one
may expect that most of the servers must remain busy to keep the system stable. Consequently, [SQ should
behave similarly to the centralized queueing system. Theorem 2.1 shows that this is not the case even
in the super-Halfin-Whitt regime. The centered and scaled total number of servers for [SQ converges to
Gamma (2, B) with mean 2/ B, instead of Exponential(p) with mean 1/ B for the corresponding M/M/N
system. Interestingly, indeed, if the load is much heavier, that is, Ay = 1 — O(N™*) with a > 2, then
the result in [15] implies that the appropriately scaled total number of tasks under the |SQ policy has the
same limiting distribution as the centralized system. It will be an interesting future direction to identify
the precise scaling of the system load where this transition of behavior occurs.

The proof of Theorem 2.1 is given at the end of this section. We will proceed by establishing
the process-level limit, ergodicity of the limiting process, and the tightness of the random vari-
ables {X(N)(c0)}n>1. The next result states that the sequence of processes {XN)(t),t > 0}§:1
converges weakly to the process X, uniformly on compact time intervals, where {X(t),t > 0} is
a certain Bessel process with negative drift.

Theorem 2.4. Assume that XN)(0) — xg as N — oo, where xo > 0 is a constant, and that there exist
constants Ky, Ky > 0, such that IN)(0) < KyNz—¢, QIN(0) < KoN2*, and Q\V)(0) = 0, for all
N > 1. Then the scaled process X'N) converges weakly to the path-wise unique solution to the following
stochastic differential equation, uniformly on compact time intervals:

dX(t) = (ﬁ - 5) dt + V2AW (1), (2.2)

with X(0) = xo, where W = (W(t),t > 0) is the standard Brownian motion.

Theorem 2.4 is proved in Section 5.
Observe that the SDE in (2.2) is a certain Langevin diffusion and is ergodic. Its stationary
distribution can be explicitly characterized as follows.
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Proposition 2.5. The SDE in (2.2) has a unique stationary distribution 7t with probability density func-
tion 9% = BPxe=P*, x > 0, having p-th moment T (p +2)/BF.

The proof of Proposition 2.5 is given in Section 5.

Remark 2.6. The limiting diffusion in (2.2) behaves like a Bessel process of dimension 2 for small values
of X and a Brownian motion with negative drift for large values of X. In particular, this diffusion almost
surely never hits zero (see Lemma 5.6). This is a consequence of the fact that the idle process in the prelimit
moves in scale N2~¢ and thus vanishes under the scaling N pte appearing in XN, Moreover, the drift
of the above diffusion process is smooth on (0,00), unlike the diffusion limit in the NDS regime [12].
This results in the stationary density of the diffusion in [12] being C' but not C? on (0, o0), whereas our
stationary density is smooth on (0,0).

The following theorem gives tail estimates for X(N)(co) for all fixed large N.

Theorem 2.7. There exist positive constants Ny, B, C1, Ca such that for any N > Np,

Crexp{ —Cox!/%}, 4B < x <2N:7%,

P(XN(c0) > x) < i
Crexp { — Cox!/#},  x>2N27¢

Remark 2.8. The analysis of the steady-state tail behavior is based on a renewal theoretic representation of
the stationary measure. We consider the continuous time Markov process (IN)(+), {QZ(N) () }is2) starting
from (0, L2BN%+5J,Q) for a suitably large B > 0. We then wait for Q, to fall to LBN%“J, then for
Yo, QEN) to drop to zero, and subsequently for Qy to climb back to |[2BN %“J. This (random) time © is a
renewal time as the process observed from time © onward has the same distribution as the one starting from
time 0. On showing that © has finite expectation, the stationary distribution admits the representation
in (4.24). Hence, obtaining tail behavior of the stationary distribution reduces to quantifying the extremal
behavior of the process path before time ®. We do not believe that the exponents in the tail bounds above
are optimal; however, they show that the steady-state tails are sufficiently light to have finiteness of all
moments.

Theorem 2.7 is proved in Section 4. It implies that {X(N )(0) }§:1 is tight in IR. By Proposi-
tion 2.5 and Theorem 2.7, the interchangeability of the t — co and N — oo limits in Theorem 2.1
can be established using routine arguments.

) }%_, has a con-

vergent further subsequence {X( } x—p- Let X( )(oo) 2 R as N — co. Now assume that
XM (0) is distributed as XN (c0), the steady state of the process (X(V)(¢),t > 0). Then XN)(¢)
is also distributed as X() (00), for all t > 0. Thus, by Theorem 2.4 and Proposition 2.5, X is the
unique stationary distribution of {X(#)}+>o. This proves the weak convergence of X(N)(c0) in RR.

For the convergence of p-th moment, note that X(N)(c0)’s are nonnegative random variables
and hence,

Proof of Theorem 2.1. Since {X™N)(co }; | is tight, any subsequence {X(N)

]E[X<N>(oo)r = p/OOO xP 1P (XN (00) > x)dx.
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Take B, Ny as in Theorem 2.7. From the tail-probability bound in Theorem 2.7, we have that for
any p > 0and € >0,

< sup ((4B VP4 (p+8) /DO xPHEIP (XN (00) > x)dx)

]P‘i‘é
N>Np (4BV1)

sup [E [X(N)(oo)
N>Np (2.3)

[ee]

< ((43 V1P 4 (p+2) /

s xPHEIC exp { — C2x1/44}dx> < co.
4BV1

Since X(N) (o) LN Gamma(2, ) and (2.3) holds, by [5, Corollary of Theorem 25.12], for any p > 0,
E[XN)(0)]” = T(p+2)/pP as N — oo. O

3 Sample-path analysis of the pre-limit process

In this section, we will obtain quantitative estimates on the sample path behavior of the prelimit
process that will be useful in Sections 4 and 5. Define

=M, V= oMe.
i=2 -
and, for x,y,z > 0, define the stopping times
TN (x) :=inf {¢ > 0: TN () = [xN27¢]},
o (y) = inf {t > 0: QM (1) = [yNF*e}, (3.1)
TS(N)(Z mf{t >0:5WN) (t) = LzNzJFSJ}
Also, for any B > 0, let [, éN) denote a birth-death process with
(N) TéN) +1atrate N — BN2*,
IV N (Y — 1) atrate N — BNZ, (3.2)

where N is large enough so that N > BNz > pN2¢. If Q2 M(0) > BN2*¢, then observe
that there exists a natural coupling such that I™N) (t A T( )( B)) < T(N)(t A Tz(N)(B)), forall t > 0.
Define the stopping time TE(;N)(x) :=inf{t > 0: TéN)( = |xN2- €]} for x > 0. For 7 > 0, let us
: . (N 1

introduce the notation IEUN%_S( ) =E(- |I£; )(0) = L17N2 ).

Lemma 3.1. There exists By > 1 such that for any y > 0, B> By, N > Ng,and y € [0,7),

B 2¢
B i (oo { ¥ 0} ) <o

Proof. Let us denote [ (t) = _Nl_s and o™ =




For t < TéN) (0),

£z () = 82N () 1o [(e P el 0) (N - BN

2
1N (1) — R
n (e B NEE e[ém(t)) (N . ‘Bfog)]
1 1
=520 (1) + 2 ON(e T e W )

1 -
+ 20 ()~ (ext —1)BNZ* — (e x2° —1)pNZ 7],

where L(-) is the infinitesimal generator of the associated continuous time Markov process. Fix
two constants ¢,a > 0, such that forall x € (—a,a),e*+e -2 < cx?, and note that for all x € R,
e* —1 > x. Now, let Ng > 1 be such that N—2%¢ < g and %BNZ‘S > f for all N > Npg. Then for all
N > Ng,

£zt ne™) < gZéN)(tAa(N)) +eN=ZN (88 o))
1 1
+ 280 (A M) [ — (end e —1)BN3T — (e i —1)pN2 7]
0 (N) 2¢ 7 (N) vy BNTT () (N) (N) (N)
SEZB (EAT)) +eN¥Zg (A TY) — - —Zp ((EAT) +BZy (ENT)
2e
ggzgm(m(r(m)+cN2€z<BN>(ma<N>)— oz ),

Let By > 1 be such that ¢ — g < —%, VB > By. Take 0 = gNZS. Then EZéN)(t /\O'(N)) <0,Vt>D0,

implying for all B > B,

E , (ZMEred™) <E , (z0V(0), vi>o.

N2 N2

By Fatou’s lemma and the observation lim;_,s Z éN) (tAoeN)) =Z éN) (cN)) a.s., we get
(N) P, (N) (N)
E Nt (g (e™)) < liminflE ). (Zg (tnaN)) < E, i (Z5(0)) < ¢,
implying that
E . (eg‘ém(y)) < oY
nN27¢ -
This completes the proof of the lemma. O

The following elementary lemma gives a supremum bound on the path of a compensated
Poisson process.

Lemma 3.2. Suppose A(-) is a Poisson process with unit rate. For any T > 0 and x € [0,4T],

N

IP( sup |A(s) —s| > x) < 2e” 5.
s€[0,T]
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Proof. By [18, Theorem 5, Chapter 4, Page 351], for any x > 0,

P( sup (A(s)—s) >x) <exp{ —sup (Ax —2T(e* —1-A))}.
s€[0,7) A>0

Since e* — 1 — A < A?, for all A € [0, 1], we have for any x € [0,4T],
2

X

sup (Ax — 2T(eM — 1 — A)) > sup (Ax— ZTAZ) = 5T

A>0 A€[0,1]

We can perform the same calculation with —(A(s) —s) in place of (A(s) —s). This proves the
lemma. O

We want to estimate fot TéN)(s)ds for large B and t. We will do so by identifying certain

excursions in the path of the process T éN). The integral will then be estimated by controlling the
duration of each such excursion and the supremum of the process TéN) on this excursion. Let
TéN)(O) = 0. Given 1 > 0, define the following stopping times: (7'(§N) :=0,and fori > 0,

_(N . _(N) . 7N 1

02(i+)1 = inf {t > 02(1. ). é )(t) > [gN27¢]},

_(N) . ~(N) . 7N VAN

2(i+)2 = inf {t > ‘72(1'+)1 () < sz I}

Henceforth, we fix 7 = 1 A (8/8) and define:

=(N _(N) (N ,

ol off), iz,

LTI(N) = sup I_I(gN)(s) —[gNTE|, i>1,

seloy vy

IZt(N) :=inf {k: ('72(,?]) > Nzgt}.

The following lemma will be used to control the integral of the process I éN) over the excursion

interval ['2(1.1\1)1, ('72(5\1)] .

Lemma 3.3. Take By as in Lemma 3.1. There exist positive constants ¢, c1, cp, such that for any B > B,
INg > 0 such that for all N > Nz,

-
i P(Vg" > 5 5y <ae Y, a0
2

13
@) E(a\MEN) < vz

Proof. Note that

5—3¢
]P(L‘th)g(N) > xN?2 ) < IP((:?(N) > ﬁN—ZS) +1P(a§N) > ﬁN%_sf(ng) < ﬁN_ZS). (3.3)

12



By Lemma 3.1 and Markov’s inequality, for B > By, N > N, x > 0,

- IVES
P(EN > gNzg) <eWEE

Nj_g(EGTlgN>(%)) S eqef\/}/sl (34)
U

where § = BN*/8 as in Lemma 3.1. Now, for s € [0, (Tz(N) — (Tl(N)),

T[(;N) (a-l(N) _|_5) = LUN%*SJ + Al((N o BN%+€)S) o Az((N . ﬁN%ig)S)
= [N + Ay (N = BN2™)s) — Ay (N — BN>79)s) — BN ¥s - pN2 s,
where Ay, Aj are i.i.d. Poisson processes with unit rate and A;(s) = A;(s) —s, i = 1,2. Therefore,
choosing N > N such that %N%*E < %lezg for all N > N, we obtain for any N > N,
x>0,

P(a) > YENE« &) o V-2

VB B
=P( sup TéN) (Ul(N) +5)> [Nz €| + ﬁN%_e, az(N) — al(N) < QN_zs)
se [O,ITZ(N) fal(m ) \/E B
A lre A 1¢ lie 1_¢ \/§ 1_¢
§IP( sup Al((N—BNZ )S)—Az((l\]—ﬁN2 )S)—BN2 s+ BN2""s > —=N2 )
s€[0,v/x/ (BN2)) VB

<P(  sup Ay ((N—BN)s) — Ay ((N — BN2)s) > ﬁN%—e)
se[0.V/F/(BN%)) VB

2 . VX

< 2PP( sup |A1(Ns)| > —=N>"°) <4dexp{ — +=},
s€[0,y/x/ (BN%)) 2v/B 32

(3.5)

where the second inequality is due to BN pte > BN 2~¢ that we assumed while defining I éN), and

the last inequality is due to Lemma 3.2. Plugging (3.4) and (3.5) into (3.3), we get part (i). Part

(ii) follows directly from part (i). O

The next lemma gives an upper bound in probability for the number of excursions on the
time interval [0, N*t] for large enough ¢.

Lemma 3.4. There exist ¢,to > 0 such that forall B> 1,a > 2“:’7#, N>1,andt > tg,
]P(KEN) > aN4€t) < exp{—caN*t}.
i

of Lemma 3.3. Also, define the one-dimensional Skorohod map ¥ as follows: for any function
x : R — R having cadlag paths, ¥[x]|(t) := x(t) + sup,,, max{—x(s),0}, t > 0. Also write

Proof. Let HN =1 ['2(2?1 — ('Tz(ZN) > gzl—;N_zﬂ, i > 1. Recall A;, i = 1,2 as defined in the proof

N (s) = LgN%—SJ + Ay ((N = BN2*)s) — Ay (N — BN?79)s) — BN2*es + BN? %5, 5 > 0.

13



Then, note that

p(H™ = o)
=P( sup  IV(o 4z el - oY < g_zN_k)
sel0agy -]
<p( s ¥ W)@z <sp( s [z DN, @)

s€o, 6’QBN %] s€o, 64BN %]
where, in the last step, we used the fact that sup,, 1y Y[xN](s) < 25upco 1] 1x(N)(s)| for any
T > 0. Now, since BN3+e > ,BN%_S as before and # < 1, we have
sup (x<N>(s)( < swp |A((N- BN#79)s) — Ay (N — BN27)s) | + ”Nrs LI e

s 64
s€[0, g N~%] s€(0, 64BN 2]

s€0, 64BN 2]

< sup AN BNE)) — Ap((N - pNE)s) [+ N

Using this in (3.6), we obtain

II’(Hl.(N) = 0) < ]P< sup  |A1((N = BN27)s) — Ay (N — BN=")s)| >
sG[O,%N_ZS]

2(1,]2/64B)N1—28 < 1

(112/16)1\]1725 -2/

=

N%—€>

where the last inequality follows from Doob’s L>-maximal inequality and the assumption B > 1.
Then, for a > 2?7—623 we can write for t > ¢t sufficiently large,

LatN“J
P(RY > an*t) <P ¥ (o4 —of) < N*)
i=1

w0 < Sy ]

(
S]P( )3 HN < 6;BN4£t>
( ;

IN
%
—
1
T
Z
|
o
=
Z
N
|
|
S
%
~—

= exp{—caN*t}

for some ¢ > 0, where the last inequality above follows from Azuma'’s inequality. O
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The next lemma gives a concentration bound on sums of random variables with stretched
exponential tails. It is used multiple times in this article, and is of independent interest.

Lemma 3.5. Suppose {CDZ@ i > 1,r € R} are independent nonnegative random variables adapted to a
filtration {]:l.(r) :i > 1,r € R}, where R is an arbitrary indexing set. Let ]__(gr) - ]_—1(r) be an arbitrary
o-field. Suppose there exist deterministic constants c,c1 > 0, 0 € (0,1) not dependent on r such that

P(®") > x[F) <ce x>0, Vi>1.

Define y = [ ce—x’dyx > supreRE(¢fT)|ﬁ(1)1),Vi > 1. Then there exist cy,c3 > 0, not depending
on r, such that for any a > 4y,

n 19
sup IP( ZCD >an|]-"O ) < <1—|— n )exp{—@, a2n)zi}, n>1.
1

reR i= a2+9

1

Then by Azuma’s inequality,

Proof. Let CTDlm = CIDZ(r)]l[CD(r) < d] for some d > 0 that does not depend on 7, to be chosen later.

supP() & ()>—|f )
reR i=1
n ’ an r
<suplP(Z( ") —E ( |Jrz 1))>7_”V|f(§))
reR 1‘21 (3.7)
= (r = (r an r
Ssul};ﬂ’(Z(q’f ) _IE(q)z( )|]:z‘—1)) > Z’]:(g ))
re i:1

<exp { _W}'

Moreover, using Markov’s inequality and the union bound

n oo ~1,—¢&d?
suplP(Z(q)l(‘y) — @fy)) > %U‘-(gy)) < 2 {dce”de +/ cecl"gdx} < cde , (3.8)
rerR i=1 a d a

where ¢ and & are positive constants not depending on d. Using (3.7) and (3.8) with d = (a?n)z+ v,
the lemma follows upon using

n n n
sup IP( ZQD >an|.7-" ) <suplP Z ) > —]]-" )+sup]l’(2(q)§r)—q~>§r)) > @]}"ér)),
reR i=1 reR i=1 reR i=1 2
and choosing appropriate constants ¢, and c3. O

Lemma 3.6. Take By as in Lemma 3.1, Np for B > By as in Lemma 3.3, and to as in Lemma 3.4. There
exist constants c,c*, ¢’ > 0, such that the following holds for all B> By, N > Ng, t > to,

bl

(N)
t —_

POy m e >

;Bl N%“t) < cexp{—c'BiN5t5}.
]7 2

[uy
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Proof. Write

|/ Nt

P(Y aMEN > — Ni) < PRV > aN )+ p( Y aVEN > o Nitr). (39)
i=1 n°B2 i=1 n°B2
For the first term, we take a’ = 2?7623 , and thus, Lemma 3.4 yields
P(RN) > o/ N*t) < exp{—ca'N*t}. (3.10)
For the second term, define
B2 (N)s :
of) = B g, i
N27%

and a sequence of filtrations Fy; := a{CDJ(.N) :j <i}, i > 1. Then, as {cp](.N) :1 € N} are iid.,
from Lemma 3.3 we know for B > By and N > Nj,

]P(CDZ(N) > x| Fni1) < cre”2Vr, Vx> 0.

We will use Lemma 3.5 for the random variables {CIDI(.N) :1 > 1,N € IN}. Note that y in the
lemma takes the form y = [~ cre~2V*dx in our case. Write ¢* = 4y x 256. Applying Lemma 3.5
with 6 =1/2, n = |a'N*t|, and a = 4y, we get for some constants ¢, ¢, > 0,

|a’ N4t |

NN o W NE o
IP( Z g 2 > T N2 t|Fno) =P Z o2 5 T N2 tlFn0)
i=1 n°B2 i-1 B2 17?Bz2

- * (3.11)
:]p<L iNétJ NN Z—fN“tl}"N,O) <d exp{ _cé[(4y>2a/N4£t}l/5}~

Plugging the bounds from (3.10) and (3.11) into (3.9) completes the proof of the lemma for
appropriately chosen constants ¢ and ¢’ dependent on p but not B. O

The following lemma gives probability bounds on the integral and supremum of the idleness
process that is crucial to the stability analysis of the prelimit total queue length process.

Lemma 3.7. Assume TéN) (0) = 0. There exist tg > 0, By > 1 such that for all B > By,N > Np, and
t > to, the following hold:

(i) P( ONRS I_éN)(u)du > EN3*¢s for some s > t) < ¢ exp{—c2B5N5t3};

s 7(N) 2¢ B ard+e = 4¢ ~ NT4e = 2¢

(i) P(sup,, Iy ' (N%*s) > £:N2T¢t) < exp{—1BN*t} + & N*t exp{—3v/BN*1}.
The above constants c;, ¢; may depend on B, but not on B, N, t.

Proof. (i) Recall # =1 A (B/8) and note that

N2£t K;
/ IV (s)ds < yN3ter+ Y a™EN < gN%“t + Y aMEn. (3.12)
; ‘ ‘



Now, choose B; > By (from Lemma 3.1) such that << g, where ¢* is the constant from
12Bf

Lemma 3.6. By Lemma 3.6 and (3.12), there exist constants c; and ¢y, such that for all B > By,

t 2 tO/ N 2 NB/

N2t
7(N) B i+ (N 2(N) o Bglie
]P(/O IV(s)ds = Entrer) < (Y aMg™ > Ender)

kN * \
< ]P( Z ﬂ(N)C_(N) > ¢ - N%“t) < ¢ exp{—czB%N%t%}.
= n?B2

(3.13)
For any t > t(, define s; = kt,k > 1. Then, for any k > 1,

N%s
]P(/ TéN)(u)du > %N%“ for some s € [sk,sk+1))
0
N265k+1
7(N) Bsk e
g]P(/O IV (wydu > BEN+)
N285k+1
7(N) BSkr1 3 1
g]P(/O 1V (uydu > B i)

14 1
< crexp{—caB5N5sg ,}.

Therefore, (i) follows on summing over k and applying the union bound.
(ii) Write a = 2“:’7@, and note that

7(N) (nj2e B ogie 7(N) 4¢ C(N) o B oalae, o agloe
lP(supIB (N 5)216N2 t)gl[’([(t > aN t)—HP( sup 1, 216N2 t—nN2 )

s<t 1<i<aN4t
(3.14)
By Lemma 3.4, for t > t,
P (KN > aN*t) < exp{—caN*t}. (3.15)
Due to Equations (3.4) and (3.5), we have that for B > By, and large enough N > Nz,
P( sup N > EN%“t—nN%_8
<1<i<aN4€t Z 16 )
<P( sup M) > EN%“t
1<i<aNier 32 )
<aN*t. P2 > %N%“t)
<aN*i. [IP(agN) > BNt e o Py pv > P )]
- - 32 32v/B ~ 32vB
<aN*t . cgexp{—chBVBN?*t} for some constants cg, ch > 0. (3.16)

Plugging (3.15) and (3.16) into (3.14) and choosing appropriate constants ¢y, ¢, &3 complete the
proof. O
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For integers x € [0, N], v € [0, N — x] and a vector of non-negative integers z = (z1,2p,...) €
ING” withy > z; > zo > ..., introduce the notation

Pleyo() =P | IN(0) =% 05N (0) = 5,0 (0)) =z fori >3) and

sup]l’(x,y,;)(-) = sup {H)(x,y,;)(') ze€Ny,z1>220>...,21 < y}.

Also, recall that for any t > 0, S (N )(t) denotes the total number of tasks in the system at time

t, and TZ(N)(B) denotes the first time QEN) hits | BN %“J. The next lemma gives fluctuation tail

bounds on excursions of the total queue length process.

Lemma 3.8. There exist to, By, such that for all B> By, N > Ng, and x > tg,

sup P (S(N) hits SN (0) + x‘BN%“ before time TZ(N)(B))
z

(0,[2BN27),2)
<& exp{—ézB%N% x%} + 3 exp{—Cax},

where constants ¢&;, i € {1,2,3,4} do not depend on B and N.
Proof. Note that there is a natural coupling between IN)(t) and I_éN)(t), such that for all t <

Z™N(B), IN (1) < TN (#). Thus, for all t < i) (B),

SNI(1) < SN(0) + A((N — BN29)¢) — D(/Ot(N - fgm(s))ds)

A

= sMN(0) + A((N — BN29)t) — D(/Ot(N - fgm(s))ds) + /Ot IV (s)ds — BN2¢t,

where recall A(-) and D(-) are independent unit-rate Poisson processes representing arrivals and
departures respectively, and A(s) = A(s) —s and D(s) = D(s) — s. Therefore,

. 1 N
sgp lP(o, 2BNE ) (S™) hits SN (0) + xBN2 "¢ before Tz( )(B)))

N2
< IP(/O _éN)(u)du > %N%“ + %N%“ for some s > 0> (3.17)
t 3
—HP(M*(t) — ‘%N%_s hits %N%” for some t > 0>,

where M*(t) = A((N — ,BN%*E)t) - D(fOt(N — Ig(s))ds). Recall ty, By from Lemma 3.7. For
x >ty, B> By, N > Np,

NZs
]P(/O I_éN)(u)du > %N%“ + %N%“ for some s > 0>

NZSX NZSS
IP(/O TéN)(u)du > %N%“) +]P</O I_éN)(u)du > %N%“ for some s > x) (3.18)

IN

< éexp{—é’B%N%x%},
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for some constants ¢, ¢’ > 0, where the last inequality follows by (3.13) and Lemma 3.7 (i). For
the second term on the right-hand-side of (3.17), denote 5, = kN*x, k > 0. For any k > 0,

1

lP( sup (M*(s) — %NTS) 3'BXN +£)

5€[5k,5k41]
ZN*ZS— 3
<P( sup M*(s)> #ﬁmﬂ)
SG[Orgk-H]
S P sup M*(S) 2k +5 +£> S C//efc_//(kJrl)x,

s€ [Orgk-H]

for some constants ¢”,&” > 0, where the last inequality follows from Lemma 3.2. Summing over
k, we obtain

IP(M*(t) — %N%_S hits gN%” for some t > 0> < e, (3.19)
Plugging (3.18) and (3.19) into (3.17) and choosing appropriate constants complete the proof. [
Recall Q_gN) (1) =Y i, QEN)(t), t > 0. The following lemma provides quantitative control on
: N (.
the excursions of Q5 /(+).
Lemma 3.9. Define
>(N =(N =(N > ~(N) (N =(N
ZV = sup (QM(s)- QM) and Z™N =N (5N (B)) - QM (0).
se[O,rz(N)(B)}

There exists By > 0, such that for all B > B, we can obtain N € IN for which the following hold for all
N > N} and x > 0.

(i) There exist constants ¢;, i € {1,2,3,4}, not depending on N, x, such that

>(N) 1ie
SUPT ) oty oy (22 2 BNETY)

<gexp{— EZN(%_S)“} ( exp{—B N5 x5} + exp{—sx}).
s >(N) « _[AWN) 2]\ > 1
(i) info P (20 < [0V (0) A HNZ]) > 4.

Proof. (i) Recall t) from Lemma 3.8. Let N € N be such that N —2BNz2+¢ > ¥ > and NTS/( B) >
ty for all N > Np. 1f Z(V) > x,BNﬁg, then there exists s € [0, Tz( )(B)] such that Q2 (s)
N, Q_gN) (s) = Q_gN)(O) + xBN27¢, and IN)(0) = 0. Hence, for all N > N,

SMN(s) =N+ N + QM (0) + xpN=*¢
=(N = 10(0) + Q5(0) + Q5™ (0)) + (N — 2BNH*< + xpN )
—g(N) (0) + (N _ 2BN%+£ + xﬁN%+£)

>SN (0) + (g +x/3N%+€).
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Take By, N as in Lemma 3.8 and define Ng := Np V Ng. Thus, for B> By, N > Ng, x>0,

Z£N) 2 xﬁN%+£)

SUPP, amntee (

(SN hits SN (0) + g + xﬁN%“ before time TZ(N)(B))
<érexp{ —BNS (N27¢/(2) + x)5 } + &3 exp{—¢s(N2 ¢/ (2B) +x)}
<crexp{ — c‘zN(%_S)/5} (exp{—c‘3B%N%x%} + exp{—asx}),

<suplP :
= 7P 0 12mNE e )

where the second inequality is due to Lemma 3.8 upon recalling N 17¢/ (2B) + x > ty by the
definition of Np. The last inequality is due to (a + b)% < a5+ b5, forall a,b >0, and By > 1.

(ii) From part (i), for B > B; and N > Nj,

sup P (Z(kN) >0) <2¢exp(— EZN(%_s)/5). (3.20)

(0, [2BNZ*¢,2)

Starting from I™)(0) = 0, QﬁN) (0) = [2BN2%¢] and any Q_gN) (0), on the event N =,
0" (5" (B)) < QY (0) and Q4" (" (B)) < Q) (0) ~ BNA** + 1. Thus, we have

sN(N(B)) < SN)(0) — BN ¥ 4 1.
Also, for all t > 0,
SN(#) >SMN)(0) + A((N — BNZ9)t) — D(Nt)
= sMN)(0) + A((N — BN )t) — D(Nt) — BN2 ¢,

where A(s) = A(s) —s and D(s) = D(s) —s. Let M(s) = A((N — BN27¢)s) — D(Ns). Thus, by
Lemma 3.2, there exists a constant ¢ > 0, such that

(N) B e 5(N) _
SIgp]P(o, |2BNZ*¢), 2) (m7(B) < ZﬁN 2 =0)
<P( inf (M(s)— BN?"ts) < —BN?*t 1) (3.21)

s<(B/2B)N%

N B_ 1
<P inf < —=—N2t¢11) <4 —¢B}.
- (sg(Bl/%ﬁ)stM(s) - 2N2 +1) < dexp{-2B}

Furthermore, since the instantaneous rate of decrease of QéN) is at least 1 when Q_éN) is positive,

and that Q_gN) can only decrease when ZﬁN) = 0, observe that, using Lemma 3.2,

(@M ) > (@V(0) ~ N, 2 = 0,4V(B) > Zone)

Sgp]l)(o, 12BNZ7¢ ),z 4B = 2B
B B I N2e
< ]P(Po(ﬁst) < ENZS) < 2¢ “BN* o1 some constant ¢’ > 0 dependenton B,  (3.22)
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where Po(%Nzg) is a Poisson random variable with parameter %NZS. Inequalities (3.20), (3.21)
and (3.22), yield

(Z(N) < —[Q_gN)(O) A %NZsD

nfP o aendee 2

. ~(N), (N ~(N B
=P e (@@ (B) < (QV(0) - N )
_ 5(N) _ (N) B e 5(N)
>1 sgp][’(O, 2BNE 2 (27 >0) SEPP(O, LZBN%“J,;)(TZ (B) < 2,3N 2y =0)
_ ~(N)/_(N) SNy B azey 5(N) oy (N B e
SL;IPJP((), LZBN%_HJ,;) (Q3 (TZ (B)) > (Q3 (O) 4ﬁN )+’ Z* - O’ TZ (B) 2 2ﬁN )

>1-2¢ exp ( — 52N(%*€)/5) _ 46Xp{—5B} N zefc/BNZS'

Let B, > Bj such that 4exp{—¢B} < 1/4 for all B > B,. For B > B,, we can obtain Ng > Ng
such that the lower bound above is at least 1/2. This completes the proof of the lemma. O

3.1 Down-crossing estimate

Proposition 3.10. Recall By > 1 and Np for B > By from Lemma 3.7. There exist constants to,c; > 0,
i €{0,1,2,3,4}, such that for any B > By, N > Ng, and x > 0,

(N)

sup 7, ' (B) > N*t)

1
1 (0,|2BN27%¢|,z) (
2:¥,z;<xNz2T¢

/ € 8
<4e~0' 4 | exp{—chBSNSt5} + yN*texp{—c,VBN%t}, V>tV B(B +x).

Proof. Starting from I™)(0) = 0,Q\")(0) = 2BNz*¢, 2. QN (0)) < xN2+¢, for t < iV (B),
QM (1) <sM(t) = QM (1) = sM(1) — (N — 1M (1))
—S(MN)(0) + A((N — BN?~9)#) — D(Nt — /Ot 1M (s)ds) — N+ 1N (¢)
<SM(0) = N +I{V)(t) + A((N — BN279)t) — D(Nt — /t 1N (s)ds)
0
<@B+ )N+ TN (1) 4 A((N = BNZ)t) — D(Nt — /Ot I (5)ds)
FHN) (Ve anghee
+/0 Iy /(s)ds — BN2™*t,

where A(s) = A(s) —s and D(s) = D(s) — s. Recall

M*(t) = A((N = BN2~9)t) — D(Nt — /Ot I (s)ds).
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Thus, using the above upper bound for QéN), we obtain

(N) 2
°Hp 1 ]P(O,L2BN%+€J,;)(T2 (B) > N*t)

z:y,z;<xN2**

= sup

1
z:y,z;<xN2**

N 1 N
]P(o, LZBN%“J,;)(Qé )(Nzet) > [BN2"f] and Tz( )(B) > N%t)

<p( [" s > Ente) (10 v > Entea) (323)
+ 11)((23 + )N (M (N%E) — gN%“t) + %N%“t > BN%“)-
Then, for B > By, N > Nz, t > to, by Lemma 3.7(i),
P(/ONZ% TgN)(s)ds > gN%“t) < crexp{—c,BSN¥t}, (3.24)
and moreover, by Lemma 3.7(ii),
7(N)

P(I;" (N*t) > %N%“t) < exp{—& BN*t} + &;N*texp{—&3vVBN*t}. (3.25)

For t > %(B + x), by Lemma 3.2,

]P((zB b x)NER 4 (MF(N2E) - B 4 %N%“t > BN%“)

2
S]P(M*(Nzet) 2 gN%—FSt _ (B + x)N%-i-s)
<IP(M*(N*t) > g N2Fe) < e~ (3.26)

where ¢’ is a positive constant not depending on N. Plugging (3.24), (3.25) and (3.26) into (3.23)
and choosing appropriate constants complete the proof. O

3.2 Up-crossing estimate
Recall Tl(N) (2B) = inf{t > 0: IN) () = |2BN27¢|}. We will write QgN) = (QéN), QE;N), ce)

Lemma 3.11. Assume IN)(0) = x, QéN) (0) =y, and ng(o) — z. For any N such that |2BN?~¢| >

1and any x > 2BN27¢,
X

where iy, (") = E(IV(0) = x, Q3" (0) = 3, Q{M(0) = 2).

(N)
supEy 2 (eT1 (213)/2) <
vz
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Proof. Define WN)(£) = e2IN)(¢). Since the rate of increase of IV (t) is at most N — IV (¢) and
the rate of decrease is N — BN 1-ejf [(N )(t) > 0, therefore

LW (1) < SWN (1) 4 e3 [(N — 1N (1)) — (N — N3]

N[ =

t 1
2= 1N + N2,

I
x

where L(-) is the infinitesimal generator. For t < Tl (2[5) BN2 1o < 1 ( W and so
LWl < 7V(2p)] <
This implies that for all y,z > 0,
By (W (A TN (28))) < By (WN(0) =, VE> 0.

By Fatou’s lemma and the observation that, almost surely, (t A Tl (25)) = Tl (2,8) for suffi-
ciently large ¢, we have that for all y,z > 0,

E(eyo (WM (") (28))) < iminf E(WN (0 1 (28)) < (3:27)
and therefore,
supE,, . M(2p)/2 . —
y,zp (ry,_)( ) < 2BNY ]
O

Proposition 3.12. For any fixed B > 0, there exist pg,ty, N > 0 such that ¥t > t;, N > N,

sup]P( BN )(T2(N) (2B) > N*t) < c1VEIN?TE exp{—caNZ=V/E} + (1 — pg)VH,
xz % 'z

where cy, ¢y are constants that do not depend on N, B, t.

Proof. The proof involves identifying excursions in the process path based on the I'N) process hit-
ting a certain threshold. The length of each excursion will then be controlled using Lemma 3.11.
During each excursion, it will be shown that QgN) hits the level 2BN2 ¢ with a positive probabil-
ity that does not depend on N. This will lead to a geometric number of such excursions required
for QgN) to hit the level 2BN27¢. These estimates will be combined to complete the proof.
Define the stopping times: GéN) :=0and for k > 0,
oY) = inf{t > 0N 1M (1) < |2pNE ¢},

N) ._ p(N)
9§k+)2 Oyiq + N>
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Note that if IV )(GEkN)) < |2BN %*gj, then 9§kN+)1 = 9&,1{\[); equivalently, if 9§kN+)1 — GEkN) > 0, then
I(N)(GékN)) > [2BNz¢|. Thus, for any k > 0 and t > 0, any N such that [28N2¢] > 1,

I’("ﬁﬁ)l - GékN) > N*t) < sup Py (71(N) (28) > N*t)

e
x>[2BN2 " |y,z (3.28)

e N
< e N2 sup sup E n(2)/2 —————ex —NZ%¢t/2},
xp y,;p (x,y,2)\€ ( ) LZ‘BN J p{ }
where the last inequality is due to Lemma 3.11 and x < N. Next, we claim the following:

Claim 3.13. Pix any N > max{(5B)~ (279, (Zﬁ/B)% }. For any k > 0, the following holds on the event

sup Q2 ( ) < 2BNz*e,

s€|lo, 9
sup  SMN)(s) > 3BN#*e 4+ S<N>(9§,’j+)1)} C { sup QWM (s) > 2BN%+£}, (3.29)
Se[eékNll’92k+2] 56[951121' hit2)

QgN)( ) < 2BNz+¢ and 3s € [9( ) gN) ] such

Proof. Suppose that for some k > 0, sup__ 2kt17 Yopio

S

that S™)(s) > 38BN+ + SN (6{N) ). Let

5:= inf{s € [0, 05)] : SN (s) > 3BNT+ 4 SN () )}

Since N > 5BN27¢, we claim that Q_é (3) < Q3 ( ok +1) If this was not the case, 5 > 95,1{\21 and
there would be § € [0ak+1,5) such that § is a ‘point of increase” of Q_gN), that is, QgN) (5) = N,

~(N) L . (N) 1
Q5 (3) = Q3 ( 2k+1) and IN)(5) = 0. Hence, recalling that SUP, 0,6l | Q, '(s) <2BNzT¢,

sM(3) = N+ QM (03)) + N > N —2BN=* + QN (s) + OV (051),) + (N — 1M () )

= N —2BN2* 4 5N () ) > 3BN2+e 4 s (9lY) ),

which is a contradiction to the fact that § < 5. Hence, we conclude that N > 5BN bt implies
Q ( ) < Q3 ( bk +1) Using this observation and the definition of 5, we obtain

3BNz+e =5(N)(5) — sM)(p{N) )
'3 + OV (5) + N — 1M (5)) — (@865 ) + A5V (65 + N — 1N (8).))

=(Qs"
<QV(5) - QM (O ) + 1N (85
<o (5) — QM (65),) + 2pNz <,

Further, note that 2N ’=¢ < BN %“, due to the choice of N. Thus, the above yields
QM () > QMM (6N) ) + 2BN2FE > 2BN2H,

This completes the proof of the claim. 4
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Therefore, due to Claim 3.13,

i?zf]P(x, LBN%“J/z)( (SNupm Qi"(s) 2 28N Q5 2"*)1) < 2BN2+£)
s€ (01050
>infP o sup - (SM(s) = S (0511)) 2 3BNHH| Q4" (0net) < 2BN3*)
B B 56[92k+1 ékle]

>P( sup A((N—BNi~)s)—D(Ns) > 3BNH*)

s€[0,N%]
=P( sup A((N-pBN "))~ D(Ns) — BN>~s > 3BN*)

se[0,N%]
> IP(A((N_ ﬁN%—S)NZS) o D(Nl—‘rZS) _ ‘BN%+€ > 3BN%+€>
= PN (A((N - BN?~)N*) = D(N'*¥)) — BN~* > 3B)
> pp > 0, for sufficient large N. (3.30)

Observe that pp does not depend on N since N_%_S(A((N — [%N%_S)NZS) — D(N1*2%)) r,

N(0,2) by the Martingale FCLT. Therefore, for sufficiently large N,

N
sup]P(x BNb ) (Tz( )(2B) > N*t)

X,z ’ =
L\/ﬂ (N) (N) 2e
- k:zo ot P otz ok — 02" > N Vi)
FsuplP sup QM (s) < 2BN3+E, QN (0),) < 2BN3HE, W k < [VE])
. - 36[92k+1 éklz}
1,
S\/HZZ exp{—N*V#/2} + (1 ps)V¥,
where the last inequality is due to (3.28) and (3.30). O

3.3 Supremum of QéN)

In this section, we will give bounds on the supremum of the process QgN)(-) on a time interval
[0, N%T] for fixed T > 0. Let IN(0) = 0, QN (0) = [2BNz*¢], and QN (0) = 0. Define
USN) =0, and fori > 0,

az(ﬁ)l inf{t > 021 Q2 ( ) < LBN%“J |3
(Tz(ﬁé inf{t > 021+1 Q2 ( ) > LzBN%JFSJ 1, (3.31)

KN = inf{k : ol > N%T}.

Fix B > (B V 2BV 5), where B; was introduced in Lemma 3.7.
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Lemma 3.14. Recall N from Lemma 3.3. There exist xg > 2B such that for all i > 0, N > Nz,
N27¢ > x> xp,

1[’( sup QéN)(s) > xN1+t¢ QéN)(az(lN)) = O) < crexp{—cix} + ciexp{—c;NTx3},
(N) (V)

€[00y

where c]’f, j € {1,2,3,4}, are constants that do not depend on N, x.

Proof. Fix N 1-¢ > x > xp, where xg > 2B will be chosen later. Define the stopping time

(ATZ.(N) :

= inf{s > az(zN) : QgN) (s) > Nz € or QgN) (s) < {BN%“J },i>0.

Note that, as x < Nz~ when Q3 (021 ) =0, Q3 ( )=0forallt e [(TZ(ZN), Al.(N)], and in that
case, we have SN (t) = N — IN)(¢) + Q2 ( ). Therefore, we obtain for ¢ € [0, cATi(N) - UZ(IN)],

QM (t+ gy — 1Nt +o-§f“> — QM (@Ny — 1™ (i) =5
o)
= [A((N=pN )+ ) - A((N - pNE)el) | - D( YN - I(N)(s))ds>

= [A((N—[&N%—f)(tJraZ(fV))) —A((N—ﬁN%‘s)az(zN)H -D agg)“(N— I(N)(S))d5>

(N)
oyt 1
(N) o 5—¢
—1—/2@ I'"W(s)ds — BN27¢t,

where A(s) = A(s) —sand D(s) = D(s) —s.

Using the above and the strong Markov property at time (Tz(lN), we can write
P( sup  QMV(s) = N3 | Qo)) = 0)
seloy o]
—p( sup (V) - V() = 2Nt | V() = )
(N) (N)
s€loy; " 05i1]
<P(e™ - oV > Nt | V(oY) = 0)
(N) ; (N) (5 (N) 432
+P( sup (@Y (s) - 1)) Z 2N | QY () = 0)
se[aézw 172(1 )+N2€t}
(N) 2¢
= 1P(o, LZBN%“J,Q)(TZ (B) = N*1)
1te 9 ) (N) _ 1 1+e
+1P(o, LZBN%+€J’O)<56[SOI;II\II)2€t] <2BN2 + M(s) +/0 I'""W(u)du — BN s) > xN2 ),
where M(s) := A <(N BN27¢)s ) <f0 ))du) and the first equality above is due

to the fact that Qé can increase only when I (N) = 0. Now, for the first term in the above bound,
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observe that by Proposition 3.10, for B > By, N > Ng, and t >ty V 88, we have

Tz(N)(B) > N%t) < de™%0' 4 ¢} exp{—c4BsN5 5} + cAN*texp{ —cj vV BN%t}.
(3.33)

(0, [2BN2¢,0) (

For the second term on the right side of (3.32),

Po vt g) (

sup <ZBN2+€+M —I—/ IN) (u)du — BNz~ €> N2+€
€[0,N2%¢]
/3_

N2t
gl[’(/o 1<N>(u)du>§z\f%+€t)+lp( sup M(s) > (x— 2 — B)N2+5>

s€[0,N%t]
NZ%t
< IP(/O ](N)(M)du > gN%JFSt) —f—]P( [supz ]M(S) > (x— % _2B)N%+£>‘
s€|0,N=t

Thus, using Lemma 3.7 (i) for the first term and Lemma 3.2 for the second term in the above
bound, we have that for N > N, t > tp and x — ﬁ —2B >0,

+€ _ —8 1-‘1—8
<crexp{—caBSNS 15} + 2exp{—es(x — pt/2 - 2B)2/t}, (3.34)

for positive constants cy, ¢z, c3 not depending on x,t, N.
Thus, taking t = %, for x > xp := (fop V 8B), and putting the upper bounds in (3.33) and
(3.34) into (3.32), the result holds for appropriately chosen constants. O

Proposition 3.15. There exist constants x', N' > 0, &, ¢1, & and c},i = {1,2,3,4}, depending only on
B, such that for all N > Ng, x > x, T > x71,

sup Q) (s) > xN#¥°)
se[0,N2T]

< exp{—E’Tx} + Tx(crexp { — EZN(%*S)B} +cf exp{—cix} + ¢} exp{—cZN%x%}).

]P(o, |2BNZ7¢],0) (

Proof. Define <pl [‘72(111)1 - (72(1 ) > N%]. Fors >0,
SN (s + a3y
— N+ [2BN2*¢] + OV (o))

+[a((N =N s+ of)) — A((N - pNE)el) | - D( [ (N I(N)(u))du>

) s

olN
= N+ 28N+ QM M) + [ 5 1 () — BN s
Oyi

ofMbs

+ [A((N=pNT) s+ o)) = A((N = NIl )| - D </U(N) (N— I(N>(u))du> .

2i

(3.35)

27



where A(s) = A(s) —s and D(s) = D(s) — s. Recall that
M(s) = A((N - 5N%—€)s) - D(/OS(N - I(N)(u))du> for s> 0.
For B > (2B8V 5),

(e = 0| Qo) =0)
<p(inf oV < (BN | QM () = 0)

(N) :

s€[oy; ,02(,-N>+N28}
<p( inf oV < [BNE, sup  QV(s) =0 | V(o) =0)
selog” o)+ N2 sefon o]
—HP( sup QgN)(s) >0 ‘ Q§N) (‘Tz(lN)) = 0)
(N)

N
s€loy; ,172(,4)1]

i (N)(s) < lte (N)((N)y _
§P<SG[U;N>2£>+N2€}S (s) < N+ | BNz J‘Qs (s o)

+P < sup Q_éN)(s) > 0)

1+e
(0,[2BN27¢],0) se[O,Tz(M(B)]

< 11)( inf (|2BN2+¢| 4+ M(s) — BN2%s) < LBN%“J) +erexp { —NG9/%)
se[0,N%]

< P(,_jif, M) < =g erenp -]

gN1+2

— B2N1+2¢

where the third inequality uses the strong Markov property for the second term and the observa-

tion that SN)(s) < N + QgN) (s) if QgN) (s) = 0 for the first term. The fourth inequality is due to

the strong Markov property, (3.35) and Lemma 3.9, and the last inequality follows from Doob’s

L?-maximal inequality. Thus, ]E(gbz.(N) | QgN)(O'z(ZN)) = 0) > 1/2 for sulfficiently large N. Now, for

T > 0, recall K(TN) = inf {k: ('72(5[ ) > N*T}. By Azuma’s inequality and Lemma 3.9, taking a > 8,
T > a1, for sufficiently large N,

+ 1 exp { — EZN(%_e)/S} < %, for sufficient large N,

(K > at)

aT]

P( Y (of) — o) < N*T)
i=1
la

IP( (,bl.(N) <T and  sup QgN) (s)=0,V1<i< LaTj)

— N N
i=1 selog osiy]

IN

IN

—HP(EIl <i< |aT], sup QgN) (s) > O)
selof i)

(3.36)
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and sup Qj '(s)=0,V1<i< LaTJ)
seloy il
+aT-P( sup  QMV(s) >0|QV(e}") = 0)

N N
selog) o]

(3.37)

<e T 4 aTg exp { — c'zN(%_e)/S}.

Take a = x. Then, using (3.37), Lemma 3.14, and union bound, for N > Nj, N2-¢ >x > (xgV8),
T>x1,

IP( sup QgN)(s) > xN%“)
Ss€[0,N2T]
SIP(K(TN) > xT) + Tx-]P( sup gN) > xNzte
(N) (N)

s€loy; i1

Q(ef) =0)

<exp{—¢Tx}+Tx (51 exp{ — EZN(%*S)B} + ¢ exp{—c3x} +c} exp{—cZN%x%}).

This proves the proposition. O

4 Steady state analysis

Our goal is to identify points in the state space which are hit infinitely often by the process and
the length between successive hitting times has a finite expectation. This will provide a renewal-
theoretic representation (see (4.24)) of the stationary measure. Throughout this section, we will
choose and fix a number B = By as the maximum of the lower bounds on B given in the results
in Section 3.
Recall the stopping times O'éN) =0, and fori > 0,
oty =inf{t = o QY (1) < [BNFTY,

(4.1)
ot = inf{t > ol - QS () > [2BN2*E ]},

and define
RN = inf{k > 1: QM (o{N) = 0}.

(N)

Write © := 0,4(y,- Note that IN(@) =0, QgN)(G) — 2BN2"¢| and QgN) (®) = 0. Therefore, © is

a renewal time point.
Lemma 4.1. There exist Ny, cj,c; > 0, such that for all N > No,k > 1,

(0, 12BN+ ,0) (K™ =14k +k2N%7€) < kejexp{ — CEN(%%)/H} eXP{ - (k/N%’g)Tll} 427k,
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The following lemma will be used to prove Lemma 4.1. Define K* :=

BN}

=inf{k > 1: Q3 (02,?])

) <

Lemma 4.2. There exist Ny, c},c; > 0, such that for all N > No, k > 1,

1

o * 1 % * 1 . I
P ]P( 12BN2+¢),2) (R*>14+kN27%) < cfexp { — NG9/} eXP{ —cy(k/N275) ™ }
O<z<4ﬁN25
Proof. Define Zi(N) = QéN) (‘721+2) Q (021 ) i > 0. Note that
_ -
z:E,iliI:ﬁNzeIP(Or [2BN2*),2) (KT > 14 kN=")
i >(N) B e = (N) . 1
< sup P LZBI\,%?_M(Z W > ZNE - OM(0),¥0 <i < kNPT —1). (42)

z2Yy zi<gg B N2e

4p

=0

~.

To estimate (4.2), define CI)Z(N) =1 [ZZ.(N) < — (%st A QéN) (UZ(IN)))} ,i>0. By Lemma 3.9 (ii), for
sufficiently large N,
. (N) 1 .
nfE b (@; yfggq)) >3, 120 (4.3)
Using Azuma-Hoeffding inequality, we get for any k > 1,
1
[kN27¢]—1 KNi—¢
sup P BNZ ( Z q)J(N) = NB2 )
2Lz < ENE ©[2 a5
e 1 (4.4)
(N) (N) kN="* _kNE
< su D —E(D; F < — <e ,
< o Puaniea (B0 B0 7 <)
for some ¢ > 0, where in the first inequality, we have used (4.3). Therefore, for k > 1,
sup P 1 (Zl: 7N 5 B e QM(0),¥0 < i < [kN27¢) - 1)
p e O B gt TS OIS TS
(LkN%fjl ) [AN2~¢|—1 B > ) )
< sup P - ZV. - Y, (SNF)e >0
2y Zl<4ﬁN25 (0,|2BN2%¢|,z) = ] = 4’3 ]
1
[kN27¢]—1 1,
< sup P 14e < CI)](N) < kN )
2 Y zi< {5 N* (0126827 2) j=0 3
1
[kKNZ~¢|—1 B
+ su 7N > 2Nt
T z,<I:,5N2* (0, LZBN%”J,E)( far [ I b+ 2 128 >
he kN2 ~¢] -1 ™)
Le Nz 4 P Z: > B N ,
: S P L B2 )
(4.5)
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where the last inequality uses (4.4). Note that, by Lemma 3.9 (i), for any j > 1,x > 0, and

sufficient large N,

[Z( )] —oNEI/5 1/
sup ( zx‘f )gcle 2 e (4.6)
§:2121<45N2€ N2+€
where c1, c3,c3 > 0 are constants. Choose N; sufficiently large such that (4.3) and (4.6) hold, and
for N > Ny,
/oo cle‘cﬂ\’(%_e)/5 —ex Py < —B
0 4 x 126N e

Take any N > Nj, and k > 1. We will use Lemma 3.5 with

1 B 1
0==,r=z R={z:Y z;< —N*},ua=——_ n=|kN27¢|,
5 { Zz: TR 12BN3—* LNz
and )
o) _ [Z]- J+
] N%Jrs !

(0, [2BN 2+€J z), and associated filtra-

with starting configuration (I1(N)(0), QgN)(O), QgN)(O))
j > 1,r € R} being the natural filtration generated by the above random variables

i (r)
tion {]—"]
We get
1
[kN27¢| -1 5
r Z(N) N2+ek
gzzj,liI:ﬁst 0, LZBN%“M)< = [ J+ > 128 >
n (LkN%—eJ)S/ll ’ o
<sup1P(ZqD >an)§c’1<1+—l exp[—c’z( ; > } )
reR j=0 (uﬁfj%_s)n N3
k /11
< 1_e o
_C1N2 exp[ C2(N%—€> }
Moreover, for any k > 1, from (4.6),
1_.
kN2 78| —
sup P L <L ZZ:J [Z(N)] > iNerﬁk)
(0,[2BN27¢],2) & j > 138

2y zi< g5 B N2e
< kN27¢ sup ]P([Z(() )] > ist)

z: Yy z,<4ﬁN2€ 128

< KN?~cpexp { — Nz 79/5), (4.8)
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Hence, (4.7) and (4.8) imply

1
[kN27¢] -1

sup
2y zi< g5 B N2e

740U >iN2+gk)

P o, anbre J,z)< = 128

j=0
k

1/11
< min {ci’N%_sexp {—c’{( ) ],kN%_gcl exp { —czN(%_S)/5}}. (4.9)
Note that, there exists a constant Ny, such that for all N > N, and k < N1=2%,
kN2 ¢y exp [— czN(%’g)/E’]

= [kN%*Ecl exp{ — %N(%*s)/S}] exp [_ %N(%*s)/S]

<exp|[-— Z—ZN(%*E)/F’] exp [ — %N(%*S)/S)]
<exp|[— C4—2k1_10] exp [ — %N('%)/S)],

and for k > N1-2¢,

<Nz~ fexp [ C2/2,N(%s)/11] exp [_ %I(le_s)l/n]-
2

Hence, there exist constants ¢, & > 0, such that for all N > N; VN, and k > 1,

1
[kNZ 7€)1

[_(N)] > _N2+£k>

sup j = 128

P o, l2pnb+ )(
ey hne (02BN

j=0
1 L
<cexp{ —&NGT/Mexp{ — & (k/N*) 7}, (410)
Finally, using (4.2) and plugging (4.10) into (4.5), we have

sup (R* > 1+kN27°)

1
zYzi<k N2 (0,[2BN27°|,2)
11 =

i

AN S(N) 1_
Szfjlip NzaIP(O 2BN2*),2) ]Zo j 5N2€ Q3 /(0),V0<i< U{Nz 1 -1)

1 4ﬁ
<ciexp{ - CEN(%*E)/H} exp{ o (k/N%*E)%},

* * .
where ¢} and c; are appropriate constants. O

Proof of Lemma 4.1. Define K := 0 and for j > 0,

. B
i,y =inf{1> K +1: 0N (oY) < Est}.
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WM (@™ )y =0], j > 0. By Lemma 3.9 (i),

. (N) .
Define x; =1 (O, 2K 42
P (x( =1|F ) > > 1 Vj > 0. (4.11)
(0,128N37),0) o) =20 U
Thus, there exist constants c;, Ng > 0, such that for k > 1, N > Np,
7 (N) 1 ¢
L (KN > 1+ k+Kk*N27°)
k
o o * 5—€
; (0, LzBNz+€ 7)( ]-+1—K]- > 1+kN? )
(N) _ i _
—HP(Q BN L0) (X]' =0,V0<j<k-1)
<kcjexp { — ;N "S)/H}exp{ (k/NTg) “}+2 k
where the last inequality comes from Lemma 4.2 and the inequality in (4.11) O
Recall © = 02(112]()%!)' The next proposition gives tail estimates for ]P(o, 28N 0) (© > N%t).
Proposition 4.3. There exist constants ¢1,C2, No, to > 0, such that for all N > Ny, t > to,
P O > N%f) < o=@ 4 g p-aNE /M —fz(m)w
N —&
o LZBN%”J,Q)( > ) < e + cie e
Proof. Note that for any k > 1,
(® > N*t)
(RN > 1 4 k+ kN2 (4.12)

Po lavte0

= ]P(o, LzBN%“J,g)( > NE2) +1P(O, [2BN2+¢),0)
TP antp0) (Uz(g)w) — o™ > N2/2,1 < RN <14+ k42N 79).

We will upper bound each of the above terms. Note that there exist £y, No > 0, such that for all

N > No,x >0and t >ty V88 (B +x),

(N) 2¢
SUP Pty o (20 > N¥2)
z:Yz;<xN2*¢
< sup P 1 ( (N) N*t/4)
N 1., (0,[2BN27),2)
z:Y;z;<xN2*¢
+ sup P 1 (03 (N)
1, (0[2BN27] 2)
2:¥,;z;<xN2 ¢

4e
—\t — (/N5 #1/5
<ce v + ce p

> N%t/2,0N) < N%t/4) (4.13)
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where the last inequality is from Proposition 3.10 and Proposition 3.12. Write I(k, N) = 1+ k +
K2N3 ¢, By Lemma 4.1, for all k > 1,

(0, 128N% 1,0 (RN > 1(k,N)) < kejexp { — sN(z2/11} exp{ — 5 (k/N77¢) %} 12k (4.14)

(N)

Next, recall Z ;= QgN)(O'szrz) - QgN) (02j). Then we have for any x > 0,

0, [2BN2*¢),0) (Uz(llg()m — oM > N%t/2,1 < RN < I(k,N))

(
1(k,N) .
N o NTE o)
< L P g (252~ %) Z BN L0 >0)

j=1
1(k,N) ) 1 (4.15)
_ e
<L (o iy 0@ > 459
N Ny NNy g o) Ly
TP oty 0 (22 "% > gyl > 0% SN )
By Lemma 3.9 (i), for all large enough N,
R >(N) ! (3-)/5 1/5
» P 12BN2*¢,0) (Z]") > xN2T¢) < el (k, N)e 2N em ™, (4.16)
= o /0
For all N large enough, 1 < j < I(k,N), x > 0and t > [ty V88 (B + x)]I(k, N),
Ny NEE Ny ) L,
o, 2ante, 22— %) > ANy >0 SN )
2e
7 (N) ) (N) N-t
(0, [2BN2*¢,0) (Z" >0) Sup (0, |2BN2¥ ], 2) (037 > 21(k, N)) (4.17)

< Cle_CZN(z—s)/s [Ce_c,(l(k,N))l/z N Ce_c,Nfi; (W)l/S],

where the first inequality is due to the strong Markov property and the last inequality is due to
Lemma 3.9 and (4.13). Hence, taking x = th and using (4.16) and (4.17) in (4.15), we have for

t > 2(to + 8 1B)I(k,N),

1.
(0, |2BNZ*¢,0) ((72(11;()’\’> o UZ(N) > N*t/2,1 < KW < 1(k, N)) < l(k, N)ffCZI\’(2 >/567C3(1(k,N)

Also, for tg <t < 2(to+ 8B B)I(k,N),
(N) (N) 2e (N
(0, 2BN2+¢,0) (Cypiy =02 > N*t/2,1 < RN < 1(k,N)) .
poe (20 5 0) < eV &1
(0,[2BN27%¢],0)\ 0 =0
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Combining (4.18) and (4.19), we have for all t > tg,

, 1—8 s 1/5
mdwN%qﬂ”ég%—wém:>NRU21<;WN%§KhN»quuhhmfﬁNb)we%ﬁdm).

(4.20)
Finally, taking k = t'/* and I(k, N) = 1+ t'/4 + /tN 27¢, we obtain the proposition by plugging
(4.13), (4.14), and (4.20), into (4.12). O

Corollary 4.4. There exist Ny, c, ¢’ > 0 such that for all N > Ny,

2 4e

(0, [2BN3¢,0) (€7) <N,
I N\T2€

E g pantee) 0 (@) 2 N

Proof. Take tj as in Proposition 4.3. Then

[ee]

(@2/N*) <2 + ® > N*V/1)dt.

(o, LzBN%“J,Q) (0, LzBN%“j,g)(

fo

The upper bound on E (©?) now follows from Proposition 4.3. To obtain the lower

(0, [2BNZ7],0)
(N)

bound on E (©), recall ;" from (3.1) and note that

(0, [2BNZ*,0)

@mﬁﬂ@«DEEmmﬁﬂ@

2B anb 0

(
(
=B antrep )
(
(

(0, [2BN2*¢],0)

E o l2ent+e) 0

mmﬁﬂ@(

Now, for any t > 0,

(0,[2BN2*¢) 0)(T5(N)(B +N27%) = N*t)

=P i 1

(o, LZBN%+€J,Q)(;2£S(N)(N2£5) > N+ BN2+€J)
— . . 1
© LZBN%HJ,O)(;J (S(N)(sts) S(N)(O)) > [N+ BNz*] — [2BNz*¢])

- 1oey g2 N¥s e
zr@mﬁﬂwggm«N—mw)N%yJXA (N = 1M(w))du)) > —BNH* +1)
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R N2%s
Z]P(O P )(irg( ((N = BN?¢)N%s) — D(/o (N — 1™ (u))du)

— BN37%s) > —BN2*E 4 1)

N2
A N
2 P, b g (10 (AN = BNE)Ns) - D(/o (N = 1000 )

— BNZ*es) > (Bt — B)NZH 4 1),
where A(s) = A(s) —s and D(s) = D(s) — s. Using Lemma 3.2 in the above lower bound, there
existf > 0,N > O such that forall t <{,N > N,

1

B+N%—€) > Nzet) > 2,

(N)
1P(o, |2BNZ*¢],0) (TS ( 2

and consequently,
(N) 3¢ 1 2e
o, ant0 (TS (B+N2 )) = HINT. (4.22)

Next, we will show that the second term in the bound (4.21) is much smaller than the first
term To show this, recall the stopping times {U-(N)} from (3.31) and define K(N) := inf{k > 0 :

Q ot = 0}. Lemma 4.1 and Proposition 4.3 readily extend to KV) in place of KN) and
3 2k+1 P y p

2(1121()N>+ , in place of ®. Hence, using the same argument to bound the second moment of @%/N*,
N

we obtain [E 2R 41

2
1 ( ) < ¢N*. Now, observe that
(0, [2BN27¢],0)

N 1 N
2V (BN <alPh
Using this observation along with Lemma 3.8,

5— N 1_ N
IE(O LzBNZ-FSJ 0)( ( )(B+N2 S) [S( )(2N2 S) <T2( )(B)])

() )2 (N) (o nrd—e (N)
= \/IE(O, 12BN2+,0) {(%K(N)H) ]\/IP(Q 2BNE10) (Ts (2N279) < 1, (B))

< cNZS\/IP(O, 2Nt L0) (TS(N)(zN%‘S) < Tz(N)(B)>

< ¢cN* (c exp (—C/N4S/5N(%_€)/5) + cexp (—C/N%_S) >, (4.23)
where the last inequality is from Lemma 3.8. Finally, the lower bound on ]E(O 2BNE) ) ()
claimed in the corollary is established by plugging (4.22) and (4.23) into (4.21). / O

We introduce the following representation of the stationary measure
(C]
E v Jo 1(SMN(u) > x)du
n(S(N) > x) — (125N J'Q)( ( ) ) . (4.24)

(0, [2BN2*¢,0) (©)

This representation, combined with our estimates on ® and the tail estimates for excursions of
SIN)(.), translates to the steady-state tail behavior stated in Theorem 2.7.
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Proof of Theorem 2.7. Note that due to (4.24),

IE(O, 2BNEL,0) (]l (TS(N) (x + N%*S) < @) ®>

N(S(N) > N+xN%+€) <

Recall ¢y from Lemma 3.8. For x € [t + 2B, N%—s],

TS(N)(x + N%’E) < @) = TS(N)(X + N%’S) < TZ(N)(B)>

P o, 2mnt,0) (
<cexp{ —c'x} +cexp{ —/N*¥/ x5}, (4.26)

]P(o, |2BNZ7¢],0) (

where the inequality is due to Lemma 3.8. The bound of (4.26) can be extended to x € [4B, N %*g]
by adjusting the constants. Moreover, for x € (N %*e, 2N %*e], by Lemma 3.9 (i),

NN <0) <P sup(01(5) - 01(0) > 0)

sefo, 2N (B)]

< exp{—czN(%*S)ﬁ} < exp{ / 1/5}, (4.27)

]P(o, 2BN37¢,0) ( (0,12BN2"],0) (

" . 1_ .
for positive constants c1, ¢z, ¢5. Next, consider x > 2N2~¢. Write

720V = sup  (Q3V(s) - QM (i) i > 0.
(N)_(N)
s€loy; 03i47)]

Take any k > 1. Recall I(k,N) =1+ k+ k2N2~¢. Observe that

(N) 1_¢
2 (N)
(0, [2BN2¢,0) (K > 1(k, N)) (4.28)
1
~(N xN2te _ N
P (0,[2BNZ*¢],0 < sup SUP Qé /(s) > > ,Zio) > 0).
0<i<I(kN) 5¢[oiN N
By Lemma 4.1, for sufficiently large N, for all k > 1,
1/11
7 1 . —Cp k>
(0, [2BN27¢),0) (K(N) = l(k’N)> < erke Ve <N%_é +27% (4.29)
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Also, note that since QgN)(O) =0,

i1
sup QéN) (s) < sup <Q§N)(S) - QéN)(Uz(ZN))) + Z(Q—éN) ((72(]-1\22) - QgN)(Uz(]N)))

selotV,aiN)] selolM o) far
i i
5(N =(N N —(N
<), sup <Q§ '(5) = Q¥ ()] ))) <y zM.
FOseiof. o] =
Hence,
1
- (N xN§+€ (N
P02t 0)( o sup  QV(s) > 5 AT 0)
D S0l sepe o)
1(k,N)—1 1ie
- (N)  XN2
= IP(Or LZBN%“LQ)< ],;) 2 2 2 ) (4.30)

Letting k = k(x) = | /x|, we have I'(x,n) := I(k(x), N) = 1+ [ /x| + | v/x|2N2". Note that, by
Lemma 3.9 (i), for any j > 1,x > 0, and sufficient large N,

Z(N) (3-2)/5 1/5
Pz vl F) sae eV e, (4.31)
]

where c1, cp,c3 > 0 are constants. Also, there exists an N” such that for all N > N”,
1

o NG s X
/ cre N2 e P gy < — .
0 4x2I'(x,N)

Take any N > N”. We will use Lemma 3.5 with trivial indexing set R and

>(N)
Ll x b
0= 5,a = 2l’(x,N)'n =1'(x,N), and O; = it

with starting configuration (I1(N)(0), QgN) (0), Q_gN) (0)) = (0, |2BN %“J, 0), and associated filtra-
tion {F; : j > 1} being the natural filtration generated by the above random variables. Thus, we
get

I'(x,N)—1 1ie
5(N) o, XN?
o b, Lo %= )
LA I'(x,N) o/ x2 1/11
:H’(Zd)]zan) §c’1<1—|—( - )111 exp[—c’2<74l,(x N)> } (4.32)
=0 (21’(x,N) ) ’
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Moreover, for any k > 1, from Lemma 3.9 (i),

O o AN 5(N) 1 (1-e)/5
P, LzBN%wg)( E) 2 = 25 ) <l N)]P(Z*O >0) < exNTexp { — NG9/},
(4.33)
Using (4.32) and (4.33) and proceeding exactly as in deriving (4.10) from (4.9), we obtain
I'(x,N)—1 1, 1/11
S(N)  XN2 " (3 —e)/11 o X
P(O,LZBN%“J’Q)( ];) Zj Z > <cjexp{ -y N }exp { Cz(N%*) 1,
(4.34)
for positive constants ¢/, c}. Plugging (4.34) into (4.30), we have that for all N > N”, x > 2N27,
14e
P (suposup 0= T 2005 o)
(0, L23N2 JIQ) Oﬁzgl(k,N) 56[02(1.1\0,0'2(1.11)2] 2
" 11 a7(3—e)/11 p( x V1
<cfexp{—cyN" }exp{—c2<N%_€> }. (4.35)

Moreover, plugging (4.35) and (4.29) (with k = | /x]) into (4.28), we have that for sufficiently
large N, for x > ZN%_e,

(N) 1 ¢
0, 128N3 "1, 0) (Ts (x+N27%) < @)

, (e Va /1 __oR
Scexp{ c(N2 +(—N%‘€) >}+ce
<cexp { —2¢x'/*} + ce VX, (4.36)

Equations (4.26), (4.27) and (4.36) imply that there exist Ny € IN and positive constants C;, C}
such that for all N > N,

Ci exp{ — C§x1/5}, 4B < x < 2N27¢, (4.37)
: )

() 1
Ts (x+ N2 <) <L
s ) ) {C{ exp { — Cjxl/#},  x>2N27¢

P o l2nb )0 (

Thus, the theorem follows upon using (4.37) and Corollary 4.4 in (4.25). O

5 Proof of process-level limit

In this section, we will analyze the process-level limit of the scaled occupancy process, and in
particular, prove Theorem 2.4. The main ingredient in establishing Theorem 2.4 is to analyze the
idle-server process I'N). We start with the martingale representation of the process X(N).
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Martingale representation. Let A(-) and D(-) be two independent unit-rate Poisson processes.
We will write the arrival and departure processes as random time change of A and D respectively;
see [25, Section 2.1]. Hence, the arrival and departure processes can be written as A(NAyt) (recall

Avn=1—— )and D ( foNzet(N —[(N) (s))ds) respectively. Let us introduce the related filtrations

N

F={Fn::NeN,te[0,0]} where

NZs
Fnpi= a(sW) (0),A(N1+2€AN5),D(/O (N — I(N>(u))du), 0<s< t), t>0, (5.1

and Fye = 0(Ur=0Fn,). Recall XN () = (SN (NZet) — N)/N%“, t > 0, where S(N) is the
total queue length process. We write

XN (1) = XN () = N—27¢

A(NY20 ) — D(/ONZSt(N — 1) (s))ds)]

1 N%t
= MM nt) = MOVt /0 1) (s)ds) (5.2)
1 Nt t 1
(N) _
v /O 1™ (s)ds /0 e (53)
t 1
— Bt S | 54
where 142 112 112 142
MgN)(t) _ A(N'T#t) — N t, M;N)(t) _ D(N'*#t) — N t'

Nite Ni+e

Note that MgN)(t) and ./\/l‘gN)(t) are martingales adapted to the filtration F. We will proceed
by first showing in Proposition 5.4 that the integral in (5.2) converges to 0 uniformly on any
(scaled) finite time interval. Using this, we will be able to show that the difference of martingales
in (5.2) convergence weakly to v2W as N — oo, where W is the standard Brownian motion. The
next major challenge is to show that the difference of the two terms in (5.3) converges to 0 as
N — oo. This is achieved in Proposition 5.5. Finally, a continuous mapping theorem-type result
will complete the proof of Theorem 2.4.

In its core, the analysis of IN) will be done by upper and lower bounding it with suitable

birth-and-death processes. Now, for any fixed B > 0, recall the stopping time TZ(N)(B) from (3.1)

and the process TéN) from (3.2), and note that if QgN) (0) > BNz, then for all t < TZ(N) (B), IN)(¢t)
can be stochastically upper bounded by TéN)(t) with TéN) (0) = I™N)(0). As before, throughout
we assume N to be large enough so that N > BN ite > BN 1€, We emphasize that, unlike in
Section 3, we will be interested in small values of B for the process level limit and thus cannot

directly apply the estimates in Section 3 which deals with large values of B.
Lemma 5.1. There exist Ny, a,b > 0 depending only on T, B, and B, such that for all N > Ng and § > 0,

. 5
]P( sup TéN)(t) > gN%’”” ‘ IéN)(O) = 0) < ae PN?,
0<HSN2T
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Proof. The proof follows in three steps: first, we upper bound the tail probability of the stationary

distribution of I éN). Next, we upper bound the tail probability of sup, ;. nzer I éN) (t) when [ éN) (0)
e of TAY)

is a random variable having the same distribution as the steady state of Iy ’/, and finally, we

consider sup; <z IéN)(t) when TgN)(O) =0.

Claim 5.2. Let [ éN) (00) denote a random variable having stationary distribution of T éN). Then there exist

constants N(’), ay and by, that only depend on B and B, such that for all N > N,

IP(TéN)(oo) > N%*H‘S) < g’

Proof. Note that the stationary distribution of I_I(gN) is given by ]P(TéN)(t) =k) = (1—p)o* for

1 €
k >0, where p = %ﬁﬁj. Therefore, there exists Nj; > 0 such that for all N > NJ,
2 t

_ )
< e N,

1 eys 1 1_ )

AN . N — BN3te\ N2~ BN1+e — BN1—¢\ N2

PV (e0) > NV = (S—— ) = (1- ki
N — BNz27¢ N —BNz~¢

for appropriate constants 4; and b; that depend only on B and B. J

Claim 5.3. Assume that {TéN)(t),t > 0} is an equilibrium process. Then there exist positive constants
Ni, ap, and by which only depend on T, B and B such that for all N > Ny,

P( sup TéN)(t) > N%_H‘s) < gpe N2,
0<t<N2T

N Gl

Proof. Letj= [ N2€1T+J and consider the times t; = iN_e_%JF‘S, i=0,1,..,j— 1. Denote the num-
N2
ber of increments in I éN) in a subinterval [t;,t;11) by ng). Then ng) has a Poisson distribution

with parameter N 1-¢+6 _ BNC. For any Poisson random variable Po(A) with parameter A, we

have (see [22, Theorem 2.3(b)]) that for 0 < ¢ <1,
P(Po(A) — A > ZA) < ¢ 56,

Hence, foralli =0,1,...,j -1,

3

lP(é—Z(N) 2 EN%*EJrO.) S ]I)(PO(N%—5+§) 2 3

2

1 .
1 5 3 nj3 e+
N§7£+O) S e*ﬁNf € .

Take N/ as in Claim 5.2. Since we are considering the equilibrium process, due to Claim 5.2, we
know for all N > Nj and t > 0,

l[’(féN)(t) > N%’H‘S) < ae N,

Now, note that

{ sup BV 2 vt} < {100 = b o g

F<t<tit

N W

)
N2 e+ ,
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fori =0,2,..,j —1, and we have,

j—1 j—1
P( sup IgV(1) 2 ONH) < Y P(IV (1) = N2 ) + Y P(GY > %N%—W)

1
0<t<N2T i=0 i=0

N Gl

1 _..5
_iNZ_H"’

< (N%+38—(5T+1) (ale—b1N5+e 3 )

Thus, there exist constants a;, b, > 0, and N; > N/, which depend only on B, f, and T, such that
for all N > Nj,

J
P( sup I_éN)(t) > §N%_”‘S) < ape N2,
0<t<NZT 2
4
Finally, the proof for I éN) (0) = 0 follows from Claim 5.3 by observing that for any k > 1,
P sup V() > NV 1V (0) =0) <P sup 1V (6) > ONE T (0) = ).
0<t<NZT 2 0<t<NZT 2
This completes the proof of the lemma. O

Proposition 5.4. Fixany T > 0and 0 < § < % + ¢, and take Ny as in Lemma 5.1. For any Ky > 0, there
exist constants Ny,a,b > 0 that depend only on B, B, and T, such that for all N > Ny, x < KlN%*g,y >
BN2te,
J
sup lP(x,y,;)( sup I(N)(t) > SN%_SM) < ge "N?, (5.5)
z o<t<(N=T)At{N) (B)

and consequently, for all € > 0,

lim sup Py (< 1N (s)ds > ) = 0, (5.6)

N—o0 z

1 /<N2£T>AT§N><B)
0

Proof. Recall Ny as in Lemma 5.1. Take N; > Nj such that %N 3-e+d > K4N 3=¢ and consider
N > Nj. Note that for any x < KlN%*g, y > BN3+e and z € Ny withz; >z, > ...,

P(w&)( sup 1IN (#) > SN%*SH)
o<t<(N=T)At{N(B)

<p( s, (KivEer i) 2wt

- 5
SIP( sup IéN)(t) EEN%_&&)
0<t<NZT

J
gae_sz.
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The first inequality follows from the fact that for t < Tz(N)(B), the process IN)(.) starting from
x < K{N27¢ is stochastically dominated by K;Nz~¢ + I_éN)(-). The last inequality follows from

Lemma 5.1. Next, for all N > Ny, x < KlN%*g, y> BN%“, and feasible z,

1 /<N2€T>AT§N><B>
0

1
]P(w,;)(m I(N)(s)ds >5N"2 €+5T>

1_ 8
=< ]P(x,y,;)( sup I(N)(S) > 5N2 5+‘5> < ae sz/
0<s<(N=T) At (B)

and thus, (5.6) holds for any 0 < § < % + . O

Proposition 5.5. Under the assumptions on the initial conditions stated in Theorem 2.4, the following
holds as N — oo:

1 N%¢ t 1 P
(N) S A
‘N%“/o I (s)ds /0 X(N)(s)ds‘ — 0.

The proof of Proposition 5.5 is given in Appendix A.

sup
0<t<TA(N-2t{N) (B))

Lemma 5.6. The stochastic differential equation
1
dX(t) = (X — B)dt + V24W(1), (5.7)

with X(0) > 0, has a path-wise unique strong solution. Also, if T, := inf{t > 0: X(t) < ¢}, ¢ > 0, and
T := limg_,0 T, then T = oo almost surely.

Proof. For € > 0, the process X(t), for t < T, satisfies an SDE with Lipschitz coefficients. Such
SDE are known to have path-wise unique strong solutions (see [27, Theorem V.11.2]).
Next, to show that T = co almost surely, consider the SDE
1

dX(t) = %0 +V2dW(t),

and define the analogous quantities %, ¢ > 0, and ? for X. Note that % is a Bessel process

of dimension 2. By Girsanov’s Theorem, we can add and remove the drift gt to X with an
exponential change of measure. Hence, the law of X and that of X are mutually absolutely
continuous on compact time intervals. For n > 2, the n-dimensional Bessel process is transient
from its starting point with probability one, i.e., the n-dimensional Bessel process will be greater
than 0 for all ¢+ > 0 almost surely [16]. Thus, for any a > 0, P(t < a) = P(% < a) = 0. Therefore,
T = oo almost surely. O

Proof of Theorem 2.4. We will proceed as in the proof of [12, Theorem 1], using Proposition 5.5
stated above in place of their Proposition EC.3. Recall the martingale representation of X(®)
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in (5.2)—(5.4). First consider (5.2). By the assumption on Ay and Proposition B.1, we have that, as
N — oo,

1 NZ¢ P
/\Nt — tand t — W/(; I(N)(S)ds — t,

uniformly on the interval [0, T]. By the Martingale FCLT [29] and the independence of M, and
M, we have that as N — oo,

N N 1 NZst N
{MN ) = M (e - W/o N (s)ds) ¢ >0} = {VaW(t) : t > 0},
where W is a standard Brownian motion. Next, we will consider (5.3). For any fixed B > 0,
define t(N)(B) := inf{t > 0: XN)(t) < B} and ©(B) := inf{t > 0: X(t) < B}, where X(t) is the
unique strong solution to the S.D.E. (5.7) with initial value X(0) > 0. The claim below establishes

(N) (N)

a relation between 'Y/ and T,

Claim 5.7. For any fixed B > 0,

lim P(N%2()(B) A (N*T) < 7" (B) A (N*T)) = 1.

N—o0

Proof. First, note that on the event {Tz(N) (B) > N*T}, trivially,

N2 (B) A (N2T) < iV (B) A (N%T).
Now, on the event {TZ(N)(B) < NzeT} N {SupogthZST QgN)(t) = O}, we have that for 0 < t <
NZST/
sM(t) =N =V () - 1V(1) < V1),
and thus,
N N), (N 1
sM (N (B)) - N < V(M (B)) = | BN3*¢),

which implies that N>*#(N)(B) < TZ(N) (B). Hence, we have

P(NZ%(M(B) A (NZET) < 2V (B) A (Nng)> > IP( sup QM (¢) = 0). (5.8)
0<tSN2T
By Proposition 3.15, the right hand side of (5.8) tends to 1 as N — oo. J

Using Claim 5.7 and Proposition 5.5, we can conclude

1 NZ%t t 1 P
- / I(N)(s)ds—/ ————ds| — 0 as N — .
Nzte Jo 0 XN)(s)

sup
0<t<tWN)(B)AT

Therefore, defining

) N ) g
0 (t) = N%+€/O I (S)dS —/0 X(T)(S)ds, tZ 0,
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(when the integrals are well defined) we have that for any fixed B > 0, the process (5(N )(t A

A

#(N)(B)) : t > 0) converges weakly to a process that is identically equal to 0, as N — oo.

Also, recall that X(N)(0) Ly x (0) where X(0) is a positive constant. Thus, by the Skorohod

representation theorem, there exists a probability space (Q), F,P) such that, almost surely, the
following convergence holds

(x0900), {0 ) = M (e~ i [ 10006), =)
SN(EA N (KT A#(KT) i€ [0,T], K €N}
LIZN {X(o), (V2W(1),0) : t € [0, T],K € N} as N — oo, (5.10)

where ‘“v.0.c.’” denotes convergence of the associated processes uniformly on compact subsets
of [0,T], and the above random variables are seen as Ry x (D ([0, T] : ]Rz))]N valued random
variables. For K € IN, define the event

Qg :={ inf X(s) > K 1.
K {téf&,n (s) > K}

By Lemma 5.6, limg_,o IP (Qx) = 1. Let

N2t
b (1) == MM (At — M (1 Nl% /0 I(s)ds) + 5 (1) ()

and b(t) := v/2W(t). Define the following subsets of Q):

Sé}” = {‘X(N)(O) — X(O)‘ + sup

b (s) - b(s)\ < s}, e>0,KeN.
0<s<TAtMN)(K-1)AR(K-1)

By (5.10), for any ¢ > 0, K € N, limy_,c P (8&?) ~ 1.
Using the triangle inequality, we have that for all t € [0, T A #(N)(B) A £(B)],
1

1
XV~ X)| ™

XM (8) = X(5)] < [xM(0) = X(0)] + [N (1) — b()| + /Ot

Observe that, for any B > 0, the map x ~— x~! is Lipschitz on [B, c0) with Lipschitz constant B2
Thus, for t € [0, T A+ (N)(K=1/2) A £(K~1/2)],

sup (X<N> (s) — X(s)‘

0<s<t

<[X09(0) - x(0)| + sup [p(s) ~b(s)| + 4K [ sup

0<s<t 0<s<pu

XN (s) — X(s))| dp.

Applying Gronwall’s inequality (see [25, Lemma 4.1]), we have on the set 88(112\2,

sup XN (1) — X(#)] < ee*€T,
0<t<TATN)(K-1/2)At(K~1/2)
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Sete = ex = @ A &e*‘H@T. Let Ky := [4/X(0)]. Take any K > Kj. The above bound implies
that, on the event Se(gz)K/ XN)(s) > 5k foralls € [0, T A +N)(K=1/2) A £(K~1/2)]. Moreover, on
Qg, 2(K1/2) > #(K™!) > T. Hence, on Qg NSy, #M(K1/2) A#(K~1/2) > T. Thus, the

above bound gives on the event Qg N Se(gz)K/

1
su ]X(N)(t) - X)) < =.
ogth 4K
Therefore, for any K > Ko,
limsupP | sup |XN) () — X(t)| > S <P (Q%) + limsup P (<S€(N2)K>C> =P (Qg).
N-—sco 0<t<T 4K N-—soo K

On recalling limg_,, IP (QQx) = 1, we obtain

sup [XM (1) = X(£)| 250 as N — o,

0<t<T
proving the theorem. O

Proof of Proposition 2.5. Write the SDE as
dX () = (% — B)dt +VEZAW(t) = VIAW (L)  V'(X)dt, (5.11)
where V(X) is a function with derivative
VI(X) = o+
=-% ﬁ

The diffusion (5.11) is a Langevin diffusion and, for any B > 0, it has an invariant measure with
density given by 4% = exp{—V(x)}, where

V(x):/Bx (,B—%)du:ﬁ(x—B)%—[lnB—lnx] :‘B(x—B)—Hng, x > 0.

Therefore, we have an invariant distribution 7(x) with density

dm _ X ,-p(x-B)

dx B ’
where C satisfies that £ = 000 %e_ﬁ(x_B)dx = Ei—l;. The computation of moments of 7t is routine.
This completes the proof. O
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A Proof of Proposition 5.5

In this appendix, we will prove Proposition 5.5. Recall that I!N) has instantaneous transition rates
at time t as follows:

I(N)(t) e I(N)(t) + 1 at rate QgN)(f) — QgN)(t)/

. (A1)
N ()N, (IN)(£) — 1), at rate N — BN27%.

Note that IV (0) < K;N2~¢ and QéN) (0) < K,Nz*¢, as stated in Theorem 2.4. As before, fix
any B > 0 and we will consider N to be large enough so that N > BN pte > BN 27¢, Define the
following stopping times: (;‘(()N) =0and fori >0,

gy =inf{t = g 1M () = 0},

(A2)
e, =inf{t >N - 1N (1) > 0}.
Also, let iy, := min{i > 0 : (2‘2\23 > T2(N)(B) A (N*T)}. For convenience, denote T(N, B) :=

TZ(N) (B) A (N?T). In the following, the set {0, —1} is assumed to be the null set.

Lemma A.1. Forany 0 < 4§ < % — ¢, there exist constants ay, b1, Ny > 0, such that for all N > Nj,
sup P(yy.0 <E| i €{0,..iy — 1} such that Cgﬁ)s — Cg\jr)l > ZN‘S’ZS) < ae N (A3)

1
x<KiN2°,
1 1
BN2 T <y<K,N2%¢

The following technical lemma from [12] will be used in the proof of Lemma A.1.

Lemma A.2 ([12, Lemma EC.18]). Let Q be the length of an M/M/1 queue with arrival rate « and
service rate u, with u > a. Also, let T be the length of the renewal cycle from the queue being of length 1
to the queue being empty. Then, for t > 0,

P(T >1) < B o= (vi-vayt
«
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Proof of Lemma A.1. Note that for any i > 0,

sup  P(ehh — ey = aNTE i < iy )

XSKlN%_e,
BN%+€<ySK2N%+S
1
< sup Py sup V() = NEF)
x<K;N3°F, 0<t<T(N,B)
1ie 1y,
BN2 " <y<K,N2
(N) (N) 62 (N) liers .
+ sup ]P(x,y,Q) (€2i+2 - 52i+1 > N°"%,  sup Q5 (1) < N2 0 < iy
Y<K;NZ°%, 0<t<T(N,B)
BN%+£<y§K2N%+S
(N) (N) 52 (N) liehs &
+ sup P x40 (§2i+3 =Gy 2N, sup Qy U (H) < N2TEFYi <y ).
X<K;N2 %, 0<t<T(N,B)
BN%+£<]/§K2N%+S

(A4)

For the first term of the right hand side of (A.4), take any K> K, large enough such that the
bound in Proposition 3.15 holds with 2B there replaced by K for large enough N. Also assume
that N is large enough such that N° > Xp /o» Where the latter constant appears in Proposition 3.15.

For such large enough N, we obtain constants ¢} and ¢} such that

sup ]P( 0

)( sup QgN)(t) > N%+s+5)

x<K;NZ7¥, 0<t<T(N,B)
BN%+S<]/§K2N%+S
N) $+ets
<P ( su (N) (1) > N >
- (O,LKN%‘*'SJ,Q) p Q2 ( ) D

0<t<T(N,B)
<exp{—¢TN’} + TN°(crexp { — c‘zN(%*g)/S} + ¢ exp{—c;N°} + ¢} exp{—cZN%Ng})
<cjemaN'”, (A.5)

where the second inequality is from Proposition 3.15. For the second term in (A.4), there exist
constants ¢4 and cj such that for large enough N and any i > 0,

N N 5— N 1 5. ek
sup P20 (ng)z - §£i+)1 > N%, sup QYV(H) < NPT < 1N>
nglN%—e, 0<t<T(N,B)
1o, 1
BN2+£<]/§K2N2+S
SIP(EXP(N _ N%—&-e—i—&) > N&—ZS) < Cée_CaNHl—Zs/ (A6)

where Exp(N — N2T¢+9) is an exponential random variable with rate N — N27¢t9. The first
inequality in (A.6) is due to the fact that the rate of increase of I'™)(t) when IN)(t) = 0 is
N — QgN). Now, consider the last term in the right hand side of (A.4). Recall the evolution of the
process IN)(t) as in (A.1). For t < TZ(N)(B), QgN)(t) — QgN)(t) < N — BN2"¢, and thus, there is a
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natural coupling so that the process IN) is upper bounded by an M/M/1 queue, Q, with arrival
rate « := N — B2%¢ and service rate u:=N—BN e, Therefore, for any i > 0,

sup PN -l >ni<iy) <P(T>1), (A7)
Y<K NI,

BNZ e <y<K,N2't

where T for the process Q is as defined in Lemma A.2. Now, note that there exists Ny > 0 such

that for all N > N,

(Vi —Va)’ = \/ - — /N - BN#+¢)? (A.8)

I B_'BNfZS 2 B2 9
- (v p >< Jl——N%_g_ﬁNk) > g

where the last inequality is due to the facts that 1 — /1 —x > 7, forx € (0,1), and for all N > Ny,
N — ,BN%*£ > % and 1?—;%71\1—% > gNE*%. Thus, plugging (A.8) into Lemma A.2, we get for any

N2Z7*—pN-2
t>0,i>0,

N N . ~ _ B2 g2
sup1 ]P(C;.Jr)3 — Céﬂr)z >ti<iy) <P(T>t) <2e 2Nt (A9)
x<K;N2°¢,

1 1
BN2* <y<k,N2**

Plugging (A.5), (A.6), and (A.9), into (A.4), we obtain constants ¢ and ¢ such that for any i > 0,

(N) (N) 0—2¢ %
sup l[)(§2i+3 —Coipq = 2N, i<y
1
x<KiN27¥,
BN%“<y§K2N%+€

_IN/5 I NO+1-2¢ _B2ap _ING/5
<cje N hemalN 42" 2N < chem N, (A.10)

To prove (A.3), note that the value of i}, is upper bounded by the number of increments in I(N)
in the interval [0, TZ(N) (B) A (N%T)], which is stochastically upper bounded by a Poisson random
variable with parameter N'*%T. Hence, using standard concentration inequality for Poisson
random variables (see [22, Theorem 2.3(b)]), we have

3 3 g
sup ]P(zN > 2N1+2€T> < 1P(Po(N1+2€T) > 2N1+2€T) < e BNTET (A1)
X<K;N2 %,
BN%+£<y§K2N%+S
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and therefore, using (A.10), there exists N; > Ny, depending on T, such that for all N > Nj,

‘ " N N _
sup P (11,0 (3i€{0,..,iy — 1} such that (:‘éiJr)S — Cgu-)l > N° 28)
X<KN27¥,
BN%+‘<y§K2N%+S

< sup |:1P(x,y,0) (l}k\[ > §N1+2€T) + ’V§N1+2€T—| . C/Se_CgNzS/S:|

1, 2
XSKlNz ,
1., 1
BN2 T <y<K,N2*

e 3 ! NO J
< e BN [ONTET] o che N < age N, (A12)

where a; and b; are appropriate constants. O

Now that we have proved that the time of each excursion of the idleness process is short with
high probability, we can now show that the fluctuation of SN) within each of these excursions is
not too large.

Proposition A.3. Forany 0 < 6 < % — ¢, there exist constants Ny, ap, by > 0, such that for all N > Np,

N 1_ N3
sup  Pryo( sup  sup [sMI() = sMIERY))| = 18N < ape N,
IXSKIN%ier ) lG{O,...,lfol} ggi)lgtggg\ﬂa
BN2 T <y<K,N2*

Proof. Define the event w(N) := {Supogth(N,B) QgN)(t) < N%“”}. Then

sup IP(W,O)< sup sup SN(¢) — S(N)(Céﬁ)l)‘ > 13N%’£+5>
1 N0, =1 ZN) (V)
x<KiN27, N Coip1SE<Chi 3
BN%+f<ng2N%+‘
S sup Py swp QM) = NE)
nglN%‘f, 0<t<T(N,B)
BN%“<ng2N%“
+ sup 1P(x,y,0)< sup sup SN(4) — S(N)(Cgﬁ)l)‘ > BN%_£+‘5,w(N))
<KNE—¢  Niedo,.., =1} &) <y
=51 4 2i+1—="—="92i+2
BN%“<ng2N%“
+ o sup Py s sup [sM(5) - sMIE,)| > 10N M),
1, N0, 1) ZN) e x(N)
¥<KiN2 N GoipaSt<Gits
BN%+f<ng2N%+‘
(A.13)
By (A.5), for all large enough N,
sup  Pryg( sup Q) = NIF) < eV, (A.14)
Y <KNEE 0<t<T(N,B)
BN%“<y§K2N%“
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For the second term in the right hand side of (A.13),

N 1
sup Pryo( sup sup[SO() - sMIE))| = anEer, o)
X<K N2, 1€40,i5—1} &N <<l
1+e Lte
BNZ ¢ <y<K,N2
N) 1
< sup ]P(x,y,Q)( sup C§i+2 sz+1 > N7, (N))
xSKlN%*E, le{o,,lfol}
1 1
BN7+£<}/§K2N7+S
+ sup ]P(x,y,Q)( sup sup SN (¢) — S(N)(Cg\jr)1)‘ > 3N%—s+6’w(N),w(N))’
xSKlN%—S, ZG{O ..... lel} ér <t§§§f\22
BNZ* <y<K,NZ*¢

(A.15)

where @(N) := { SUPjeq,...i5 -1} Cgﬁ)z — Cgﬁ)l < N-17¢F0 } Since the instantaneous rate of increase

of IN) when I( )(t) = 0is N — QgN), then for each i 61{0,..., iy — 1}, Cgﬁ)z — ééﬁ)l is upper
bounded by an exponential random variable, Exp(N — N27¢+%). Hence, proceeding along the
same line as (A.6), (A.11) and (A.12), there exist constants ¢y, c; such that for large enough N,

(N) 7—75+5
sup lP(x,y,g)< ~sup 8oiin — (?21+1 >N e
Y<KN2 ie{0,...iy—1}
BN%+£<}/§K2N%+S

oo S a2 3\ 142e 7(N7N%“+"‘)N7%7H(5
< P(iy = SNT) + {EN T} x e

— 3 NU2T 3 \it2e —(N—N%+‘+‘5)N_%_e+5
<e + {—N TW X e

2
1 .
< cpem Nt (A.16)

For eachi € {0,...,i5 — 1} and f € [62\21/55\22)/
M) = SN ()| < AN = BNT)) — A((N - BNT)EY)) + D(NE) - D(NEY,)
Sst Po(2N(C§ﬁ)2 - ggr)l))/

where Po(A) is a Poisson random variable with mean A. Therefore, there exist constants c3 and
c4 such that for all N large enough,

N 1_ .
sup Py sup - sup SO0 = SM(E)| 2 aNE ), o)
nglN%7€/ €0, 1}@5\213@52\22
BN%+f<ng2N%+‘

<P(iyy > ;N1+2€T { N1+Zeﬂ (Po 2N§—e+5) > 3N7_€+5)

< e BNVET @NH%T] K e BN o e (A.17)
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Plugging (A.16) and (A.17) into (A.15), we have for all N large enough,

N 1_
sup Py sup  sup [SM() = sM(EY))] > 3NE M)
1x§1<1N%*‘°-, 1 140, iR — 1) &) <t<gi)
BN2 T <y<K,N2**
_ N%*E‘F(S
<cse ¢ , (A.18)

where c5 and ¢ are constants. Now, consider the third term of the right hand side of (A.13). For
any x < KiN27¢ and BN2*¢ < y < K,Nz 7,

N 1_
Puyo( sup  sup [sM(t) = sM(elY))] = 10nie+)
16{0 ..... l?\]—l} §£ﬁ2stsé’£5\23
3 (%Nl-%—zeT"l_l
<Py (it > SNVET) 4 ) ]p(wlgm sup

2 — N N
=0 ‘jgw)z 5t5§£i+>3

SN () — sM () )] > 10N+,

i<if— 1)
X 3 14-2¢ (N)
< lP(x,y,Q)(lN > EN T) —HP(x,y,Q)( sup Qs '(t) > 0)
te[0,N2T)|
"%N1+2€T“71 ) |
L Pan( s [N -S| > 10nE e,

| — (N (N
i=0 o <t<as

sup QgN)(t) =0,i <iy— 1>.

e st<els
(A.19)
Recall that, by (A.11),
3 .
sup Py (i > SN7*T) < e N T (A.20)
X<K;N2°%,
BN%+€<y§K2N%“

By Proposition 3.15, there exist constants By, ¢1,¢c2, Nj > 0, possibly depending on T, such that
for all N > Nj,

sup ]P(x,y,Q) ( sup QgN) > O)
Y<K NA te[0,N2¢T)

1 1
BN2" <y<K,N2*¢

<P

_ (3-e)/5
= (o,LBON%HJ@( sup QéN)(t) =N> < cze N2 (A.21)

te[0,N2T)]

54



Next, fori <ij; —landt € [CS\QZ, CSQS), observe that on the event SUP e (o, N2T) QgN)(t) =0,

N)/x(N N)/x(N
sup  |sM(1) = sM(@na)| < sup (1M () + QY () - V()
te [ggfﬁzé?ﬁs) te [ggfj)z'ggﬁs)
N)/ =(N
< sup 1M+ V(G
te [ggfj)z'ggﬁs)
Indeed, the inequalities are due to the fact that when there is no queue with length greater
than 3, the difference between S(N)(t) and S (&) is caused by the change of IV)(t) and
the change of QgN)(t), and for t € [(:‘g\jr)z, (;‘g\jr)?)), IN)(t) is always positive so QgN)(t) can only
deciease during [Clgﬁ_)z,gg\%). Now, consider the last term of (A.19). For any x < K1N 2~¢ and
BNz <y < K;Nz™¢ anyi >0,
1 o
Payo(  sup [N =M (&ia)| 210N, sup QM () =0,i <if 1)
&N <t<glM o <t<elly
<Py sup  IN(8) >BNEH i< i — 1)

N (N (N
D <t<Es

TPy (QEN)(CSQZ) > 5Nz < it — 1)_

(A.22)
Since § < % — ¢, from Proposition 5.4, we have that for N > Nj,
sup P (4,0 sup 1N (1) > SN2+ < i — 1)
X<K NI, G <t<Ess
1 1
BN2 T <y<K,N2*¢
J
< sup P00 ( sup IN)() > SN%_SM) <ae N7, (A.23)
Y<KNE 0<t<(N*T)Ar ) (B))
1. 1.
BN2 ¥ <y<K,N2

where a and b are positive constants depending on B, f and T only.
Proceeding as in (A.5), by Proposition 3.15, there exist ¢, ¢5, N} > 0, such that for all N > N,

sup P (1 4,0) sup QgN)(t) > 5NzHE < jr 1)

1
x<K;N2~°%, gﬁfﬁzgtgé%
BN%“<ng2N%“
(N) liets I —chN%/5 (A29)
< sup1 P(w&)( sup Q, '(t) > 5N2 ) < cjem 2N
¥<KGNE, 0<t<(N=T)AT ™ (B))
1 1
BN2 P <y<K,N27*

Hence, plugging (A.23) and (A.24) into (A.22), we have that for all sufficiently large N, any i > 0,

P sup  [SM(t) = SN (Gia)| 210N, sup QM () = 0,1 < i 1) < feEN,

(N) (N) (N (N
G2 St<Goiys 521’4229352&3

(A.25)
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where c{ and ¢} are constants dependent on K, B, f and T. Plugging (A.20), (A.21), and (A.25)
into (A.19), we obtain for sufficiently large N,

N 1_

Pann(  sup sup  [s(8) — SO (g, > 10nE0)
{0 it 1} ) <p<e)

<o BNTET +C7e—c8N<%—e>/s n ENH—zeﬂ X C’l/e_c'z’Ng < Cé’g—‘ffng, (A.26)

Finally, plugging (A.14), (A.18) and (A.26) into (A.13), we can choose appropriate constants a,
and b, such that for all sufficiently large N,

N 1
sup Pyg( sup  sup [V —sNEY))] > 13N
nglN%—s, iG{O ..... i?\]—l} ééf\QlStség\Qs
BN%“<ng2N%“

. 1 N [ J

AN _ E*S‘F(j _ NS -~ g

<C£€ N cse ceN Céle g N < ane bp,N .
]

Lemma A.4. Under the assumptions on the initial state as given in Theorem 2.4, the following holds as
N — co:

t t _ g(N)
sup sup #/(m I™N)(s)ds + } /(N) 21\([1\1) S (S)ds Lso. (A.27)
i€{0,....i5—1} Cg\zétééém Nz2teJgY, Nz2Fe Je S (5) - N

i+3

Proof. Fix any 0 < & < (2¢) A (% —¢). By Lemma A.1, for all N > Nj,

N N _ N3
sup Pl sup e —elY) ZoNTE) et (A2g)
xSKlN%’S, i€{0,....i5—1}
1 1
BN2 T <y<K,N2**
By Proposition 5.4,
)
P(  sup 1N (t) > SN%_”"S) < ge !N?, (A.29)
0<t<T(N,B)

and similarly as in (A.21), for all N > NJ,

(N) _CZN(%—S)/S
sup Puyol sup Qi '(t) >0) <cre . (A.30)
F<KNDE 0<t<NZ=T
1+e 1+s
BN2* <y<K,NZ

Define the event

EN) = { sup  IN(1) < 5Nz ¢, sup QgN)(t) =0, and
0<t<T(N,B) 0<t<T(N,B)

e — g < NP Vi € {0, .. ify — 1}}.

56



Since 6 < 2¢, there exists N > 0 such that for N > Nj, on the event EN) fors e [0,T(N,B)],

sM(s) = Qi (s) + N — 1) (s)

> BN2te £ N — 5Nz ¢+ >

implying that for N > Ng and s € [0, T(N, B)],

2N — S(N)(s) L 2N

SN S B (A.31)

Hence, on the event EWN ),

t t sV
sup | / 109(s)ds + — / 2N — ST | < one-e 4 Apgose
) ey | N2TE g N2te S, SN)(s) =N B
é'21'+15t5€2i+3 i+

2i+1
—0as N — oo,

since § < (2¢) A (1 — ¢). By (A.28)~(A.30), we have limy_co P(E(N)) = 1. Thus, the desired result
holds. O

Now, fix T > 0 and 6 < (¢/2) A (3 — €). Define the event
EN) .— { sup I(N)(t) §5N%—e+5/ sup QgN)(t) < N%+e+5/
0<t<T(N,B) 0<t<T(N,B)

sup

N N
e <t<e)s

SN (p) — s (& )| < 13N2=840 i < %, — 1}.

From now on, we will work under the assumptions stated in Theorem 2.4 for fixed T > 0 and
5 < (e/2) A (3 —e).

Lemma A.5. limy_,, P(EN)) = 1.
Proof. The result follows from Proposition 3.15, Proposition 5.4, and Proposition A.3. O

On the event E(N), the following equation holds:
2N = SM (1) + QM (1) — QN (1) + 21N (1), t € [0, T(N, B))- (A.32)
Also, for t € [0, T(N, B)], the evolution of I (N) can be described as follows:

IN(1) A TN (£) +1 at rate 2N — SN (1) — 21N (1),
IN (1) N\ (IM(£) = 1), at rate N — BNz ¢,

(N)

Therefore, on EWN), for each excursion interval [(;‘g\?l, Cgﬁg), we construct two M/M/1 queues,

IL(:;I) and Il(i\l), on the same probability space as IN), and both starting from zero, to bound the
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process I!N) from above and below respectively. For t € [Céf\?l,ég\&) we define Il([ Z) and Il(j\[)
with the following transition rates:

N)(t) A Iul (t) + 1 at rate )\1(1, ) = 2N — s(N (621+1) + 13N77€+5
o (B Iul )(6) — 1 at rate ) = N — pNE-S;
Il(,?[)(t) /! N ¥ (t) +1 at rate /\l(,i ) —oN — s(N (CZI—‘,—l) 23N%—e+5,
N)(t) ¢ Ill (f) — 1 at rate Vl(,z‘ ) = N.

The following lemma is easy to check.
Lemma A.6. On the event EN), for each i € {0, ...,if, — 1} and t € [(;‘g\?l, CSQS), we have
A <2N — SN () — 21N (1) < A,

Due to Lemma A.6, we can naturally couple Ib(ﬁ) and Il(j\[) with I(N) by setting Il(fj)((fg\])) =

N) /(N N N) (N N N
e = 1<N>(g§i V1) = 0, s0 that for t € [g), &%), I (1) < IN)(#) < II)(t). Note
that since { )(t),t > 0) }x are defined on the same probability space (see the representation

. " S N N)  2(N) \y
G), {0t € (G008 i € {0 iy — 115, and {(13)(0), 1 € (650, 6)) i €
{0, i —1}}5 N1 are on the same probability space as well.

Lemma A.7. The following holds for all large enough N:

1

— N~ 4e— 2(5
- 9T

P({if > [12TN3 %)} nEM) <
Proof. On EMN), we have that for t € [0,T(N,B)],
AN — SMN)(#) = 21N (#) = N — IV (1) — QN (#) > N — 5Nz €10 — N2 tetd > N — 6Nz +eH0,

On each [(:‘g\’),(fg\jr)l), we construct an M/M/1 queue M(N) with rate of increase N — 6Nz +&+4
and rate of decrease N. We can couple MZ( ) with IV) on [621 ,621 +1) by setting M (Czl ) =
I(N)(Cg\”) = 1 such that Ml(N)(t) < IN)(t). Define Cm’i = inf{t > Czi : .(N)( t) = 0} . Due to

l

the coupling, we have C%) — Cg\l) < (:‘g\jr)l — Cg\l). Now, we have

1
(12TN7 +3s+5~‘

P({iy > 2TNI2H M) < ({0 p (&) —&Y) < N TfnEY)
i=1

[12TN%+3€+‘5} . )
<p( Y @ -el) =nE).
i=1
Let HZ.(N) = Cy(n]? - Cg\]). Since HZ-(N) is the busy time of the M/M/1 queue MEN), we have

IE(H.(N)) _ %N_%_g_(s and Var(Hi(N)) _ %N_%_ag_sa _ éNq—ze—z& < %N—%—ae—aa [1, Section

1
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7.9, Page 75]. Hence, by Doob’s L2-maximal inequality, we have for all large enough N,

. |'12TN%+3€+(5‘|
P({iy > [2TNs ) nEV) <y (BN —EHM)) < -N*T)
i=1
[12TN%+35+‘51 « ON—3—3-30 1 s
< < .
- 63 N4T2 — 9TN
O
Lemma A.8. The following hold as N — co:
Eor — s(N)
sup 2/ 243 o B 2]\(]N) S (S)>ds‘ P, 0, (A.33)
]6{0 ..... i* 1} N2+S §2,+1 l,i l,i S (S) — N
o) ; _gc(N)
sup Z / " T - ZZ\ZN) S (S))ds( Lo (A.34)
je{0,...iy—1} N2+S (:2 i+1 u,i u,i 5 (S) —-N

Proof. We will prove (A.33). The proof of (A.34) is similar. Note that due to Lemma A.5, it
suffices to prove that the left hand side converges to zero under the event E(N). Note that, for
any i € {0,...,i5, — 1},
N 1 ets
AN N — SM)(gN) ) —23N-e+
N N 1 ets
P‘l(,z' - Al(,z' - N(E5Yh) = N +23N#-et0

Now, x +— ZxI\i ’I\f is Lipschitz continuous on the interval [N + %BN %“, co) with Lipschitz constant

%N ~2_ Therefore, for any s € [Cgﬁ)l, Cgﬁg), under the event E(N),

S S(gth) ~2BNE aN = 5s) |
N) (§2i+1) - N+ 23]\]%_5"‘5 S(N) (s) =N
<iN—2e SN (z(N) y _ g(N) N
B oop sup (C2iv1) (s)| +
16{0 ..... lN—]} (:f <SS(§£5\23

< 144N%—38+5 '

= B
Thus,
N)
g2z+3 2N - S(N) (S)
sup / - ds‘
el -1 ) Z 4%\ A® T S5 N )
2e 1_
< } /N T 144Nz2 3e+d ds — 144T N-246

N§+5 0 B BZ

which tends toQ as 1 — o0, as § < /2. O
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Lemma A.9. The following hold:
AW

é'21+3 ui P
sup / — " )ds — 0,
je{0,..i5—1} NZJ“S Z & yg) _)‘S,\P>
é21+3 )\Z(Il\]) P
— ————)ds — 0.
je{O """ A1) Nate Z:/21+1 P‘l(li\l)_)‘l(li\])>

The next lemma will be used in the proof of Lemma A.9.

Lemma A.10. Suppose that Q is an M/M/1 queue with arrival rate x and service rate y,with y > . Let
T be the length of the excursion of the M/M/1 queue started from zero (that is, the time taken for the queue
length to become non-zero and then zero again). Then

B[ (@0

Moreover, there exists a universal positive constant C not depending on a, u such that for any integer
a>?2,

7 Ju) ana/ o)
E[( [ ows)] < C[”Z <l = a>3> * aog(lwi))z (3) (l " (\%—)\/@4)]'
(A.36)

)ds| = 0. (A.35)

Proof. Throughout this proof, we will denote by C’ a universal positive constant, not depending
on «, 4, whose value might change between lines.

(A.35) is proved in [12, Lemma EC.19]. To prove (A.36), write Q := sup,_,.+ Q(s). Note that,
for any integer a > 2, o

- 2

E| </0TQ(S)dS> | <E[(T+TQ1(@Q>a)] < 2B [1?] + 28 [(TQ1(Q > o))

< 20%E [T?] + 2/ [T* \/ 1(Q >a)] (A.37)

where the last inequality follows from the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality. We can write T = T; + T
where Tj is an Exp(a) random variable denoting the arrival time of the first task and T, denotes
the time taken after T; for the queue to become empty again (busy time). Using E[T?] = 2a™2
and [1, Section 7.9, Page 75],

E [T?] <2E [T?] +2E [T3] < 4 le (Vfrx)S} . (A.38)

Recall from Lemma A.2 that
P(T, >t) < \/ge_(ﬁ_ﬁ)zt/ t>0.
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From this, we obtain

E [Tﬂ < 2*F [Tﬂ 1 04E [T;} <c [% n \/gm] . (A.39)

Moreover, using [12, Lemma EC.17], for any x € IN,

x—1
P (Q 2 x) = Zx 2}!)1’1] S <E> :
n=1 \g

From the above bound, we obtain

4 o o) « |_x1/4J7] ]/12 oS | ( y ) e C/ Plz Q a/4
> < hd < —log(p/a)z = [z )
HCRCELIEDY (5) <&/l # < et ()
(A.40)

A\

Using (A.38), (A.39) and (A.40) in (A.37), we obtain
(n/2)"

7 2 , / "
E[</O Q(S)d5> <8 | 5+ otom| +oc (\/ﬁ—ﬁ)‘*] s ()

which proves the lemma. U

1
=+

Proof of Lemma A.9. Throughout this proof, we will denote by C,C" universal positive constants,
possibly depending on B, T but not N, whose values might change between lines.

We will only prove the first case since the second case is similar. As before, due to Lemma A.5,
we will prove the convergence to zero on the event E(N). Note that the process I L(f:]) (t) is defined

only on the time interval [Cgﬁ)l, Cg\jr)g)). However, let us assume that I L(fj) (t) is allowed to continue
past time Cgi)s' i€{0,..iy —1}, and let Cg) = inf{t > Cgﬁ)s : Ib(lfj)(t) = 0}. Further, let

(N) /\(N)

Cui '
(N) . wi—1 (N) il ’
2= /(m (Iu,i—l(s) - W)ds, i>1.

2i-1 u,i—1 u,i—1

We expand the first integral in the lemma for j > 0 as follows:

(N)
521+3 Aui
A dS
N2 3+e Z/gzm 7’[541,\1‘]) _)\E‘I/\il)>
, (N)
1 ¢ (N) 1L e () T
- zN) / hui ) =~y )48
wr B A e R g, (W10 )
1 1 Lo Al
) S0, 1 / P i g (A41)
Nite ; ! Nite ;, &y yfﬁ) _)‘Ezl,\i])
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Define M(()N) = (0 and

N1 S
M = N%H;zi ,i> 1 (A.42)

Write G; for the stopped natural filtration of the original queueing process up till time (;‘g\?l, i>0.
Define Gy := Gy and
Gii=GiU (Ul (1 (= &N} ), i > 1

By (A.35), E (Zl(fl) ]gi) = 0 for any i > 0. Hence, M) is a martingale. We will show that, for

any 7 > 0,
P ({sup
J<ix

Define the stopping time T with respect to {G;};>o by

‘>11}QE( >>%o as N — co. (A.43)

=inf{i >0: Cgﬁ)l > T(N,B) or QéN)(Céﬁ)l) > Ni+ero),

Now, we estimate [E [( ) ]gl] on the event {7 > i+ 1}. Note that for i > 0,

G (n) ’ A0\ (N) _ #(N) )2
E[(Z1)216;] <28 (/ o T (S)d5> G| +2B | | o | (G —aah) |6
Gait1 Hyi — Au,i
(A.44)
Recall )\Eu-) = 2N — SN (CZ Jrl) +13N2~¢+ and y( 1) N — BNz, By (A.36), there exists a
deterministic universal constant C > 0 such that for any integer a > 2,

[ ow)]

2i+1

2 1 P‘Ef\il)
= C[“ <(A(N))2 P _/\(N))3>

u, u, u,

+< 1 +<‘u£¢1)>1/4 > 1 Vi,)(ftf[,i))”/g}
()2 (i ,/ Gog(n(y /A7) 2 ALY \ulY

Note that, on the event {T > i + 1}, for sufficiently large N,

B
N - N2 < A = N - Q)Y (E) + 18N < N SN

lll
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Using these bounds, on the event {T > i + 1}, for sufficiently large N,

, ) .
+ u, < C —5— &
2 N N - i’
(AN G =2
( /) (N)
1 Hlll CNl 68

1 1/4
N)\2 / / N
(Ai,i)) ‘uul 10g )\( )))2 A( ) —

(N)\ a/8
<)\u,i >a < efC/aNf%JrS

i

Therefore, choosing a = N %*”5, for sufficiently large N, on the event {7 > i+ 1},
(N)

= f 0

2i+1

gi] < CNz-5e+2, (A.45)

Now, we estimate the second term in (A.44). Note that, for sufficiently large N,
)\E‘I,\i]) 4

Wy Ay

ZNITE

Moreover, using [1, Section 7.9, Page 75], on the event {7 > i + 1}, for sufficiently large N,

(N)

2 1 Hui 1
E[Cfff)—ééﬁ)l }34[ G ]§4CN23€.
( , ) (A(N)> (‘ui,i)_/\i,i))s

u,i

Hence, on the event {7 > i + 1}, for sufficiently large N,

Ay 2( (N) (V) )2

IEK > Sui’ ~ i

N N u,i 2i+1
P‘i,i)_/\i,i)

gl} < CNz 5%, (A.46)

Using the bounds (A.45) and (A.46) in (A.44), we conclude that, on the event {T > i+ 1}, for
sufficiently large N,

E [( (N)y2 |gl} < CN275e+2, (A.47)

The quadratic variation of the stopped martingale {M](i\ff) }j>0 is given by: (M (N)Yg =0 and

(MY >>W—N“€ZIE[ ZMGia ], j =1
i=1

Using (A.47), we obtain
<M(N)>]/\f S CN7%77€+26]., ] 2 1.
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Hence, by Doob’s L? inequality, for any 7 > 0, for large enough N,

1P< sup ‘M](N)‘ > 17) = ]P( sup ‘M](i\jf)

1 5 1 5
jgf'/\ ’VIZTN?JFSSJFO—‘ ]S ’VIZTNZ +3€+z)‘|

> ;7> < 12CTy 2N~#+3% (A.48)

Note that, on the event ENV), ¢ = ix; + 1. Therefore, for any # > 0, for sufficiently large N,

1P<{ M(N)‘ >17}QE(N)> §1P< sup ‘M](N)‘ >17>
j<iy 1iaess

J<EA[12TNZ T34

+P({ify > [12TN3]} n EN))

< 12CT 72N74£+35 _N74€725’
< n + 9T
where the last bound follows from (A.48) and Lemma A.7. Recalling § < &/2, (A.43) follows
from the above bound.
Now consider the second term of the right hand side of the inequality (A.41). Fori < i} —1,

for sufficient large N, on EN),
O S u,

<
po — Ay B

Additionally, let Cl(ll\q = inf{t > (:‘gi)l : Il(j\])(t) > 0} and Cl(’li\l) = inf{t > Cl(ll\q : l(l (t) = 0},
i € {0,...,i5; — 1}. We have that for sufficient large N,

& ANL—e il
Z/ Z/g )dsS — ¥ (@ -a),

21+3 u i M, M,i u i i=1

where the first inequality is due to the fact that for t € [(:‘g\jr)l,égﬁ_g) Il( : )( H <IN <T (N )( t),

u, i
which 1mp11es that Cll < (;‘21 3 < Cu ;. For an M/M/1 with arrival rate « and departure rate p,
E(T) =1 + —L_ where T is same as in Lemma A.10. Then, for each i € {0, ...,i}, — 1}, we have

for all suff1c1ent1y large N, on E(N),

By —a)) =By -ah) —E(6 o)

1 1
1 _ets T N (N) 1_, s
2N S(N ((?zlJrl) + 13N2 S( )(€2i+1) _N-— ‘BN2 _13N%
1 B 1
2N - SM(ERY),) —28NE S S(ERN),) — N+ 23N €
1 1

S (N) 1 1 - (N) - _

SN (Goi1) =N = pN27¢ = 1BN2-¢+ SIN)(&3 ) = N 4+ 23Nz -+

<CN7%73£+6
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and from (A.49),

i AN 1
]E[( sup Z/W) st ({zN [12TN2 30 A E(N ) < C'N2=+2,

jE40,ix—1}i=0"C2ivs i
By Markov’s inequality and Lemma A.7, we get that

(N)

1 & o i :
’ , > /N2 t40 N)) « N9
P({]G{O??p ) N2+€ Z . 7}1(1\,) Y ds > C'N } NE < N°°. (A.50)

u,i u,i

From (A.41), (A.43) and (A.50), we conclude that

& AN
o (16 - )
, MO

u,i u,i

1
sup / ds — 0.
j€{0,....i5—1} sz+£ i=0

g21+1
U

Proof of Proposition 5.5. Again we will consider events within E(N). Observe that for any t <
T(N,B), either t < (;‘5 ,orte [(:‘2]+1,§2]+3] forsome 0 <j < i}, orte [(;‘21 T(N, B)]. Hence,

sup ‘} /t(I(N)(S) %)d‘

+1/

0<t<T(N,B) ' N2T¢J0 SN)(s) =N
o) N)
<1 /1 1N (s) — 2N st (>
Nt ) -
‘32,+3 2N SMN(s)

+ sup / I SN 7 om ) g

je{0,..i5—1} N2+€ & < N)(s) =N > (A.51)

1 & 2N — SN (g

L = A (I(N)<S>‘Sm>—_(N)>ds'

]G{O ..... 1}6\,71} C’ <t<€2]+ NZ (S)

N)(g 2N — SN (s)

1 T(N,B) (
+N%+s /<N> ! - SN)(s) =N

és.
21?\]-%—1

For t € [0, T(N, B)], IN)(t) can be upper bounded by TgN)(t) as defined in Section 3. Then, there
exist constants ¢; and ¢, such that

P(eY) > N°-%) < P(inf{t > 0: I{(t) = 0} > N2 | Y (0) = |[KiN2 %)) < Ce N,
(A52)

where the first inequality is due to the assumption IV (0) < K;N 2=¢ and the second inequality
is due to Lemma 3.1 and Markov’s inequality. Also, on the event E (N) we have

_g(N) 3¢
sup I(N)(t) < 5Nz~ and sup ZZ\ZN) ST < 22 . (A.53)
0<t<T(N,B) o<t<T(n,B) SW(t) — N B
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Hence, on {CgN) < NO-ZELn EMN), we have

ér(N) N
L /1 (1(N>(s) %(d < CN#+2 50, as N — oo.
N%Jrs 0 S(N)(

With limN_wo]P(CgN) < N‘S_zs) = 1 due to (A.52) and limN_mlP(E(N)) = 1 due to Lemma A.5,

we have .
1 & 2N — S(N
(N) e G
v /0 [109(s) — ) ‘d (A54)

as N — oco. Now, consider the second term in the right hand side of (A.51). For j € {0, ..., iN— 1},

y / % i A}ff)_) sy / gM NN S(N)(5)>ds
I\]2+'S 621+1 b ;l/ll(,lz\j) — )\l(’]l\’) N2+€ 621+ l i )\l(,ll\l) S(N) (S) - N
1 §2j+3 (N) 2N — SN (s)
T NIt /<N> (I ()= SN)(s) = N >ds
éz,+3 AN P il Al aN = s ;
SN 2/5 uff,f) - Aff,f)> T NE g/g“” <uff,f) — AN sW(s) - N Jas
Thus, by Lemma A.8 and Lemma A.9,
C(N) (N )
o b -2 ] v s
je{0,..iy—1} N2+ /g SW)(s) -

By Lemma A .4, we have

/g :N) (1) - ZN_—S(N)(S))ds 0. (A.56)

1

+£
<{0,...,i*—1 N2
j€{0,....0 }g <t<g2]+

To estimate the last term in the bound (A.51), note that using the same argument used to derive
(A.6) and (A.9),
P (T(N,B) (:21 i1 > N§ ZS) Ce C/No

From this and (A.53), we conclude

T(N,B
L/( ) I
N%+€ ér(N)

*
21N+1

P

_ (V)
N)(s) — NS | ge (A.57)

SN)(s) = N

Using (A.54), (A.55), (A.56) and (A.57) in (A.51), we have

t — g(N)
sup | . / (I(N)(s)—ZZ\]NS—(S)ﬁs( =5 0. (A.58)
0<t<T(N,B) N2T¢Jo SN)(s) =N
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For any t such that N*t < T(N, B), by the triangle inequality,

1 N2t t 1
(N) ) -
‘N%“ /0 I (s)ds /0 <

1 N 1 N“zN S(N)
(N) - e SV
S‘N%Jrs/o I\ (s)ds N%“/ S(N)(s) d ‘ (A.59)
+‘ 1 /N%zN SN /
N%-HE 0 S( X
Note that
1 /N2€t ON — S(N)(s)ds 1 t2N — SIN(N2es) s
NiteJo  SN)(s)—N ~ pNi-cJo S(N)(N2s)— N
1 S(N)(N2e)
B 1 th 5—|—Td B ¢ toq P
_N%_g/o S(N)(N2es)—N 5= _N%—e +/0 X(N) 5
Nzt

which implies that for all t such that N*t < T(N, B),

1 N2t t 1
(N) Y .
‘N%+£ /0 I (s)ds /0 XN (s)

1 N 1 [N¥*t2N — SIN)(s) t
< (N) — —/ b :
- ‘N%-i-e /0 I*(s)ds Na+e Jo S(N)(s) — N ds‘ + N3¢

This, combined with (A.58), yields that as N — oo,

1 stt
sup ‘ +€/ / X —>0,
0<t<TA(N-2t{V (B)) N3

which concludes the proof of Proposition 5.5. O

B Upper bound on INV)

Proposition B.1. For any fixed K1,Ky, T > 0and 0 < § < ¢, there exist constants a,b, Ny > 0, such
that for all N > N, x < KlN%—?—,y < KpN1te,

1 _pN20
suplP(x,yIZ)< sup I(N)(t) > 2N2+‘5> < ge "N
z 0<t<N2ZT

and consequently, for all € > 0,

1 N2eT (N) ~
I\ljlir;osup]l’(xy,z)(w/o I'""(s)ds > e) =0. (B.1)
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Proof. Let I(N) denote a birth-death process with

N) N I™N) 11 at rate N — T(N),
IV, (I™) 1), at rate N — BNZ ¢,
By Lemma [12, Lemma EC.17], starting from 1, the probability h¥ of I(N) hitting x before returning
to 0 is given by
W = 1 < Lml
Sy (e e
n=

< exp{ — ;_1%1\#} Zexp{— x(3;§1) I ,BN%;(]x—l) }’

(B.2)

where the second inequality is due to 1 -z < e % for z > 0. Now, recall CEN) fori > 1,
from (A. 2) Slnce rate of increase of IV is Q -, (N — N — 1) - QgN) < N—IW), in the
interval [sz- ,sz- +1], we can naturally couple the processes IN)(t) and T™N)(t) with TN (52 ) =
I )(Cgév)? = 1, such that sample path-wise, I'N) is dominated by the process IN). Thus, taking
x = N2% in (B.2), we have that for each i > 1 and large enough N,

1+
supsupP, o sup TN > NI < <oV (8.3)

121 X,Y,Z ég\,)gtgég\j—)l

where ¢ is a positive constant. This bounds I(N) on each of its excursions. Now we will consider
the interval |0, CgN)]. Take N7 € N such that Nz+é > KlN%*£ and (B.3) holds for all N > Nj.
Note that for all N > Nj and x < KlN%_E, y>0,

]P(x,y,;)( sup IN)(p) > ZN%J"S) < H’(T(N)(t) hits 2N2 1 before hitting 0| IV) (0) = x)

o<t<g™
< P(T™)(t) hits 2N1* before hitting 0| I™)(0) = [K;N1~])

< ]P<T(N)(t) hits N2 before hitting 0| IV (0) = 1) < e~N¥

where for the third 1nequa11ty, we consider two copies of the process !N {I )t > Olfl(N) (0) =

1} and {I )t > O]I )(0) = |K;N* ~¢]} which are coupled as follows: if there is a new ar-
rival in I (that is, [ ) increases by 1), then there is an arrival in T (N) with probability Z—%Z;,
if there is a departure in fz( ). then there is a departure 1n I (or if I; I'™™) was zero before the
departure, it stays zero after it). In this way, ]Il ( ) — 2 ( )| < KIN 2=¢ for all t which implies

that the third inequality holds. Also, writing i}/ := inf{i > 0 : Cgﬁ)s > N%T}, we have by the

68



same argument used to derive (A.11),

) 3 3 nj1+2e
sup 1[)(1?\1* > §N1+2£T> < e‘ﬁN + tT.
1
x<K{N27¢,
ySKzN%H

Hence, uniformly over all x < K1N %*‘S, y < KoN %“, and feasible z,

(N)> 145
Press i, 1" 22927)

+ kK 3 e 1 -
S Playz) (11\1 Z ENHZ T) +1P(x,y,§)( sup 1N () > 2Nz+0>

o<t<gV)
3 .
4 _N1+2€TSUP1P(x,y,z) sup I(N) > N%—HS) < ae—bN%‘
2 i>1 TN LN aN)
‘:21' Stgéﬂ-%—l

Moreover, for all N > Ny, x < KNz ¢, y < KyN2te,

1 NET 14
SgpP(X’y’Z)<W/o I'""W(s)ds > 2Nz )

)( sup N (s) > 2N%+5) < ae"UN*,

< sup ]P(
z 0<s<NZT

XY,z

This completes the proof.
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