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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 λN scales with the system size N as limN→∞ Nα(1 −
λN) = β for α ∈ (1/2, 1) and β > 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, β)

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 α, and exhibit fundamentally different

qualitative behavior from both the Halfin-Whitt regime (α = 1/2) and the Non-degenerate

Slowdown (NDS) regime (α = 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 λ(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., FCFS). 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 λ(N) < N. Denote ε = N − λ(N). In the

conventional heavy-traffic regime, for a fixed N, the behavior of the queue lengths is characterized as

ε → 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 → ∞. In that case, if the load per server

is fixed, that is, if λ(N) = λN for some fixed λ ∈ (0, 1), then asymptotically, the fluid-scaled

steady-state occupancy process becomes degenerate. Specifically, as N → ∞, a λ 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 λ(N) scales with N in a way that λ(N)/N → 1 as N → ∞.

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 λ(N) = N − β
√

N for some β > 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 − λ(N) = O(N
1
2−ε) for some ε ∈ (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 λ(N), and thus, the idleness process (the process denoting the total number

of idle servers) scales as N
1
2−ε. 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

N
1
2+ε. 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
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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
1
2+ε 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 ε ∈ (0, 0.5) and are fundamentally different from what

have been observed in the Halfin-Whitt regime (ε = 0) and the Non-degenerate Slowdown (NDS)

regime (ε = 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, λ(N)/N, tends to 1 as N → ∞. (2) Conventional

heavy-traffic regime: When the number of servers is fixed and the load per server λ 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 λ(N)/N, approaches 1 at a sufficiently fast

rate.

In the subcritical regime, when λ(N) = λN for some λ ∈ (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 (Q
(N)
1 (t), Q

(N)
2 (t), . . .), where

Q
(N)
i (t) is the number of servers with queue length i or larger in the N-th system at time t. Specif-

ically, if Q
(N)
3 (0) = 0, then uniformly on any finite time interval, ((N − Q

(N)
1 )/

√
N, Q

(N)
2 /

√
N)

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 → ∞ and t → ∞ 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 − λ(N) = O(N
1
2+ε) for some ε ∈ (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
(

log N√
N

)

. As observed in [19], the results in [6, 9, 19] imply that a phase
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transition occurs at ε = 0 where the limit of the quantity log
[

E(∑∞
i=2 Q

(N)
i )

]

/ log N jumps from

0 for ε < 0, to 1/2 for ε = 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 − λ(N) = O(N
1
2−ε) for

some ε ∈ (0, 0.5). They showed that in steady state, the expected number of servers with queue

length 2 is O(N
1
2+ε log N) and with queue length 3 or larger is o(1) and conjectured that the true

order of E
(

Q
(N)
2

)

should be N
1
2+ε. Our results confirm this conjecture as a corollary, without

having any restriction on the buffer capacity.

When N − λ(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 → ∞ and

N → ∞ 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 − λ(N) = O(N
1
2−ε) for ε ∈ (0, 0.5), hint at a second phase transition at ε = 0.5, where for

all i ≥ 3, the value of Q
(N)
i in steady state jumps from 0 (for ε < 0.5) to O(N) (for ε = 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 ε < 0.5,

it’s value is 2 with probability tending to 1 as N → ∞.

Recently, Hurtado-Lange and Maguluri [14, 15] considered a class of power-of-d policies in the

super-slowdown regime, where N −λ(N) = O(N1−α) for some α > 1 and established state-space

collapse results. In this regime, the average queue length at each server scales as Nα−1, which

grows with N. For the JSQ policy, the results in [14, 15] imply the total queue length in steady

state, scaled by Nα, converges in distribution to an exponential random variable with mean 1 as

N → ∞, when α > 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 (λ(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 Q
(N)
1 (0) = N and Q

(N)
j (0) = 0 for all j ≥ 2, P(sup0≤t≤T Q

(N)
i (t) ≥ 1) ≈ exp(−N(i−2)2

4T )

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 Our contributions

In this paper, we obtain the diffusion limit for the centered and scaled total number of tasks

in the system S(N)(t) = ∑
∞
i=1 Q

(N)
i (t) under the super-Halfin-Whitt regime and characterize the
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Value of α Regime Asymptotic behavior References

0 Meanfield
Q

(N)
1 = NλN ± ΘP(

√
NλN),

Q
(N)
i = oP(1) for i ≥ 2

[24]

(0, 1
2) Sub-Halfin-Whitt ∑

b
i=1 Q

(N)
i = NλN +OP(

√
N log N) [19]

1
2 Halfin-Whitt

Q
(N)
1 = N − ΘP(

√
N), Q

(N)
2 = Θ(

√
N),

Q
(N)
i = oP(1) for i ≥ 3

[3, 4, 6, 9]

( 1
2 , 1)

Super-Halfin-

Whitt

Q
(N)
1 = N − Θ(N1−α), Q

(N)
2 = ΘP(Nα),

Q
(N)
i = oP(1) for i ≥ 3

[20], current

paper

1
Non-Degenerate

Slowdown (NDS)
Qi = ΘP(N) for all i ≥ 1 [12]

(1, ∞) Super Slowdown
Unknown for α ∈ (1, 2]. For α > 2,

∑
∞
i=1 Q

(N)
i = ΘP

(

Nα
) [14, 15]

Table 1: Analysis of JSQ in various regimes: Load per server is λN = 1 − β
Nα with β ∈ (0, 1) for

α = 0 and β > 0 for α > 0. The random variables in the third column are steady state random

variables. b ∈ [1, ∞) denotes the buffer size, when it is assumed to be finite.

limit of its stationary distribution as N → ∞. Specifically, we assume that the total arrival rate is

λ(N) = N − βN
1
2−ε for ε ∈ (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−( 1
2+ε)(S(N)(N2εt)−

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
1
2−ε
)

and S(N)(t) is scaled by N
1
2+ε, we needed the time-scaling of N2ε 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 ε values close to 0.5, but we need estimates that

uniformly apply for ε ∈ (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 I(N)(·) (which equals N −Q
(N)
1 (·)): N−( 1

2+ε)
∫ N2εt

0 I(N)(s)ds

uniformly for t 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
1
2+ε (Lemma 5.1). However,

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

0
1

X(N)(s)
ds

5



(Proposition 5.5). The proof relies on the fact that I(N)(t) evolves on a faster time scale compared

to X(N) and achieves a local stationarity for any fixed value of X(N). The (local) steady-state ex-

pectation of I(N)(s) is approximately 1
X(N)(s)

. Other parts of the evolution equation of the limiting

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, β) as the unique

stationary distribution (Proposition 2.5).

(b) Tightness of the sequence of prelimit stationary distributions. The next major challenge,

proving the interchange of t → ∞ and N → ∞ limits, requires establishing the tightness of the

sequence of steady-state random variables {X(N)(∞)}∞
N=1. 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)(∞) for

all large but fixed N. More precisely, we identify renewal times along the path of the process

(I(N)(·), {Q
(N)
i (·)}i≥2) and use a representation (4.24) of the stationary measure in terms of these

renewal times. Tail behavior of X(N)(∞) 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 Q
(N)
2 takes to hit BN

1
2+ε

starting from 2BN
1
2+ε (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 Q
(N)
2 takes to hit 2BN

1
2+ε

starting from BN
1
2+ε (Proposition 3.12).

Analyzing the tail behavior of X(N)(∞) 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)(·), {Q
(N)
i (·)}i≥2) 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 Q
(N)
i (·)

for i ≥ 3. This is because, if Q
(N)
3 (0) = 0, for fixed T > 0, the probability that Q

(N)
3 (t) > 0

for any t ∈ [0, N2εT] becomes small as N → ∞ (see (A.21)). However, for fixed N, the pro-

cesses {Q
(N)
i (·)}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

∑
∞
i=3 Q

(N)
i (·) (Lemma 3.9).

1.4 Notation and organization.

For a metric space S, denote by D = D([0, ∞), S) the space of functions from [0, ∞) to S that

are right continuous and have left limits everywhere. For x, y ∈ R, x ∨ y and x ∧ y denote
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max(x, y) and min(x, y), 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)
P−→ 0, as N → ∞. Also,

(X(N))N≥1 is said to be ΘP( f (N)) if it is OP( f (N)) and there is a constant c > 0 such that

lim infN→∞( f (N))−1
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 λ(N). Denote the per-server load by λN := λ(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

λN = 1 − β

N
1
2+ε

(2.1)

with fixed parameters β > 0 and ε ∈ (0, 1
2). Our goal is to characterize the behavior of the

queue-length process as N → ∞. 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 Q
(N)
i (t) denotes the number of servers

of queue length at least i, i ≥ 1. Note that
(

Q
(N)
1 , Q

(N)
2 , . . .

)

provides a Markovian description of

the system state and I(N) = N − Q
(N)
1 . We introduce the scaled process

{

X(N)(t), t ≥ 0
}

as

X(N)(t) :=
S(N)(N2εt)− N

N
1
2+ε

.

The process X(N) is not Markovian. However, we can view it as a function of the Markov process
(

Q
(N)
1 , Q

(N)
2 , . . .

)

. Denote by X(N)(∞) 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

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

Theorem 2.1. The sequence of random variables
{

X(N)(∞)
}

N≥1
converges weakly to the Gamma(2, β)

distribution as N → ∞, where the probability density function of Gamma(2, β) is given by f (x) =

β2xe−βx, x ∈ (0, ∞). Moreover, for any p > 0,

E

[

X(N)(∞)
]p

→ Γ(p + 2)

βp

7



as N → ∞, where Γ 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)
)

=
(

NλN

)−1
∑

∞
i=2 E

(

Q
(N)
i (∞)

)

=
(

NλN

)−1
E
(

S(N)(∞)+ I(N)(∞)− N
)

. Now, since in steady state, expected total arrival rate equals

expected total service rate, we have E(I(N)(∞)) = N(1 − λN) = βN
1
2−ε. Therefore, we have the

following immediate corollary of Theorem 2.1.

Corollary 2.2.

lim
N→∞

N
1
2−ε

E
(

W(N)
)

=
2

β
.

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 JSQ dynamics and

the M/M/N 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. 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, JSQ 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 JSQ converges to

Gamma(2, β) with mean 2/β, instead of Exponential(β) with mean 1/β for the corresponding M/M/N

system. Interestingly, indeed, if the load is much heavier, that is, λN = 1 − O(N−α) with α > 2, then

the result in [15] implies that the appropriately scaled total number of tasks under the JSQ 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)(∞)}N≥1. The next result states that the sequence of processes
{

X(N)(t), t ≥ 0
}∞

N=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 X(N)(0) → x0 as N → ∞, where x0 > 0 is a constant, and that there exist

constants K1, K2 > 0, such that I(N)(0) ≤ K1N
1
2−ε, Q

(N)
2 (0) ≤ K2N

1
2+ε, and Q

(N)
3 (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) =
( 1

X(t)
− β

)

dt +
√

2dW(t), (2.2)

with X(0) = x0, 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 π with probability density func-

tion dπ
dx = β2xe−βx, x > 0, having p-th moment Γ(p + 2)/βp.

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 N
1
2−ε and thus vanishes under the scaling N

1
2+ε appearing in X(N). Moreover, the drift

of the above diffusion process is smooth on (0, ∞), unlike the diffusion limit in the NDS regime [12].

This results in the stationary density of the diffusion in [12] being C1 but not C2 on (0, ∞), whereas our

stationary density is smooth on (0, ∞).

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

Theorem 2.7. There exist positive constants N0, B, C1, C2 such that for any N ≥ N0,

P
(

X(N)(∞) ≥ x
)

≤
{

C1 exp
{

− C2x1/5
}

, 4B ≤ x ≤ 2N
1
2−ε,

C1 exp
{

− C2x1/44
}

, x ≥ 2N
1
2−ε.

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 (I(N)(·), {Q
(N)
i (·)}i≥2) starting

from (0, ⌊2BN
1
2+ε⌋, 0) for a suitably large B > 0. We then wait for Q2 to fall to ⌊BN

1
2+ε⌋, then for

∑
∞
i=3 Q

(N)
i to drop to zero, and subsequently for Q2 to climb back to ⌊2BN

1
2+ε⌋. This (random) time Θ is a

renewal time as the process observed from time Θ onward has the same distribution as the one starting from

time 0. On showing that Θ 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 Θ. 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)(∞)
}∞

N=1
is tight in R. By Proposi-

tion 2.5 and Theorem 2.7, the interchangeability of the t → ∞ and N → ∞ limits in Theorem 2.1

can be established using routine arguments.

Proof of Theorem 2.1. Since
{

X(N)(∞)
}∞

N=1
is tight, any subsequence

{

X(Ñ)(∞)
}∞

Ñ=1
has a con-

vergent further subsequence
{

X(N̂)(∞)
}∞

N̂=1
. Let X(N̂)(∞)

d−→ X̂ as N̂ → ∞. Now assume that

X(N̂)(0) is distributed as X(N̂)(∞), the steady state of the process
(

X(N̂)(t), t ≥ 0
)

. Then X(N̂)(t)

is also distributed as X(N̂)(∞), for all t ≥ 0. Thus, by Theorem 2.4 and Proposition 2.5, X̂ is the

unique stationary distribution of {X(t)}t≥0. This proves the weak convergence of X(N)(∞) in R.

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

and hence,

E

[

X(N)(∞)
]p

= p
∫ ∞

0
xp−1

P(X(N)(∞) > x)dx.
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Take B, N0 as in Theorem 2.7. From the tail-probability bound in Theorem 2.7, we have that for

any p > 0 and ε̃ > 0,

sup
N≥N0

E

[

X(N)(∞)
]p+ε̃

≤ sup
N≥N0

(

(4B ∨ 1)p+ε̃ + (p + ε̃)
∫ ∞

(4B∨1)
xp+ε̃−1

P(X(N)(∞) > x)dx
)

≤
(

(4B ∨ 1)p+ε̃ + (p + ε̃)
∫ ∞

(4B∨1)
xp+ε̃−1C1 exp

{

− C2x1/44
}

dx
)

< ∞.

(2.3)

Since X(N)(∞)
d−→ Gamma(2, β) and (2.3) holds, by [5, Corollary of Theorem 25.12], for any p > 0,

E
[

X(N)(∞)
]p → Γ(p + 2)/βp as N → ∞.

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

Q̄
(N)
2 (t) :=

∞

∑
i=2

Q
(N)
i (t), Q̄

(N)
3 (t) :=

∞

∑
i=3

Q
(N)
i (t).

and, for x, y, z ≥ 0, define the stopping times

τ
(N)
1 (x) := inf

{

t ≥ 0 : I(N)(t) = ⌊xN
1
2−ε⌋

}

,

τ
(N)
2 (y) := inf

{

t ≥ 0 : Q
(N)
2 (t) = ⌊yN

1
2+ε⌋

}

,

τ
(N)
s (z) := inf

{

t ≥ 0 : S(N)(t) = ⌊zN
1
2+ε⌋

}

.

(3.1)

Also, for any B > 0, let Ī
(N)
B denote a birth-death process with

Ī
(N)
B ր Ī

(N)
B + 1 at rate N − BN

1
2+ε,

Ī
(N)
B ց ( Ī

(N)
B − 1)+ at rate N − βN

1
2−ε, (3.2)

where N is large enough so that N > BN
1
2+ε

> βN
1
2−ε. If Q

(N)
2 (0) > BN

1
2+ε, then observe

that there exists a natural coupling such that I(N)(t ∧ τ
(N)
2 (B)) ≤ Ī

(N)
B (t ∧ τ

(N)
2 (B)), for all t ≥ 0.

Define the stopping time τ̄
(N)
B (x) := inf

{

t ≥ 0 : Ī
(N)
B (t) = ⌊xN

1
2−ε⌋

}

for x ≥ 0. For η > 0, let us

introduce the notation E
ηN

1
2 −ε

(

·
)

:= E
(

· | Ī(N)
B (0) = ⌊ηN

1
2−ε⌋

)

.

Lemma 3.1. There exists B0 ≥ 1 such that for any η > 0, B ≥ B0, N ≥ NB, and y ∈ [0, η),

E
ηN

1
2 −ε

(

exp

{

BN2ε

8
τ̄
(N)
B (y)

})

≤ eη−y.

Proof. Let us denote Î
(N)
B (t) =

Ī
(N)
B (t)

N
1
2 −ε

and σ(N) = τ̄
(N)
B (y). For θ > 0 to be chosen later, define

Z
(N)
B (t) := exp

{

Î
(N)
B (t) +

θ

2
t
}

.
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For t < τ̄
(N)
B (0),

LZ
(N)
B (t) =

θ

2
Z
(N)
B (t) + e

θ
2 t
[

(

e
Î
(N)
B (t)+ 1

N
1
2 −ε − e Î

(N)
B (t)

)(

N − BN
1
2+ε
)

+
(

e
Î
(N)
B (t)− 1

N
1
2 −ε − e Î

(N)
B (t)

)(

N − βN
1
2−ε
)

]

=
θ

2
Z
(N)
B (t) + Z

(N)
B (t)N(e

1

N
1
2 −ε + e

− 1

N
1
2 −ε − 2)

+ Z
(N)
B (t)

[

−
(

e
1

N
1
2 −ε − 1

)

BN
1
2+ε −

(

e
− 1

N
1
2 −ε − 1

)

βN
1
2−ε
]

,

where L(·) is the infinitesimal generator of the associated continuous time Markov process. Fix

two constants c, a > 0, such that for all x ∈ (−a, a), ex + e−x − 2 ≤ cx2, and note that for all x ∈ R,

ex − 1 ≥ x. Now, let NB ≥ 1 be such that N− 1
2+ε

< a and 1
2 BN2ε

> β for all N ≥ NB. Then for all

N ≥ NB,

LZ
(N)
B (t ∧ σ(N)) ≤ θ

2
Z
(N)
B (t ∧ σ(N)) + cN2εZ

(N)
B (t ∧ σ(N))

+ Z
(N)
B (t ∧ σ(N))

[

−
(

e
1

N
1
2 −ε − 1

)

BN
1
2+ε −

(

e
− 1

N
1
2 −ε − 1

)

βN
1
2−ε
]

≤ θ

2
Z
(N)
B (t ∧ σ(N)) + cN2εZ

(N)
B (t ∧ σ(N))− BN

1
2+ε

N
1
2−ε

Z
(N)
B (t ∧ σ(N)) + βZ

(N)
B (t ∧ σ(N))

≤ θ

2
Z
(N)
B (t ∧ σ(N)) + cN2εZ

(N)
B (t ∧ σ(N))− BN2ε

2
Z
(N)
B (t ∧ σ(N)).

Let B0 ≥ 1 be such that c − B
2 ≤ − B

4 , ∀B ≥ B0. Take θ = B
4 N2ε. Then LZ

(N)
B (t ∧ σ(N)) ≤ 0, ∀t ≥ 0,

implying for all B ≥ B0,

E
ηN

1
2 −ε

(

Z
(N)
B (t ∧ σ(N))

)

≤ E
ηN

1
2 −ε

(

Z
(N)
B (0)

)

, ∀t ≥ 0.

By Fatou’s lemma and the observation limt→∞ Z
(N)
B (t ∧ σ(N)) = Z

(N)
B (σ(N)) a.s., we get

E
ηN

1
2 −ε

(

Z
(N)
B (σ(N))

)

≤ lim inf
t→∞

E
ηN

1
2 −ε

(

Z
(N)
B (t ∧ σ(N))

)

≤ E
ηN

1
2 −ε

(

Z
(N)
B (0)

)

≤ eη ,

implying that

E
ηN

1
2 −ε

(

e
θ
2 τ̄

(N)
B (y)

)

≤ eη−y.

This completes the proof of the lemma.

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],

P
(

sup
s∈[0,T]

|A(s)− s| ≥ x
)

≤ 2e−
x2

8T .

11



Proof. By [18, Theorem 5, Chapter 4, Page 351], for any x ≥ 0,

P
(

sup
s∈[0,T]

(

A(s)− s
)

≥ x
)

≤ exp
{

− sup
λ>0

(

λx − 2T(eλ − 1 − λ)
)}

.

Since eλ − 1 − λ ≤ λ2, for all λ ∈ [0, 1], we have for any x ∈ [0, 4T],

sup
λ>0

(

λx − 2T(eλ − 1 − λ)
)

≥ sup
λ∈[0,1]

(

λx − 2Tλ2
)

=
x2

8T
.

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

lemma.

We want to estimate
∫ t

0 Ī
(N)
B (s)ds for large B and t. We will do so by identifying certain

excursions in the path of the process Ī
(N)
B . The integral will then be estimated by controlling the

duration of each such excursion and the supremum of the process Ī
(N)
B on this excursion. Let

Ī
(N)
B (0) = 0. Given η > 0, define the following stopping times: σ̄

(N)
0 := 0, and for i ≥ 0,

σ̄
(N)
2i+1 := inf

{

t ≥ σ̄
(N)
2i : Ī

(N)
B (t) ≥ ⌊ηN

1
2−ε⌋

}

,

σ̄
(N)
2i+2 := inf

{

t ≥ σ̄
(N)
2i+1 : Ī

(N)
B (t) ≤

⌊η

2
N

1
2−ε
⌋}

.

Henceforth, we fix η = 1 ∧ (β/8) and define:

ξ̄
(N)
i := σ̄

(N)
2i − σ̄

(N)
2i−1, i ≥ 1,

ū
(N)
i := sup

s∈[σ̄(N)
2i−1,σ̄

(N)
2i ]

Ī
(N)
B (s)− ⌊ηN

1
2−ε⌋, i ≥ 1,

K̄
(N)
t := inf

{

k : σ̄
(N)
2k ≥ N2εt

}

.

The following lemma will be used to control the integral of the process Ī
(N)
B over the excursion

interval [σ̄
(N)
2i−1, σ̄

(N)
2i ].

Lemma 3.3. Take B0 as in Lemma 3.1. There exist positive constants c̄, c1, c2, such that for any B ≥ B0,

∃ÑB > 0 such that for all N ≥ ÑB,

(i) P
(

ū
(N)
1 ξ̄

(N)
1 ≥ xN

1
2 −3ε

B
3
2

)

≤ c1e−c2
√

x, ∀x ≥ 0;

(ii) E
(

ū
(N)
1 ξ̄

(N)
1

)

≤ c̄N
1
2 −3ε

B
3
2

.

Proof. Note that

P
(

ū
(N)
1 ξ̄

(N)
1 ≥ xN

1
2−3ε

B
3
2

)

≤ P
(

ξ̄
(N)
1 ≥

√
x

B
N−2ε

)

+ P
(

ū
(N)
1 ≥

√
x√
B

N
1
2−ε, ξ̄

(N)
1 <

√
x

B
N−2ε

)

. (3.3)
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By Lemma 3.1 and Markov’s inequality, for B ≥ B0, N ≥ NB, x ≥ 0,

P
(

ξ̄
(N)
1 ≥

√
x

B
N−2ε

)

≤ e
− θ

√
x

BN2ε E
ηN

1
2 −ε

(

eθτ̄
(N)
B ( η

2 )
)

≤ eηe−
√

x/8, (3.4)

where θ = BN2ε/8 as in Lemma 3.1. Now, for s ∈ [0, σ
(N)
2 − σ

(N)
1 ),

Ī
(N)
B

(

σ
(N)
1 + s

)

= ⌊ηN
1
2−ε⌋+ A1

(

(N − BN
1
2+ε)s

)

− A2

(

(N − βN
1
2−ε)s

)

= ⌊ηN
1
2−ε⌋+ Â1

(

(N − BN
1
2+ε)s

)

− Â2

(

(N − βN
1
2−ε)s

)

− BN
1
2+εs + βN

1
2−εs,

where A1, A2 are i.i.d. Poisson processes with unit rate and Âi(s) = Ai(s)− s, i = 1, 2. Therefore,

choosing ÑB ≥ NB such that
√

x

2
√

B
N

1
2−ε ≤ 4

√
x

B N1−2ε for all N ≥ ÑB, we obtain for any N ≥ ÑB,

x ≥ 0,

P
(

ū
(N)
1 ≥

√
x√
B

N
1
2−ε, ξ̄

(N)
1 <

√
x

B
N−2ε

)

= P
(

sup

s∈[0,σ
(N)
2 −σ

(N)
1 )

Ī
(N)
B (σ

(N)
1 + s) ≥ ⌊ηN

1
2−ε⌋+

√
x√
B

N
1
2−ε, σ

(N)
2 − σ

(N)
1 <

√
x

B
N−2ε

)

≤ P
(

sup
s∈[0,

√
x/(BN2ε))

Â1

(

(N − BN
1
2+ε)s

)

− Â2

(

(N − βN
1
2−ε)s

)

− BN
1
2+εs + βN

1
2−εs ≥

√
x√
B

N
1
2−ε
)

≤ P
(

sup
s∈[0,

√
x/(BN2ε))

Â1

(

(N − BN
1
2+ε)s

)

− Â2

(

(N − βN
1
2−ε)s

)

≥
√

x√
B

N
1
2−ε
)

≤ 2P
(

sup
s∈[0,

√
x/(BN2ε))

|Â1

(

Ns
)

| ≥
√

x

2
√

B
N

1
2−ε
)

≤ 4 exp
{

−
√

x

32

}

,

(3.5)

where the second inequality is due to BN
1
2+ε

> βN
1
2−ε that we assumed while defining Ī

(N)
B , 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).

The next lemma gives an upper bound in probability for the number of excursions on the

time interval [0, N2εt] for large enough t.

Lemma 3.4. There exist c̃, t0 > 0 such that for all B ≥ 1, a ≥ 256B
η2 , N ≥ 1, and t ≥ t0,

P
(

K̄
(N)
t ≥ aN4εt

)

≤ exp{−c̃aN4εt}.

Proof. Let H
(N)
i = 1

[

σ̄
(N)
2i+1 − σ̄

(N)
2i >

η2

64B N−2ε
]

, i ≥ 1. Recall Ai, i = 1, 2 as defined in the proof

of Lemma 3.3. Also, define the one-dimensional Skorohod map Ψ as follows: for any function

x : R → R having càdlàg paths, Ψ[x](t) := x(t) + sup0≤s≤t max{−x(s), 0}, t ≥ 0. Also write

x(N)(s) := ⌊η

2
N

1
2−ε⌋+ Â1

(

(N − BN
1
2+ε)s

)

− Â2

(

(N − βN
1
2−ε)s

)

− BN
1
2+εs + βN

1
2−εs, s ≥ 0.
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Then, note that

P

(

H
(N)
i = 0

)

= P

(

sup

s∈[0,σ̄
(N)
2i+1−σ̄

(N)
2i ]

Ī
(N)
B

(

σ
(N)
2i + s

)

≥ ηN
1
2−ε, σ̄

(N)
2i+1 − σ̄

(N)
2i ≤ η2

32
N−2ε

)

≤ P

(

sup

s∈[0,
η2

64B N−2ε]

Ψ
[

x(N)
]

(s) ≥ ηN
1
2−ε
)

≤ P

(

sup

s∈[0,
η2

64B N−2ε]

∣

∣

∣
x(N)(s)

∣

∣

∣
≥ η

2
N

1
2−ε
)

, (3.6)

where, in the last step, we used the fact that sups∈[0,T] Ψ[x(N)](s) ≤ 2 sups∈[0,T] |x(N)(s)| for any

T ≥ 0. Now, since BN
1
2+ε

> βN
1
2−ε as before and η ≤ 1, we have

sup

s∈[0,
η2

64B N−2ε]

∣

∣

∣
x(N)(s)

∣

∣

∣
≤ sup

s∈[0,
η2

64B N−2ε]

∣

∣Â1

(

(N − BN
1
2+ε)s

)

− Â2

(

(N − βN
1
2−ε)s

)∣

∣+
η

2
N

1
2−ε +

η2

64
N

1
2−ε

≤ sup

s∈[0,
η2

64B N−2ε]

∣

∣Â1

(

(N − BN
1
2+ε)s

)

− Â2

(

(N − βN
1
2−ε)s

)∣

∣+
3η

4
N

1
2−ε.

Using this in (3.6), we obtain

P

(

H
(N)
i = 0

)

≤ P

(

sup

s∈[0,
η2

64B N−2ε]

∣

∣Â1

(

(N − BN
1
2+ε)s

)

− Â2

(

(N − βN
1
2−ε)s

)∣

∣ ≥ η

4
N

1
2−ε
)

≤ 2(η2/64B)N1−2ε

(η2/16)N1−2ε
≤ 1

2
,

where the last inequality follows from Doob’s L2-maximal inequality and the assumption B ≥ 1.

Then, for a ≥ 256B
η2 we can write for t ≥ t0 sufficiently large,

P

(

K̄
(N)
t ≥ aN4εt

)

≤ P

(

⌊atN4ε⌋
∑
i=1

(σ̄
(N)
2i+1 − σ̄

(N)
2i ) < N2εt

)

≤ P

(

⌊atN4ε⌋
∑
i=1

H
(N)
i <

64B

η2
N4εt

)

≤ P

(

⌊atN4ε⌋
∑
i=1

(H
(N)
i − E(H

(N)
i )) <

64B

η2
N4εt − 1

2

⌊

atN4ε
⌋ )

≤ P

(

⌊atN4ε⌋
∑
i=1

(H
(N)
i − E(H

(N)
i )) < −1

8
atN4ε

)

≤ exp{− c̃a2N8εt2

aN4εt
} = exp{−c̃aN4εt}

for some c̃ > 0, where the last inequality above follows from Azuma’s inequality.
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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 {Φ
(r)
i : i ≥ 1, r ∈ R} are independent nonnegative random variables adapted to a

filtration
{

F (r)
i : i ≥ 1, r ∈ R

}

, where R is an arbitrary indexing set. Let F (r)
0 ⊆ F (r)

1 be an arbitrary

σ-field. Suppose there exist deterministic constants c, c1 > 0, θ ∈ (0, 1) not dependent on r such that

P
(

Φ
(r)
i ≥ x|F (r)

i−1

)

≤ ce−c1xθ

, x ≥ 0, ∀i ≥ 1.

Define µ :=
∫ ∞

0 ce−c1xθ
dx ≥ supr∈R E

(

Φ
(r)
i |F (r)

i−1

)

, ∀i ≥ 1. Then there exist c2, c3 > 0, not depending

on r, such that for any a ≥ 4µ,

sup
r∈R

P
(

n

∑
i=1

Φ
(r)
i ≥ an|F (r)

0

)

≤ c2

(

1 +
n

1
2+θ

a
θ

2+θ

)

exp
{

− c3(a
2n)

θ
2+θ
}

, n ≥ 1.

Proof. Let Φ̃
(r)
i := Φ

(r)
i 1[Φ

(r)
i ≤ d] for some d > 0 that does not depend on r, to be chosen later.

Then by Azuma’s inequality,

sup
r∈R

P
(

n

∑
i=1

Φ̃
(r)
i ≥ an

2
|F (r)

0

)

≤ sup
r∈R

P
(

n

∑
i=1

(Φ̃
(r)
i − E(Φ̃

(r)
i |Fi−1)) ≥

an

2
− nµ|F (r)

0

)

≤ sup
r∈R

P
(

n

∑
i=1

(Φ̃
(r)
i − E(Φ̃

(r)
i |Fi−1)) ≥

an

4
|F (r)

0

)

≤ exp
{

− a2n

32d2

}

.

(3.7)

Moreover, using Markov’s inequality and the union bound

sup
r∈R

P
(

n

∑
i=1

(Φ
(r)
i − Φ̃

(r)
i ) ≥ an

2
|F (r)

0

)

≤ 2

a

[

dce−c1dθ
+
∫ ∞

d
ce−c1xθ

dx

]

≤ c̃de−c̃′dθ

a
, (3.8)

where c̃ and c̃′ are positive constants not depending on d. Using (3.7) and (3.8) with d = (a2n)
1

2+θ ,

the lemma follows upon using

sup
r∈R

P
(

n

∑
i=1

Φ
(r)
i ≥ an|F (r)

0

)

≤ sup
r∈R

P
(

n

∑
i=1

Φ̃
(r)
i ≥ an

2
|F (r)

0

)

+ sup
r∈R

P
(

n

∑
i=1

(Φ
(r)
i − Φ̃

(r)
i ) ≥ an

2
|F (r)

0

)

,

and choosing appropriate constants c2 and c3.

Lemma 3.6. Take B0 as in Lemma 3.1, ÑB for B ≥ B0 as in Lemma 3.3, and t0 as in Lemma 3.4. There

exist constants c, c∗, c′ > 0, such that the following holds for all B ≥ B0, N ≥ ÑB, t ≥ t0,

P
(

K̄
(N)
t

∑
i=1

ū
(N)
i ξ̄

(N)
i ≥ c∗

η2B
1
2

N
1
2+εt

)

≤ c exp{−c′B
1
5 N

4ε
5 t

1
5 }.

15



Proof. Write

P
(

K̄
(N)
t

∑
i=1

ū
(N)
i ξ̄

(N)
i ≥ c∗

η2B
3
2

N
1
2+εt

)

≤ P
(

K̄
(N)
t ≥ a′N4εt

)

+ P
(

⌊a′N4εt⌋
∑
i=1

ū
(N)
i ξ̄

(N)
i ≥ c∗

η2B
3
2

N
1
2+εt

)

. (3.9)

For the first term, we take a′ = 256B
η2 , and thus, Lemma 3.4 yields

P
(

K̄
(N)
t ≥ a′N4εt

)

≤ exp{−c̃a′N4εt}. (3.10)

For the second term, define

Φ
(N)
i :=

B3/2

N
1
2−3ε

ū
(N)
i ξ̄

(N)
i , i ≥ 1,

and a sequence of filtrations FN,i := σ{Φ
(N)
j : j ≤ i}, i ≥ 1. Then, as {Φ

(N)
j : i ∈ N} are i.i.d.,

from Lemma 3.3 we know for B ≥ B0 and N ≥ ÑB,

P
(

Φ
(N)
i ≥ x|FN,i−1

)

≤ c1e−c2
√

x, ∀x ≥ 0.

We will use Lemma 3.5 for the random variables {Φ
(N)
i : i ≥ 1, N ∈ N}. Note that µ in the

lemma takes the form µ =
∫ ∞

0 c1e−c2
√

xdx in our case. Write c∗ = 4µ × 256. Applying Lemma 3.5

with θ = 1/2, n = ⌊a′N4εt⌋, and a = 4µ, we get for some constants c′1, c′2 > 0,

P
(

⌊a′N4εt⌋
∑
i=1

ū
(N)
i ξ̄

(N)
i ≥ c∗

η2B
1
2

N
1
2+εt|FN,0

)

= P
(

⌊a′N4εt⌋
∑
i=1

N
1
2−3ε

B
3
2

Φ
(N)
i ≥ c∗

η2B
1
2

N
1
2+εt|FN,0

)

= P

(
⌊a′N4εt⌋

∑
i=1

Φ
(N)
i ≥ c∗B

η2
N4εt|FN,0

)

≤ c′1 exp
{

− c′2
[(

4µ
)2

a′N4εt
]1/5}

.

(3.11)

Plugging the bounds from (3.10) and (3.11) into (3.9) completes the proof of the lemma for

appropriately chosen constants c and c′ dependent on β but not B.

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 Ī
(N)
B (0) = 0. There exist t0 > 0, B1 ≥ 1 such that for all B ≥ B1, N ≥ ÑB, and

t ≥ t0, the following hold:

(i) P
( ∫ N2εs

0
Ī
(N)
B (u)du ≥ β

2 N
1
2+εs for some s ≥ t

)

≤ c1 exp{−c2B
1
5 N

4ε
5 t

1
5 };

(ii) P
(

sups≤t Ī
(N)
B (N2εs) ≥ β

16 N
1
2+εt

)

≤ exp{−c̃1BN4εt}+ c̃2N4εt exp{−c̃3

√
BN2εt}.

The above constants ci, c̃i may depend on β, but not on B, N, t.

Proof. (i) Recall η = 1 ∧ (β/8) and note that

∫ N2εt

0
Ī
(N)
B (s)ds ≤ ηN

1
2+εt +

K̄
(N)
t

∑
i=1

ū
(N)
i ξ̄

(N)
i ≤ β

8
N

1
2+εt +

K̄
(N)
t

∑
i=1

ū
(N)
i ξ̄

(N)
i . (3.12)
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Now, choose B1 ≥ B0 (from Lemma 3.1) such that c∗

η2B
1
2
1

≤ β
8 , where c∗ is the constant from

Lemma 3.6. By Lemma 3.6 and (3.12), there exist constants c1 and c2, such that for all B ≥ B1,

t ≥ t0, N ≥ ÑB,

P

(

∫ N2εt

0
Ī
(N)
B (s)ds ≥ β

4
N

1
2+εt

)

≤ P

(
K̄
(N)
t

∑
i=1

ū
(N)
i ξ̄

(N)
i ≥ β

8
N

1
2+εt

)

≤ P

(
K̄
(N)
t

∑
i=1

ū
(N)
i ξ̄

(N)
i ≥ c∗

η2B
1
2

N
1
2+εt

)

≤ c1 exp{−c2B
1
5 N

4ε
5 t

1
5 }.

(3.13)

For any t ≥ t0, define sk = kt, k ≥ 1. Then, for any k ≥ 1,

P

(

∫ N2εs

0
Ī
(N)
B (u)du ≥ βs

2
N

1
2+ε for some s ∈ [sk, sk+1)

)

≤ P

(

∫ N2εsk+1

0
Ī
(N)
B (u)du ≥ βsk

2
N

1
2+ε
)

≤ P

(

∫ N2εsk+1

0
Ī
(N)
B (u)du ≥ βsk+1

4
N

1
2+ε
)

≤ c1 exp{−c2B
1
5 N

4ε
5 s

1
5

k+1}.

Therefore, (i) follows on summing over k and applying the union bound.

(ii) Write a = 256B
η2 , and note that

P

(

sup
s≤t

Ī
(N)
B (N2εs) ≥ β

16
N

1
2+εt

)

≤ P

(

K̄
(N)
t ≥ aN4εt

)

+ P

(

sup
1≤i≤aN4εt

ū
(N)
i ≥ β

16
N

1
2+εt − ηN

1
2−ε
)

.

(3.14)

By Lemma 3.4, for t ≥ t0,

P
(

K̄
(N)
t ≥ aN4εt

)

≤ exp{−c̃aN4εt}. (3.15)

Due to Equations (3.4) and (3.5), we have that for B ≥ B0, and large enough N ≥ ÑB,

P

(

sup
1≤i≤aN4εt

ū
(N)
i ≥ β

16
N

1
2+εt − ηN

1
2−ε
)

≤P

(

sup
1≤i≤aN4εt

ū
(N)
i ≥ β

32
N

1
2+εt

)

≤aN4εt · P
(

ū
(N)
1 ≥ β

32
N

1
2+εt

)

≤aN4εt ·
[

P
(

ū
(N)
1 ≥ β

32
N

1
2+εt, ξ̄

(N)
1 <

βt

32
√

B

)

+ P
(

ξ̄
(N)
1 ≥ βt

32
√

B

)

]

≤aN4εt · c0 exp{−c′0β
√

BN2εt} for some constants c0, c′0 > 0. (3.16)

Plugging (3.15) and (3.16) into (3.14) and choosing appropriate constants c̃1, c̃2, c̃3 complete the

proof.
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For integers x ∈ [0, N], y ∈ [0, N − x] and a vector of non-negative integers z = (z1, z2, . . . ) ∈
N

∞
0 with y ≥ z1 ≥ z2 ≥ . . . , introduce the notation

P(x,y,z)(·) := P( · | I(N)(0) = x, Q
(N)
2 (0) = y, Q

(N)
i (0)) = zi−2 for i ≥ 3) and

sup
z

P(x,y,z)(·) := sup
{

P(x,y,z)(·) : z ∈ N
∞
0 , z1 ≥ z2 ≥ . . . , z1 ≤ y

}

.

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

t, and τ
(N)
2 (B) denotes the first time Q

(N)
2 hits ⌊BN

1
2+ε⌋. The next lemma gives fluctuation tail

bounds on excursions of the total queue length process.

Lemma 3.8. There exist t0, B1, such that for all B ≥ B1, N ≥ ÑB, and x ≥ t0,

sup
z

P
(0, ⌊2BN

1
2 +ε⌋, z)

(

S(N) hits S(N)(0) + xβN
1
2+ε before time τ

(N)
2 (B)

)

≤ĉ1 exp{−ĉ2B
1
5 N

4ε
5 x

1
5 }+ ĉ3 exp{−ĉ4x},

where constants ĉi, i ∈ {1, 2, 3, 4} do not depend on B and N.

Proof. Note that there is a natural coupling between I(N)(t) and Ī
(N)
B (t), such that for all t ≤

τ
(N)
2 (B), I(N)(t) ≤ Ī

(N)
B (t). Thus, for all t ≤ τ

(N)
2 (B),

S(N)(t) ≤ S(N)(0) + A((N − βN
1
2−ε)t)− D

(

∫ t

0
(N − Ī

(N)
B (s))ds

)

= S(N)(0) + Â((N − βN
1
2−ε)t)− D̂

(

∫ t

0
(N − Ī

(N)
B (s))ds

)

+
∫ t

0
Ī
(N)
B (s)ds − βN

1
2−εt,

where recall A(·) and D(·) are independent unit-rate Poisson processes representing arrivals and

departures respectively, and Â(s) = A(s)− s and D̂(s) = D(s)− s. Therefore,

sup
z

P
(0, ⌊2BN

1
2 +ε⌋, z)

(

S(N) hits S(N)(0) + xβN
1
2+ε before τ

(N)
2 (B))

)

≤ P

(

∫ N2εs

0
Ī
(N)
B (u)du ≥ βx

4
N

1
2+ε +

βs

2
N

1
2+ε for some s ≥ 0

)

(3.17)

+ P

(

M∗(t)− βt

2
N

1
2−ε hits

3βx

4
N

1
2+ε for some t ≥ 0

)

,

where M∗(t) = Â((N − βN
1
2−ε)t) − D̂(

∫ t
0 (N − ĪB(s))ds). Recall t0, B1 from Lemma 3.7. For

x ≥ t0, B ≥ B1, N ≥ ÑB,

P

(

∫ N2εs

0
Ī
(N)
B (u)du ≥ βx

4
N

1
2+ε +

βs

2
N

1
2+ε for some s ≥ 0

)

≤ P

(

∫ N2εx

0
Ī
(N)
B (u)du ≥ βx

4
N

1
2+ε
)

+ P

(

∫ N2εs

0
Ī
(N)
B (u)du ≥ βs

2
N

1
2+ε for some s ≥ x

)

≤ ĉ exp{−ĉ′B
1
5 N

4ε
5 x

1
5 },

(3.18)
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for some constants ĉ, ĉ′ > 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 s̄k = kN2ε x, k ≥ 0. For any k ≥ 0,

P

(

sup
s∈[s̄k,s̄k+1]

(

M∗(s)− βs

2
N

1
2−ε
)

≥ 3βx

4
N

1
2+ε
)

≤ P

(

sup
s∈[0,s̄k+1]

M∗(s) ≥ 2N−2ε s̄k + 3x

4
βN

1
2+ε
)

≤ P

(

sup
s∈[0,s̄k+1]

M∗(s) ≥ 2k + 5

4
xβN

1
2+ε
)

≤ c′′e−c̄′′(k+1)x,

for some constants c′′, c̄′′ > 0, where the last inequality follows from Lemma 3.2. Summing over

k, we obtain

P

(

M∗(t)− βt

2
N

1
2−ε hits

x

2
N

1
2+ε for some t ≥ 0

)

≤ c′′e−c̄′′x. (3.19)

Plugging (3.18) and (3.19) into (3.17) and choosing appropriate constants complete the proof.

Recall Q̄
(N)
3 (t) := ∑

∞
i=3 Q

(N)
i (t), t ≥ 0. The following lemma provides quantitative control on

the excursions of Q̄
(N)
3 (·).

Lemma 3.9. Define

Z̄
(N)
∗ = sup

s∈[0,τ
(N)
2 (B)]

(

Q̄
(N)
3 (s)− Q̄

(N)
3 (0)

)

+
, and Z̄(N) = Q̄

(N)
3 (τ

(N)
2 (B))− Q̄

(N)
3 (0).

There exists B2 > 0, such that for all B ≥ B2, we can obtain Ñ∗
B ∈ N for which the following hold for all

N ≥ Ñ∗
B and x > 0.

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

sup
z

P
(0, ⌊2BN

1
2 +ε⌋, z)

(

Z̄
(N)
∗ ≥ xβN

1
2+ε
)

≤ c̄1 exp
{

− c̄2N( 1
2−ε)/5

}(

exp{−c̄3B
1
5 N

4ε
5 x

1
5 }+ exp{−c̄4x}

)

.

(ii) infz P
(0, ⌊2BN

1
2 +ε⌋, z)

(

Z̄(N) ≤ −
[

Q̄
(N)
3 (0) ∧ B

4β N2ε
]

)

≥ 1
2 .

Proof. (i) Recall t0 from Lemma 3.8. Let N̄B ∈ N be such that N − 2BN
1
2+ε ≥ N

2 and N
1
2−ε/(2β) >

t0 for all N ≥ N̄B. If Z̄
(N)
∗ ≥ xβN

1
2+ε, then there exists s ∈ [0, τ

(N)
2 (B)] such that Q

(N)
2 (s) =

N, Q̄
(N)
3 (s) = Q̄

(N)
3 (0) + xβN

1
2+ε, and I(N)(0) = 0. Hence, for all N ≥ N̄B,

S(N)(s) =N + N + Q̄
(N)
3 (0) + xβN

1
2+ε

≥(N − I(N)(0) + Q
(N)
2 (0) + Q̄

(N)
3 (0)) + (N − 2BN

1
2+ε + xβN

1
2+ε)

=S(N)(0) + (N − 2BN
1
2+ε + xβN

1
2+ε)

≥S(N)(0) +
(N

2
+ xβN

1
2+ε
)

.
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Take B1, ÑB as in Lemma 3.8 and define Ñ′
B := ÑB ∨ N̄B. Thus, for B ≥ B1, N ≥ Ñ′

B, x > 0,

sup
z

P
(0, ⌊2BN

1
2 +ε⌋, z)

(

Z̄
(N)
∗ ≥ xβN

1
2+ε
)

≤ sup
z

P
(0, ⌊2BN

1
2 +ε⌋, z)

(

S(N) hits S(N)(0) +
N

2
+ xβN

1
2+ε before time τ

(N)
2 (B)

)

≤ĉ1 exp
{

− ĉ2B
1
5 N

4ε
5 (N

1
2−ε/(2β) + x)

1
5
}

+ ĉ3 exp{−ĉ4(N
1
2−ε/(2β) + x)}

≤c̄1 exp
{

− c̄2N( 1
2−ε)/5

}(

exp{−c̄3B
1
5 N

4ε
5 x

1
5 }+ exp{−c̄4x}

)

,

where the second inequality is due to Lemma 3.8 upon recalling N
1
2−ε/(2β) + x > t0 by the

definition of N̄B. The last inequality is due to (a + b)
1
5 ≤ a

1
5 + b

1
5 , for all a, b ≥ 0, and B1 ≥ 1.

(ii) From part (i), for B ≥ B1 and N ≥ Ñ′
B,

sup
z

P
(0, ⌊2BN

1
2 +ε⌋, z)

(

Z̄
(N)
∗ > 0

)

≤ 2c̄1 exp
(

− c̄2N( 1
2−ε)/5

)

. (3.20)

Starting from I(N)(0) = 0, Q
(N)
2 (0) = ⌊2BN

1
2+ε⌋ and any Q̄

(N)
3 (0), on the event Z̄

(N)
∗ = 0,

Q̄
(N)
3 (τ

(N)
2 (B)) ≤ Q̄

(N)
3 (0) and Q

(N)
2 (τ

(N)
2 (B)) ≤ Q

(N)
2 (0)− BN

1
2+ε + 1. Thus, we have

S(N)(τ
(N)
2 (B)) ≤ S(N)(0)− BN

1
2+ε + 1.

Also, for all t ≥ 0,

S(N)(t) ≥S(N)(0) + A((N − βN
1
2−ε)t)− D(Nt)

= S(N)(0) + Â((N − βN
1
2−ε)t)− D̂(Nt)− βN

1
2−εt,

where Â(s) = A(s)− s and D̂(s) = D(s)− s. Let M̂(s) = Â((N − βN
1
2−ε)s)− D̂(Ns). Thus, by

Lemma 3.2, there exists a constant c̃ > 0, such that

sup
z

P
(0, ⌊2BN

1
2 +ε⌋, z)

(

τ
(N)
2 (B) <

B

2β
N2ε, Z̄

(N)
∗ = 0

)

≤ P
(

inf
s≤(B/2β)N2ε

(

M̂(s)− βN
1
2−εs

)

≤ −BN
1
2+ε + 1

)

≤ P
(

inf
s≤(B/2β)N2ε

M̂(s) ≤ −B

2
N

1
2+ε + 1

)

≤ 4 exp{−c̃B}.

(3.21)

Furthermore, since the instantaneous rate of decrease of Q̄
(N)
3 is at least 1 when Q̄

(N)
3 is positive,

and that Q̄
(N)
3 can only decrease when Z̄

(N)
∗ = 0, observe that, using Lemma 3.2,

sup
z

P
(0, ⌊2BN

1
2 +ε⌋, z)

(

Q̄
(N)
3 (τ

(N)
2 (B)) >

(

Q̄
(N)
3 (0)− B

4β
N2ε
)

+
, Z̄

(N)
∗ = 0, τ

(N)
2 (B) ≥ B

2β
N2ε
)

≤ P

(

Po
( B

2β
N2ε
)

<
B

4β
N2ε
)

≤ 2e−c′BN2ε

, for some constant c′ > 0 dependent on β, (3.22)
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where Po( B
2β N2ε) is a Poisson random variable with parameter B

2β N2ε. Inequalities (3.20), (3.21)

and (3.22), yield

inf
z

P
(0, ⌊2BN

1
2 +ε⌋, z)

(

Z̄(N) ≤ −
[

Q̄
(N)
3 (0) ∧ B

4β
N2ε
])

= inf
z

P
(0, ⌊2BN

1
2 +ε⌋, z)

(

Q̄
(N)
3 (τ

(N)
2 (B)) ≤

(

Q̄
(N)
3 (0)− B

4β
N2ε
)

+

)

≥ 1 − sup
z

P
(0, ⌊2BN

1
2 +ε⌋, z)

(

Z̄
(N)
∗ > 0

)

− sup
z

P
(0, ⌊2BN

1
2 +ε⌋, z)

(

τ
(N)
2 (B) <

B

2β
N2ε, Z̄

(N)
∗ = 0

)

− sup
z

P
(0, ⌊2BN

1
2 +ε⌋, z)

(

Q̄
(N)
3 (τ

(N)
2 (B)) >

(

Q̄
(N)
3 (0)− B

4β
N2ε
)

+
, Z̄

(N)
∗ = 0, τ

(N)
2 (B) ≥ B

2β
N2ε
)

≥ 1 − 2c̄1 exp
(

− c̄2N( 1
2−ε)/5

)

− 4 exp{−c̃B} − 2e−c′BN2ε
.

Let B2 ≥ B1 such that 4 exp{−c̃B} ≤ 1/4 for all B ≥ B2. For B ≥ B2, we can obtain Ñ∗
B ≥ Ñ′

B

such that the lower bound above is at least 1/2. This completes the proof of the lemma.

3.1 Down-crossing estimate

Proposition 3.10. Recall B1 ≥ 1 and ÑB for B ≥ B1 from Lemma 3.7. There exist constants t0, c′i > 0 ,

i ∈ {0, 1, 2, 3, 4}, such that for any B ≥ B1, N ≥ ÑB, and x ≥ 0,

sup

z:∑i zi≤xN
1
2 +ε

P
(0, ⌊2BN

1
2 +ε⌋, z)

(

τ
(N)
2 (B) ≥ N2εt

)

≤4e−c′0t + c′1 exp{−c′2B
1
5 N

4ε
5 t

1
5 }+ c′3N4εt exp{−c′4

√
BN2εt}, ∀t ≥ t0 ∨

8

β
(B + x).

Proof. Starting from I(N)(0) = 0, Q
(N)
2 (0) = 2BN

1
2+ε, ∑

∞
i=3 Q

(N)
i (0)) ≤ xN

1
2+ε, for t ≤ τ

(N)
2 (B),

Q
(N)
2 (t) ≤S(N)(t)− Q

(N)
1 (t) = S(N)(t)− (N − I(N)(t))

=S(N)(0) + A
(

(N − βN
1
2−ε)t

)

− D
(

Nt −
∫ t

0
I(N)(s)ds

)

− N + I(N)(t)

≤S(N)(0)− N + Ī
(N)
B (t) + A

(

(N − βN
1
2−ε)t

)

− D
(

Nt −
∫ t

0
Ī
(N)
B (s)ds

)

≤(2B + x)N
1
2+ε + Ī

(N)
B (t) + Â

(

(N − βN
1
2−ε)t

)

− D̂
(

Nt −
∫ t

0
Ī
(N)
B (s)ds

)

+
∫ t

0
Ī
(N)
B (s)ds − βN

1
2−εt,

where Â(s) = A(s)− s and D̂(s) = D(s)− s. Recall

M∗(t) = Â
(

(N − βN
1
2−ε)t

)

− D̂
(

Nt −
∫ t

0
Ī
(N)
B (s)ds

)

.
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Thus, using the above upper bound for Q
(N)
2 , we obtain

sup

z:∑i zi≤xN
1
2 +ε

P
(0, ⌊2BN

1
2 +ε⌋, z)

(

τ
(N)
2 (B) ≥ N2εt

)

= sup

z:∑i zi≤xN
1
2 +ε

P
(0, ⌊2BN

1
2 +ε⌋, z)

(

Q
(N)
2 (N2εt) ≥ ⌊BN

1
2+ε⌋ and τ

(N)
2 (B) ≥ N2εt

)

≤P

(

∫ N2εt

0
Ī
(N)
B (s)ds ≥ β

2
N

1
2+εt

)

+ P

(

Ī
(N)
B (N2εt) ≥ β

16
N

1
2+εt

)

(3.23)

+ P

(

(2B + x)N
1
2+ε +

(

M∗(N2εt)− β

2
N

1
2+εt

)

+
β

16
N

1
2+εt ≥ BN

1
2+ε
)

.

Then, for B ≥ B1, N ≥ ÑB, t ≥ t0, by Lemma 3.7(i),

P

(

∫ N2εt

0
Ī
(N)
B (s)ds >

β

2
N

1
2+εt

)

≤ c1 exp{−c2B
1
5 N

4ε
5 t

1
5 }, (3.24)

and moreover, by Lemma 3.7(ii),

P
(

Ī
(N)
B (N2εt) ≥ β

16
N

1
2+εt

)

≤ exp{−c̃1BN4εt}+ c̃2N4εt exp{−c̃3

√
BN2εt}. (3.25)

For t ≥ 8
β (B + x), by Lemma 3.2,

P

(

(2B + x)N
1
2+ε +

(

M∗(N2εt)− β

2
N

1
2+εt

)

+
β

16
N

1
2+εt ≥ BN

1
2+ε
)

≤P
(

M∗(N2εt) ≥ β

4
N

1
2+εt − (B + x)N

1
2+ε
)

≤P
(

M∗(N2εt) ≥ β

8
N

1
2+εt

)

≤ 4e−c′t, (3.26)

where c′ 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.

3.2 Up-crossing estimate

Recall τ
(N)
1 (2β) = inf{t ≥ 0 : I(N)(t) = ⌊2βN

1
2−ε⌋}. We will write Q(N)

3
:= (Q

(N)
3 , Q

(N)
4 , . . . ).

Lemma 3.11. Assume I(N)(0) = x, Q
(N)
2 (0) = y, and Q(N)

3
(0) = z. For any N such that ⌊2βN

1
2−ε⌋ ≥

1 and any x ≥ 2βN
1
2−ε,

sup
y,z

E(x,y,z)

(

eτ
(N)
1 (2β)/2

)

≤ x

⌊2βN
1
2−ε⌋

,

where E(x,y,z)(·) = E(·|I(N)(0) = x, Q
(N)
2 (0) = y, Q(N)

3
(0) = z).

22



Proof. Define W(N)(t) = e
t
2 I(N)(t). Since the rate of increase of I(N)(t) is at most N − I(N)(t) and

the rate of decrease is N − βN
1
2−ε if I(N)(t) > 0, therefore

LW(N)(t) ≤ 1

2
W(N)(t) + e

t
2
[

(N − I(N)(t))− (N − βN
1
2−ε)

]

= e
t
2
(

− 1

2
I(N)(t) + βN

1
2−ε
)

,

where L(·) is the infinitesimal generator. For t < τ
(N)
1 (2β), βN

1
2−ε ≤ I(N)(t)

2 , and so

LW(N)(t)1
[

t < τ
(N)
1 (2β)

]

≤ 0.

This implies that for all y, z ≥ 0,

E(x,y,z)(W
(N)(t ∧ τ

(N)
1 (2β))) ≤ E(x,y,z)(W

(N)(0)) = x, ∀t ≥ 0.

By Fatou’s lemma and the observation that, almost surely, (t ∧ τ
(N)
1 (2β)) = τ

(N)
1 (2β) for suffi-

ciently large t, we have that for all y, z ≥ 0,

E(x,y,z)(W
(N)(τ

(N)
1 (2β))) ≤ lim inf

t→∞
E(W(N)(t ∧ τ

(N)
1 (2β))) ≤ x, (3.27)

and therefore,

sup
y,z

E(x,y,z)

(

eτ
(N)
1 (2β)/2

)

≤ x

⌊2βN
1
2−ε⌋

.

Proposition 3.12. For any fixed B > 0, there exist pB, t′B, N′
B > 0 such that ∀t ≥ t′B, N ≥ N′

B,

sup
x,z

P
(x, ⌊BN

1
2 +ε⌋, z)

(

τ
(N)
2 (2B) > N2εt

)

≤ c1

√
tN

1
2+ε exp{−c2N2ε

√
t}+ (1 − pB)

⌊
√

t⌋,

where c1, c2 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 Q
(N)
2 hits the level 2BN

1
2+ε with a positive probabil-

ity that does not depend on N. This will lead to a geometric number of such excursions required

for Q
(N)
2 to hit the level 2BN

1
2+ε. These estimates will be combined to complete the proof.

Define the stopping times: θ
(N)
0 := 0 and for k ≥ 0,

θ
(N)
2k+1 := inf{t ≥ θ

(N)
2k : I(N)(t) ≤ ⌊2βN

1
2−ε⌋},

θ
(N)
2k+2 := θ

(N)
2k+1 + N2ε.

23



Note that if I(N)(θ
(N)
2k ) ≤ ⌊2βN

1
2−ε⌋, then θ

(N)
2k+1 = θ

(N)
2k ; equivalently, if θ

(N)
2k+1 − θ

(N)
2k > 0, then

I(N)(θ
(N)
2k ) > ⌊2βN

1
2−ε⌋. Thus, for any k ≥ 0 and t ≥ 0, any N such that ⌊2βN

1
2−ε⌋ ≥ 1,

P
(

θ
(N)
2k+1 − θ

(N)
2k > N2εt

)

≤ sup

x>⌊2βN
1
2 −ε⌋,y,z

P(x,y,z)

(

τ
(N)
1 (2β) > N2εt

)

≤ e−N2εt/2 sup
x

sup
y,z

E(x,y,z)

(

eτ1(2β)/2
)

≤ N

⌊2βN
1
2−ε⌋

exp{−N2εt/2},

(3.28)

where the last inequality is due to Lemma 3.11 and x ≤ N. Next, we claim the following:

Claim 3.13. Fix any N > max{(5B)−( 1
2−ε), (2β/B)

1
2ε }. For any k ≥ 0, the following holds on the event

sup
s∈[0,θ

(N)
2k+1]

Q
(N)
2 (s) < 2BN

1
2+ε.

{

sup

s∈[θ(N)
2k+1,θ

(N)
2k+2]

S(N)(s) ≥ 3BN
1
2+ε + S(N)(θ

(N)
2k+1)

}

⊆
{

sup

s∈[θ(N)
2k+1,θ

(N)
2k+2]

Q
(N)
2 (s) ≥ 2BN

1
2+ε
}

, (3.29)

Proof. Suppose that for some k ≥ 0, sup
s∈[0,θ

(N)
2k+1]

Q
(N)
2 (s) < 2BN

1
2+ε and ∃s ∈ [θ

(N)
2k+1, θ

(N)
2k+2] such

that S(N)(s) ≥ 3BN
1
2+ε + S(N)(θ

(N)
2k+1). Let

s̄ := inf{s ∈ [θ
(N)
2k+1, θ

(N)
2k+2] : S(N)(s) ≥ 3BN

1
2+ε + S(N)(θ

(N)
2k+1)}.

Since N > 5BN
1
2+ε, we claim that Q̄

(N)
3 (s̄) ≤ Q̄

(N)
3 (θ

(N)
2k+1). If this was not the case, s̄ > θ

(N)
2k+1 and

there would be s̃ ∈ [θ2k+1, s̄) such that s̃ is a ‘point of increase’ of Q̄
(N)
3 , that is, Q

(N)
2 (s̃) = N,

Q̄
(N)
3 (s̃) = Q̄

(N)
3 (θ

(N)
2k+1) and I(N)(s̃) = 0. Hence, recalling that sup

s∈[0,θ
(N)
2k+1]

Q
(N)
2 (s) < 2BN

1
2+ε,

S(N)(s̃) = N + Q̄
(N)
3 (θ

(N)
2k+1) + N ≥ N − 2BN

1
2+ε + Q

(N)
2 (s) + Q̄

(N)
3 (θ

(N)
2k+1) + (N − I(N)(θ

(N)
2k+1))

= N − 2BN
1
2+ε + S(N)(θ

(N)
2k+1) > 3BN

1
2+ε + S(N)(θ

(N)
2k+1),

which is a contradiction to the fact that s̃ < s̄. Hence, we conclude that N > 5BN
1
2+ε implies

Q̄
(N)
3 (s̄) ≤ Q̄

(N)
3 (θ

(N)
2k+1). Using this observation and the definition of s̄, we obtain

3BN
1
2+ε =S(N)(s̄)− S(N)(θ

(N)
2k+1)

=
(

Q
(N)
2 (s̄) + Q̄

(N)
3 (s̄) + N − I(N)(s̄)

)

−
(

Q
(N)
2 (θ

(N)
2k+1) + Q̄

(N)
3 (θ

(N)
2k+1) + N − I(N)(θ

(N)
2k+1)

)

≤Q
(N)
2 (s̄)− Q

(N)
2 (θ

(N)
2k+1) + I(N)(θ

(N)
2k+1)

≤Q
(N)
2 (s̄)− Q

(N)
2 (θ

(N)
2k+1) + 2βN

1
2−ε.

Further, note that 2βN
1
2−ε

< BN
1
2+ε, due to the choice of N. Thus, the above yields

Q
(N)
2 (s̄) ≥ Q

(N)
2 (θ

(N)
2k+1) + 2BN

1
2+ε ≥ 2BN

1
2+ε.

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

inf
x,z

P
(x, ⌊BN

1
2 +ε⌋, z)

(

sup

s∈[θ(N)
2k+1,θ

(N)
2k+2]

Q
(N)
2 (s) ≥ 2BN

1
2+ε | Q

(N)
2 (θ

(N)
2k+1) < 2BN

1
2+ε
)

≥ inf
x,z

P
(x, ⌊BN

1
2 +ε⌋, z)

(

sup

s∈[θ(N)
2k+1,θ

(N)
2k+2]

(S(N)(s)− S(N)(θ
(N)
2k+1)) ≥ 3BN

1
2+ε | Q

(N)
2 (θ

(N)
2k+1) < 2BN

1
2+ε
)

≥ P

(

sup
s∈[0,N2ε]

A
(

(N − βN
1
2−ε)s

)

− D
(

Ns
)

≥ 3BN
1
2+ε
)

= P

(

sup
s∈[0,N2ε]

Â
(

(N − βN
1
2−ε)s

)

− D̂
(

Ns
)

− βN
1
2−εs ≥ 3BN

1
2+ε
)

≥ P

(

Â
(

(N − βN
1
2−ε)N2ε

)

− D̂
(

N1+2ε
)

− βN
1
2+ε ≥ 3BN

1
2+ε
)

= P

(

N− 1
2−ε
(

Â
(

(N − βN
1
2−ε)N2ε

)

− D̂
(

N1+2ε
))

− βN−2ε ≥ 3B
)

≥ pB > 0, for sufficient large N. (3.30)

Observe that pB does not depend on N since N− 1
2−ε
(

Â
(

(N − βN
1
2−ε)N2ε

)

− D̂
(

N1+2ε
)) P−→

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

sup
x,z

P
(x, ⌊BN

1
2 +ε⌋, z)

(

τ
(N)
2 (2B) > N2εt

)

≤
⌊
√

t⌋
∑
k=0

sup
x,z

P
(x, ⌊BN

1
2 +ε⌋, z)

(

θ
(N)
2k+1 − θ

(N)
2k > N2ε

√
t
)

+ sup
x,z

P
(x, ⌊BN

1
2 +ε⌋, z)

(

sup

s∈[θ(N)
2k+1,θ

(N)
2k+2]

Q
(N)
2 (s) < 2BN

1
2+ε, Q

(N)
2 (θ

(N)
2k+1) < 2BN

1
2+ε, ∀ k ≤ ⌊

√
t⌋
)

≤
√

tN
1
2+ε

β
exp{−N2ε

√
t/2}+ (1 − pB)

⌊
√

t⌋,

where the last inequality is due to (3.28) and (3.30).

3.3 Supremum of Q
(N)
2

In this section, we will give bounds on the supremum of the process Q
(N)
2 (·) on a time interval

[0, N2εT] for fixed T > 0. Let I(N)(0) = 0, Q
(N)
2 (0) = ⌊2BN

1
2+ε⌋, and Q

(N)
3 (0) = 0. Define

σ
(N)
0 := 0, and for i ≥ 0,

σ
(N)
2i+1 := inf{t ≥ σ

(N)
2i : Q

(N)
2 (t) ≤ ⌊BN

1
2+ε⌋},

σ
(N)
2i+2 := inf{t ≥ σ

(N)
2i+1 : Q

(N)
2 (t) ≥ ⌊2BN

1
2+ε⌋},

K
(N)
T := inf{k : σ

(N)
2k ≥ N2εT}.

(3.31)

Fix B ≥ (B1 ∨ 2β ∨ 5), where B1 was introduced in Lemma 3.7.
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Lemma 3.14. Recall ÑB from Lemma 3.3. There exist xB ≥ 2B such that for all i ≥ 0, N ≥ ÑB,

N
1
2−ε ≥ x ≥ xB,

P

(

sup

s∈[σ(N)
2i ,σ

(N)
2i+1]

Q
(N)
2 (s) ≥ xN

1
2+ε

∣

∣

∣ Q
(N)
3 (σ

(N)
2i ) = 0

)

≤ c∗1 exp{−c∗2 x}+ c∗3 exp{−c∗4 N
4ε
5 x

1
5 },

where c∗j , j ∈ {1, 2, 3, 4}, are constants that do not depend on N, x.

Proof. Fix N
1
2−ε ≥ x ≥ xB, where xB ≥ 2B will be chosen later. Define the stopping time

σ̂
(N)
i := inf{s ≥ σ

(N)
2i : Q

(N)
2 (s) ≥ xN

1
2+ε or Q

(N)
2 (s) ≤ ⌊BN

1
2+ε⌋}, i ≥ 0.

Note that, as x ≤ N
1
2−ε, when Q

(N)
3 (σ

(N)
2i ) = 0, Q

(N)
3 (t) = 0 for all t ∈ [σ

(N)
2i , σ̂

(N)
i ], and in that

case, we have S(N)(t) = N − I(N)(t) + Q
(N)
2 (t). Therefore, we obtain for t ∈ [0, σ̂

(N)
i − σ

(N)
2i ],

Q
(N)
2 (t + σ

(N)
2i )− I(N)(t + σ

(N)
2i )− (Q

(N)
2 (σ

(N)
2i )− I(N)(σ

(N)
2i )) = S(N)(t + σ

(N)
2i )− S(N)(σ

(N)
2i )

=
[

A
(

(N − βN
1
2−ε)(t + σ

(N)
2i )

)

− A
(

(N − βN
1
2−ε)σ

(N)
2i

)]

− D

(

∫ σ
(N)
2i +t

σ
(N)
2i

(N − I(N)(s))ds

)

=
[

Â
(

(N − βN
1
2−ε)(t + σ

(N)
2i )

)

− Â
(

(N − βN
1
2−ε)σ

(N)
2i

)]

− D̂

(

∫ σ
(N)
2i +t

σ
(N)
2i

(N − I(N)(s))ds

)

+
∫ σ

(N)
2i +t

σ
(N)
2i

I(N)(s)ds − βN
1
2−εt,

where Â(s) = A(s)− s and D̂(s) = D(s)− s.

Using the above and the strong Markov property at time σ
(N)
2i , we can write

P

(

sup

s∈[σ(N)
2i ,σ

(N)
2i+1]

Q
(N)
2 (s) ≥ xN

1
2+ε

∣

∣

∣
Q

(N)
3 (σ

(N)
2i ) = 0

)

= P

(

sup

s∈[σ(N)
2i ,σ

(N)
2i+1]

(Q
(N)
2 (s)− I(N)(s)) ≥ xN

1
2+ε

∣

∣

∣ Q
(N)
3 (σ

(N)
2i ) = 0

)

≤ P

(

σ̂
(N)
i − σ

(N)
2i ≥ N2εt

∣

∣

∣
Q

(N)
3 (σ

(N)
2i ) = 0

)

+ P

(

sup

s∈[σ(N)
2i ,σ

(N)
2i +N2εt]

(Q
(N)
2 (s)− I(N)(s)) ≥ xN

1
2+ε

∣

∣

∣
Q

(N)
3 (σ

(N)
2i ) = 0

)

≤ P
(0, ⌊2BN

1
2 +ε⌋, 0)

(

τ
(N)
2 (B) ≥ N2εt

)

+ P
(0, ⌊2BN

1
2 +ε⌋, 0)

(

sup
s∈[0,N2εt]

(

2BN
1
2+ε + M̂(s) +

∫ s

0
I(N)(u)du − βN

1
2−εs

)

≥ xN
1
2+ε
)

,

(3.32)

where M̂(s) := Â
(

(N − βN
1
2−ε)s

)

− D̂
(

∫ s
0 (N − I(N)(u))du

)

, and the first equality above is due

to the fact that Q
(N)
2 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 ≥ B1, N ≥ ÑB, and t ≥ t0 ∨ 8B
β , we have

P
(0, ⌊2BN

1
2 +ε⌋, 0)

(

τ
(N)
2 (B) ≥ N2εt

)

≤ 4e−c′0t + c′1 exp{−c′2B
1
5 N

4ε
5 t

1
5 }+ c′3N4εt exp{−c′4

√
BN2εt}.

(3.33)

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

P
(0, ⌊2BN

1
2 +ε⌋, 0)

(

sup
s∈[0,N2εt]

(

2BN
1
2+ε + M̂(s) +

∫ s

0
I(N)(u)du − βN

1
2−εs

)

≥ xN
1
2+ε
)

≤ P

(

∫ N2εt

0
I(N)(u)du >

β

2
N

1
2+εt

)

+ P

(

sup
s∈[0,N2εt]

M̂(s) ≥ (x − βt

2
− 2B)N

1
2+ε
)

≤ P

(

∫ N2εt

0
I(N)(u)du >

β

2
N

1
2+εt

)

+ P

(

sup
s∈[0,N2εt]

M̂(s) ≥ (x − βt

2
− 2B)N

1
2+ε
)

.

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 ≥ ÑB, t ≥ t0 and x − βt
2 − 2B ≥ 0,

P
(0, ⌊2BN

1
2 +ε⌋, 0)

(

sup
s∈[0,N2εt]

(

2BN
1
2+ε + M̂(s) +

∫ s

0
I(N)(u)du − βN

1
2−εs

)

≥ xN
1
2+ε
)

≤c1 exp{−c2B
1
5 N

4ε
5 t

1
5 }+ 2 exp{−c3(x − βt/2 − 2B)2/t}, (3.34)

for positive constants c1, c2, c3 not depending on x, t, N.

Thus, taking t = x
β , for x ≥ xB := (t0β ∨ 8B), and putting the upper bounds in (3.33) and

(3.34) into (3.32), the result holds for appropriately chosen constants.

Proposition 3.15. There exist constants x′, N′
> 0, c̄′, c̄1, c̄2 and c∗i , i = {1, 2, 3, 4}, depending only on

B, such that for all N ≥ NB, x ≥ x′B, T ≥ x−1,

P
(0, ⌊2BN

1
2 +ε⌋, 0)

(

sup
s∈[0,N2εT]

Q
(N)
2 (s) ≥ xN

1
2+ε
)

≤ exp{−c̄′Tx}+ Tx
(

c̄1 exp
{

− c̄2N( 1
2−ε)/5

}

+ c∗1 exp{−c∗2 x}+ c∗3 exp{−c∗4 N
4ε
5 x

1
5 }
)

.

Proof. Define φ
(N)
i = 1[σ

(N)
2i+1 − σ

(N)
2i ≥ N2ε]. For s ≥ 0,

S(N)(s + σ
(N)
2i )

= N + ⌊2BN
1
2+ε⌋+ Q̄

(N)
3 (σ

(N)
2i )

+
[

A
(

(N − βN
1
2−ε)(s + σ

(N)
2i )

)

− A
(

(N − βN
1
2−ε)σ

(N)
2i

)]

− D

(

∫ σ
(N)
2i +s

σ
(N)
2i

(N − I(N)(u))du

)

= N + ⌊2BN
1
2+ε⌋+ Q̄

(N)
3 (σ

(N)
2i ) +

∫ σ
(N)
2i +s

σ
(N)
2i

I(N)(u)du − βN
1
2−εs

+
[

Â
(

(N − βN
1
2−ε)(s + σ

(N)
2i )

)

− Â
(

(N − βN
1
2−ε)σ

(N)
2i

)]

− D̂

(

∫ σ
(N)
2i +s

σ
(N)
2i

(N − I(N)(u))du

)

.

(3.35)
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where Â(s) = A(s)− s and D̂(s) = D(s)− s. Recall that

M̂(s) = Â
(

(N − βN
1
2−ε)s

)

− D̂

(

∫ s

0
(N − I(N)(u))du

)

for s ≥ 0.

For B ≥ (2β ∨ 5),

P

(

φ
(N)
i = 0

∣

∣

∣ Q
(N)
3 (σ

(N)
2i ) = 0

)

≤ P

(

inf
s∈[σ(N)

2i ,σ
(N)
2i +N2ε]

Q
(N)
2 (s) ≤ ⌊BN

1
2+ε⌋

∣

∣

∣
Q

(N)
3 (σ

(N)
2i ) = 0

)

≤ P

(

inf
s∈[σ(N)

2i ,σ
(N)
2i +N2ε]

Q
(N)
2 (s) ≤ ⌊BN

1
2+ε⌋, sup

s∈[σ(N)
2i ,σ

(N)
2i+1]

Q
(N)
3 (s) = 0

∣

∣

∣
Q

(N)
3 (σ

(N)
2i ) = 0

)

+ P

(

sup

s∈[σ(N)
2i ,σ

(N)
2i+1]

Q
(N)
3 (s) > 0

∣

∣

∣ Q
(N)
3 (σ

(N)
2i ) = 0

)

≤ P

(

inf
s∈[σ(N)

2i ,σ
(N)
2i +N2ε]

S(N)(s) ≤ N + ⌊BN
1
2+ε⌋

∣

∣

∣
Q

(N)
3 (σ

(N)
2i ) = 0

)

+ P
(0, ⌊2BN

1
2 +ε⌋, 0)

(

sup

s∈[0,τ
(N)
2 (B)]

Q̄
(N)
3 (s) > 0

)

≤ P

(

inf
s∈[0,N2ε]

(⌊2BN
1
2+ε⌋+ M̂(s)− βN

1
2−εs) ≤ ⌊BN

1
2+ε⌋

)

+ c̄1 exp
{

− c̄2N( 1
2−ε)/5

}

≤ P

(

inf
s∈[0,N2ε]

M̂(s) ≤ −B

2
N

1
2+ε
)

+ c̄1 exp
{

− c̄2N( 1
2−ε)/5

}

≤ 8N1+2ε

B2N1+2ε
+ c̄1 exp

{

− c̄2N( 1
2−ε)/5

}

≤ 1

2
, for sufficient large N,

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

tion that S(N)(s) ≤ N + Q
(N)
2 (s) if Q

(N)
3 (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

L2-maximal inequality. Thus, E(φ
(N)
i | Q

(N)
3 (σ

(N)
2i ) = 0) ≥ 1/2 for sufficiently large N. Now, for

T > 0, recall K
(N)
T = inf

{

k : σ̄
(N)
2k ≥ N2εT

}

. By Azuma’s inequality and Lemma 3.9, taking a ≥ 8,

T ≥ a−1, for sufficiently large N,

P

(

K
(N)
T ≥ aT

)

≤ P

(
⌊aT⌋
∑
i=1

(σ
(N)
2i+1 − σ

(N)
2i ) ≤ N2εT

)

≤ P

(
⌊aT⌋
∑
i=1

φ
(N)
i ≤ T and sup

s∈[σ(N)
2i ,σ

(N)
2i+1]

Q
(N)
3 (s) = 0, ∀1 ≤ i ≤ ⌊aT⌋

)

+ P

(

∃1 ≤ i ≤ ⌊aT⌋, sup

s∈[σ(N)
2i ,σ

(N)
2i+1]

Q
(N)
3 (s) > 0

)

(3.36)
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≤ P

( ⌊aT⌋
∑
i=1

(

φ
(N)
i − E(φ

(N)
i | Q

(N)
3 (σ

(N)
2i ) = 0)

)

≤ − aT

8

and sup

s∈[σ(N)
2i ,σ

(N)
2i+1]

Q
(N)
3 (s) = 0, ∀1 ≤ i ≤ ⌊aT⌋

)

+ aT · P

(

sup

s∈[σ(N)
2i ,σ

(N)
2i+1]

Q
(N)
3 (s) > 0

∣

∣

∣
Q

(N)
3 (σ

(N)
2i ) = 0

)

≤ e−c̄′aT + aTc̄1 exp
{

− c̄2N( 1
2−ε)/5

}

.

(3.37)

Take a = x. Then, using (3.37), Lemma 3.14, and union bound, for N ≥ ÑB, N
1
2−ε ≥ x ≥ (xB ∨ 8),

T ≥ x−1,

P

(

sup
s∈[0,N2εT]

Q
(N)
2 (s) ≥ xN

1
2+ε
)

≤P

(

K
(N)
T ≥ xT

)

+ Tx · P

(

sup

s∈[σ(N)
2i ,σ

(N)
2i+1]

Q
(N)
2 ≥ xN

1
2+ε

∣

∣

∣ Q
(N)
3 (σ

(N)
2i ) = 0

)

≤ exp{−c̄′Tx}+ Tx
(

c̄1 exp
{

− c̄2N( 1
2−ε)/5

}

+ c∗1 exp{−c∗2 x}+ c∗3 exp{−c∗4 N
4ε
5 x

1
5 }
)

.

This proves the proposition.

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 = B0 as the maximum of the lower bounds on B given in the results

in Section 3.

Recall the stopping times σ
(N)
0 = 0, and for i ≥ 0,

σ
(N)
2i+1 = inf{t ≥ σ

(N)
2i : Q

(N)
2 (t) ≤ ⌊BN

1
2+ε⌋},

σ
(N)
2i+2 = inf{t ≥ σ

(N)
2i+1 : Q

(N)
2 (t) ≥ ⌊2BN

1
2+ε⌋},

(4.1)

and define

K̄(N) := inf{k ≥ 1 : Q̄
(N)
3 (σ

(N)
2k ) = 0}.

Write Θ := σ
(N)

2K̄(N) . Note that I(N)(Θ) = 0, Q
(N)
2 (Θ) = 2BN

1
2+ε⌋ and Q̄

(N)
3 (Θ) = 0. Therefore, Θ is

a renewal time point.

Lemma 4.1. There exist N0, c∗1 , c∗2 > 0, such that for all N ≥ N0, k ≥ 1,

P
(0, ⌊2BN

1
2 +ε⌋, 0)

(

K̄(N) ≥ 1 + k + k2N
1
2−ε
)

≤ kc∗1 exp
{

− c∗2 N( 1
2−ε)/11

}

exp
{

− c∗2
(

k/N
1
2−ε
)

1
11

}

+ 2−k.
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The following lemma will be used to prove Lemma 4.1. Define K̄∗ := inf{k ≥ 1 : Q̄
(N)
3 (σ

(N)
2k ) ≤

B
4β N2ε}.

Lemma 4.2. There exist N0, c∗1 , c∗2 > 0, such that for all N ≥ N0, k ≥ 1,

sup
0≤z≤ B

4β N2ε

P
(0, ⌊2BN

1
2 +ε⌋, z)

(

K̄∗ ≥ 1 + kN
1
2−ε
)

≤ c∗1 exp
{

− c∗2 N( 1
2−ε)/11

}

exp
{

− c∗2
(

k/N
1
2−ε
)

1
11

}

.

Proof. Define Z̄
(N)
i := Q̄

(N)
3 (σ

(N)
2i+2)− Q̄

(N)
3 (σ

(N)
2i ), i ≥ 0. Note that

sup
z: ∑i zi≤ B

4β N2ε

P
(0, ⌊2BN

1
2 +ε⌋, z)

(

K̄∗ ≥ 1 + kN
1
2−ε
)

≤ sup
z: ∑i zi≤ B

4β N2ε

P
(0, ⌊2BN

1
2 +ε⌋, z)

(

i

∑
j=0

Z̄
(N)
j >

B

4β
N2ε − Q̄

(N)
3 (0), ∀ 0 ≤ i ≤ ⌊kN

1
2−ε⌋ − 1

)

. (4.2)

To estimate (4.2), define Φ
(N)
i := 1

[

Z̄
(N)
i ≤ −

(

B
4β N2ε ∧ Q̄

(N)
3 (σ

(N)
2i )

)]

, i ≥ 0. By Lemma 3.9 (ii), for

sufficiently large N,

inf
z

E
(0,2BN

1
2 +ε,z)

(

Φ
(N)
i |F

σ
(N)
2i

)

≥ 1

2
, i ≥ 0. (4.3)

Using Azuma-Hoeffding inequality, we get for any k ≥ 1,

sup
z: ∑i zi≤ B

4β N2ε

P
(0, ⌊2BN

1
2 +ε⌋, z)

(
⌊kN

1
2 −ε⌋−1

∑
j=0

Φ
(N)
j ≤ kN

1
2−ε

3

)

≤ sup
z: ∑i zi≤ B

4β N2ε

P
(0, ⌊2BN

1
2 +ε⌋, z)

(
⌊kN

1
2 −ε⌋−1

∑
j=0

(

Φ
(N)
j − E

(

Φ
(N)
j

∣

∣ F
σ
(N)
2j

))

≤ − kN
1
2−ε

6

)

≤ e−ckN
1
2 −ε

,

(4.4)

for some c > 0, where in the first inequality, we have used (4.3). Therefore, for k ≥ 1,

sup
z: ∑i zi≤ B

4β N2ε

P
(0, ⌊2BN

1
2 +ε⌋, z)

(

i

∑
j=0

Z̄
(N)
j >

B

4β
N2ε − Q̄

(N)
3 (0), ∀ 0 ≤ i ≤ ⌊kN

1
2−ε⌋ − 1

)

≤ sup
z: ∑i zi≤ B

4β N2ε

P
(0, ⌊2BN

1
2 +ε⌋, z)

(
⌊kN

1
2 −ε⌋−1

∑
j=0

[Z̄
(N)
j ]+ −

⌊kN
1
2 −ε⌋−1

∑
j=0

( B

4β
N2ε
)

Φ
(N)
j > 0

)

≤ sup
z: ∑i zi≤ B

4β N2ε

P
(0, ⌊2BN

1
2 +ε⌋, z)

(
⌊kN

1
2 −ε⌋−1

∑
j=0

Φ
(N)
j ≤ kN

1
2−ε

3

)

+ sup
z: ∑i zi≤ B

4β N2ε

P
(0, ⌊2BN

1
2 +ε⌋, z)

(
⌊kN

1
2 −ε⌋−1

∑
j=0

[Z̄
(N)
j ]+ ≥ B

12β
N

1
2+εk

)

≤e−ckN
1
2 −ε

+ sup
z: ∑i zi≤ B

4β N2ε

P
(0, ⌊2BN

1
2 +ε⌋, z)

(
⌊kN

1
2 −ε⌋−1

∑
j=0

[Z̄
(N)
j ]+ ≥ B

12β
N

1
2+εk

)

,

(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,

sup
z: ∑i zi≤ B

4β N2ε

P

( [Z̄
(N)
j ]+

N
1
2+ε

≥ x
∣

∣ F
σ
(N)
2j

)

≤ c1e−c2N( 1
2 −ε)/5

e−c3x1/5
, (4.6)

where c1, c2, c3 > 0 are constants. Choose N1 sufficiently large such that (4.3) and (4.6) hold, and

for N ≥ N1,
∫ ∞

0
c1e−c2N( 1

2 −ε)/5

e−c3x1/5
dx ≤ B

4 × 12βN
1
2−ε

.

Take any N ≥ N1, and k ≥ 1. We will use Lemma 3.5 with

θ =
1

5
, r = z, R = {z : ∑

i

zi ≤
B

4β
N2ε}, a =

B

12βN
1
2−ε

, n = ⌊kN
1
2−ε⌋,

and

Φ
(r)
j =

[Z̄
(N)
j ]+

N
1
2+ε

,

with starting configuration (I(N)(0), Q
(N)
2 (0), Q̄

(N)
3 (0)) = (0, ⌊2BN

1
2+ε⌋, z), and associated filtra-

tion
{

F (r)
j : j ≥ 1, r ∈ R

}

being the natural filtration generated by the above random variables.

We get

sup
z: ∑i zi≤ B

4β N2ε

P
(0, ⌊2BN

1
2 +ε⌋, z)

(
⌊kN

1
2 −ε⌋−1

∑
j=0

[Z̄
(N)
j ]+ ≥ B

12β
N

1
2+εk

)

≤ sup
r∈R

P

( n

∑
j=0

Φ
(r)
j ≥ an

)

≤ c′1
(

1 +

(

⌊kN
1
2−ε⌋

)5/11

(

B

12βN
1
2 −ε

)
1

11

)

exp
[

− c′2
( k

N
1
2−ε

)1/11]

(4.7)

≤ c′′1 N
1
2−ε exp

[

− c′′2
( k

N
1
2−ε

)1/11]

.

Moreover, for any k ≥ 1, from (4.6),

sup
z: ∑i zi≤ B

4β N2ε

P
(0, ⌊2BN

1
2 +ε⌋, z)

(
⌊kN

1
2 −ε⌋−1

∑
j=0

[Z̄
(N)
j ]+ ≥ B

12β
N

1
2+εk

)

≤ kN
1
2−ε sup

z: ∑i zi≤ B
4β N2ε

P

(

[Z̄
(N)
0 ]+ ≥ B

12β
N2ε
)

≤ kN
1
2−εc1 exp

{

− c2N( 1
2−ε)/5

}

. (4.8)
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Hence, (4.7) and (4.8) imply

sup
z: ∑i zi≤ B

4β N2ε

P
(0, ⌊2BN

1
2 +ε⌋, z)

(
⌊kN

1
2 −ε⌋−1

∑
j=0

[Z̄
(N)
j ]+ ≥ B

12β
N

1
2+εk

)

≤min
{

c′′1 N
1
2−ε exp

[

− c′′2
( k

N
1
2−ε

)1/11]

, kN
1
2−εc1 exp

{

− c2N( 1
2−ε)/5

}

}

. (4.9)

Note that, there exists a constant N2, such that for all N ≥ N2 and k ≤ N1−2ε,

kN
1
2−εc1 exp

[

− c2N( 1
2−ε)/5

]

=
[

kN
1
2−εc1 exp

{

− c2

2
N( 1

2−ε)/5
}

]

exp
[

− c2

2
N( 1

2−ε)/5
]

≤ exp
[

− c2

4
N( 1

2−ε)/5
]

exp
[

− c2

2
N( 1

2−ε)/5)
]

≤ exp
[

− c2

4
k

1
10
]

exp
[

− c2

2
N( 1

2−ε)/5)
]

,

and for k ≥ N1−2ε,

N
1
2−ε exp

[

− c′′2
( k

N
1
2−ε

)1/11]

≤N
1
2−ε exp

[

− c′′2
2

N( 1
2−ε)/11

]

exp
[

− c′′2
2

( k

N
1
2−ε

)1/11]

.

Hence, there exist constants c̃, c̃′ > 0, such that for all N ≥ N1 ∨ N2 and k ≥ 1,

sup
z: ∑i zi≤ B

4β N2ε

P
(0, ⌊2BN

1
2 +ε⌋, z)

(
⌊kN

1
2 −ε⌋−1

∑
j=0

[Z̄
(N)
j ]+ ≥ B

12β
N

1
2+εk

)

≤ c̃ exp
{

− c̃′N( 1
2−ε)/11

}

exp
{

− c̃′
(

k/N
1
2−ε
)

1
11

}

. (4.10)

Finally, using (4.2) and plugging (4.10) into (4.5), we have

sup
z: ∑i zi≤ B

4β N2ε

P
(0, ⌊2BN

1
2 +ε⌋, z)

(

K̄∗ ≥ 1 + kN
1
2−ε
)

≤ sup
z: ∑i zi≤ B

4β N2ε

P
(0, ⌊2BN

1
2 +ε⌋, z)

(

i

∑
j=0

Z̄
(N)
j >

B

4β
N2ε − Q̄

(N)
3 (0), ∀ 0 ≤ i ≤ ⌊kN

1
2−ε⌋ − 1

)

≤c∗1 exp
{

− c∗2 N( 1
2−ε)/11

}

exp
{

− c∗2
(

k/N
1
2−ε
)

1
11

}

,

where c∗1 and c∗2 are appropriate constants.

Proof of Lemma 4.1. Define K̄∗
0 := 0 and for j ≥ 0,

K̄∗
j+1 := inf

{

l ≥ K̄∗
j + 1 : Q̄

(N)
3 (σ

(N)
2l ) ≤ B

4β
N2ε
}

.
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Define χ
(N)
j := 1

[

Q̄
(N)
3 (σ

(N)
2K̄∗

j +2
) = 0

]

, j ≥ 0. By Lemma 3.9 (ii),

P
(0, ⌊2BN

1
2 +ε⌋, 0)

(

χ
(N)
j = 1|F

σ
(N)

2K̄∗
j

)

≥ 1

2
, ∀j ≥ 0. (4.11)

Thus, there exist constants c∗2 , N0 > 0, such that for k ≥ 1, N ≥ N0,

P
(0, ⌊2BN

1
2 +ε⌋, 0)

(

K̄(N) ≥ 1 + k + k2N
1
2−ε
)

≤
k

∑
j=1

P
(0, ⌊2BN

1
2 +ε⌋, 0)

(

K̄∗
j+1 − K̄∗

j ≥ 1 + kN
1
2−ε
)

+ P
(0, ⌊2BN

1
2 +ε⌋, 0)

(

χ
(N)
j = 0, ∀0 ≤ j ≤ k − 1

)

≤kc∗1 exp
{

− c∗2 N( 1
2−ε)/11

}

exp
{

− c∗2
(

k/N
1
2−ε
)

1
11

}

+ 2−k,

where the last inequality comes from Lemma 4.2 and the inequality in (4.11).

Recall Θ = σ
(N)

2K̄(N) . The next proposition gives tail estimates for P
(0, ⌊2BN

1
2 +ε⌋, 0)

(

Θ > N2εt
)

.

Proposition 4.3. There exist constants c̄1, c̄2, N0, t0 > 0, such that for all N ≥ N0, t ≥ t0,

P
(0, ⌊2BN

1
2 +ε⌋, 0)

(

Θ > N2εt
)

≤ c̄1e−c̄2t1/5
+ c̄1e−c̄2N( 1

2 −ε)/11

e
−c̄2

(

t

N4(1/2−ε)

)1/44

.

Proof. Note that for any k ≥ 1,

P
(0, ⌊2BN

1
2 +ε⌋, 0)

(

Θ > N2εt
)

≤ P
(0, ⌊2BN

1
2 +ε⌋, 0)

(

σ
(N)
2 > N2εt/2

)

+ P
(0, ⌊2BN

1
2 +ε⌋, 0)

(

K̄(N)
> 1 + k + k2N

1
2−ε
)

(4.12)

+ P
(0, ⌊2BN

1
2 +ε⌋, 0)

(

σ
(N)

2K̄(N) − σ
(N)
2 > N2εt/2, 1 < K̄(N) ≤ 1 + k + k2N

1
2−ε
)

.

We will upper bound each of the above terms. Note that there exist t0, N0 > 0, such that for all

N ≥ N0, x > 0 and t ≥ t0 ∨ 8β−1(B + x),

sup

z: ∑i zi≤xN
1
2 +ε

P
(0, ⌊2BN

1
2 +ε⌋, z)

(

σ
(N)
2 > N2εt/2

)

≤ sup

z: ∑i zi≤xN
1
2 +ε

P
(0, ⌊2BN

1
2 +ε⌋, z)

(

σ
(N)
1 > N2εt/4

)

+ sup

z: ∑i zi≤xN
1
2 +ε

P
(0, ⌊2BN

1
2 +ε⌋, z)

(

σ
(N)
2 > N2εt/2, σ

(N)
1 ≤ N2εt/4

)

(4.13)

≤ce−c′
√

t + ce−c′N
4ε
5 t1/5

,
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where the last inequality is from Proposition 3.10 and Proposition 3.12. Write l(k, N) = 1 + k +

k2N
1
2−ε. By Lemma 4.1, for all k ≥ 1,

P
(0, ⌊2BN

1
2 +ε⌋, 0)

(

K̄(N) ≥ l(k, N)
)

≤ kc∗1 exp
{

− c∗2 N( 1
2−ε)/11

}

exp
{

− c∗2
(

k/N
1
2−ε
)

1
11

}

+ 2−k. (4.14)

Next, recall Z̄
(N)
j = Q̄

(N)
3 (σ2j+2)− Q̄

(N)
3 (σ2j). Then we have for any x > 0,

P
(0, ⌊2BN

1
2 +ε⌋, 0)

(

σ
(N)

2K̄(N) − σ
(N)
2 > N2εt/2, 1 < K̄(N) ≤ l(k, N)

)

≤
l(k,N)

∑
j=1

P
(0, ⌊2BN

1
2 +ε⌋, 0)

(

σ
(N)
2j+2 − σ

(N)
2j >

N2εt

2l(k, N)
, Z̄

(N)
0 > 0

)

≤
l(k,N)

∑
j=1

(

P
(0, ⌊2BN

1
2 +ε⌋, 0)

(

Z̄
(N)
j > xN

1
2+ε
)

+P
(0, ⌊2BN

1
2 +ε⌋, 0)

(

σ
(N)
2j+2 − σ

(N)
2j >

N2εt

2l(k, N)
, Z̄

(N)
0 > 0, Z̄

(N)
j ≤ xN

1
2+ε
)

)

.

(4.15)

By Lemma 3.9 (i), for all large enough N,

l(k,N)

∑
j=1

P
(0, ⌊2BN

1
2 +ε⌋, 0)

(

Z̄
(N)
j > xN

1
2+ε
)

≤ c1l(k, N)e−c2 N( 1
2 −ε)/5

e−c2x1/5
. (4.16)

For all N large enough, 1 ≤ j ≤ l(k, N), x > 0 and t ≥ [t0 ∨ 8β−1(B + x)]l(k, N),

P
(0, ⌊2BN

1
2 +ε⌋, 0)

(

σ
(N)
2j+2 − σ

(N)
2j >

N2εt

2l(k, N)
, Z̄

(N)
0 > 0, Z̄

(N)
j ≤ xN

1
2+ε
)

≤ P
(0, ⌊2BN

1
2 +ε⌋, 0)

(

Z̄
(N)
0 > 0

)

· sup

z: ∑i zi≤xN
1
2 +ε

P
(0, ⌊2BN

1
2 +ε⌋, z)

(

σ
(N)
2 >

N2εt

2l(k, N)

)

≤ c1e−c2N( 1
2 −ε)/5[

ce
−c′
(

t
l(k,N)

)1/2

+ ce
−c′N

4ε
5

(

t
l(k,N)

)1/5
]

,

(4.17)

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 = t
2l(k,N)

and using (4.16) and (4.17) in (4.15), we have for

t ≥ 2(t0 + 8β−1B)l(k, N),

P
(0, ⌊2BN

1
2 +ε⌋, 0)

(

σ
(N)

2K̄(N) − σ
(N)
2 > N2εt/2, 1 < K̄(N) ≤ l(k, N)

)

≤ c1l(k, N)e−c2 N( 1
2 −ε)/5

e
−c3

(

t
l(k,N)

)1/5

.

(4.18)

Also, for t0 ≤ t ≤ 2(t0 + 8β−1B)l(k, N),

P
(0, ⌊2BN

1
2 +ε⌋, 0)

(

σ
(N)

2K̄(N) − σ
(N)
2 > N2εt/2, 1 < K̄(N) ≤ l(k, N)

)

≤ P
(0, ⌊2BN

1
2 +ε⌋, 0)

(

Z̄
(N)
0 > 0

)

≤ c1e−c2N( 1
2 −ε)/5

.
(4.19)
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Combining (4.18) and (4.19), we have for all t ≥ t0,

P
(0, ⌊2BN

1
2 +ε⌋, 0)

(

σ
(N)

2K̄(N) − σ
(N)
2 > N2εt/2, 1 < K̄(N) ≤ l(k, N)

)

≤ c′1l(k, N)e−c′2 N( 1
2 −ε)/5

e
−c′3
(

t
l(k,N)

)1/5

.

(4.20)

Finally, taking k = t1/4 and l(k, N) = 1 + t1/4 +
√

tN
1
2−ε, we obtain the proposition by plugging

(4.13), (4.14), and (4.20), into (4.12).

Corollary 4.4. There exist N0, c, c′ > 0 such that for all N ≥ N0,

E
(0, ⌊2BN

1
2 +ε⌋, 0)

(

Θ2
)

≤ cN4ε ,

E
(0, ⌊2BN

1
2 +ε⌋, 0)

(

Θ
)

≥ c′N2ε.

Proof. Take t0 as in Proposition 4.3. Then

E
(0, ⌊2BN

1
2 +ε⌋, 0)

(

Θ2/N4ε
)

≤ t2
0 +

∫ ∞

t0

P
(0, ⌊2BN

1
2 +ε⌋, 0)

(

Θ > N2ε
√

t
)

dt.

The upper bound on E
(0, ⌊2BN

1
2 +ε⌋, 0)

(

Θ2
)

now follows from Proposition 4.3. To obtain the lower

bound on E
(0, ⌊2BN

1
2 +ε⌋, 0)

(

Θ
)

, recall τ
(N)
s from (3.1) and note that

E
(0, ⌊2BN

1
2 +ε⌋, 0)

(

Θ
)

≥ E
(0, ⌊2BN

1
2 +ε⌋, 0)

(

τ
(N)
2 (B)

)

≥ E
(0, ⌊2BN

1
2 +ε⌋, 0)

(

τ
(N)
2 (B)1

[

τ
(N)
2 (B) < τ

(N)
2 (N

1
2−ε))

])

= E
(0, ⌊2BN

1
2 +ε⌋, 0)

(

τ
(N)
2 (B)1

[

τ
(N)
2 (B) < τ

(N)
s (2N

1
2−ε))

])

≥ E
(0, ⌊2BN

1
2 +ε⌋, 0)

(

τ
(N)
s (B + N

1
2−ε)1

[

τ
(N)
2 (B) < τ

(N)
s (2N

1
2−ε))

])

= E
(0, ⌊2BN

1
2 +ε⌋, 0)

(

τ
(N)
s (B + N

1
2−ε)

)

− E
(0, ⌊2BN

1
2 +ε⌋, 0)

(

τ
(N)
s (B + N

1
2−ε)1

[

τ
(N)
s (2N

1
2−ε) < τ

(N)
2 (B)

])

. (4.21)

Now, for any t ≥ 0,

P
(0, ⌊2BN

1
2 +ε⌋, 0)

(

τ
(N)
s (B + N

1
2−ε) ≥ N2εt

)

= P
(0, ⌊2BN

1
2 +ε⌋, 0)

(

inf
s≤t

S(N)(N2εs) ≥ ⌊N + BN
1
2+ε⌋

)

= P
(0, ⌊2BN

1
2 +ε⌋, 0)

(

inf
s≤t

(

S(N)(N2εs)− S(N)(0)
)

≥ ⌊N + BN
1
2+ε⌋ − ⌊2BN

1
2+ε⌋

)

≥ P
(0, ⌊2BN

1
2 +ε⌋, 0)

(

inf
s≤t

(

A((N − βN
1
2−ε)N2εs

)

− D
(

∫ N2εs

0
(N − I(N)(u))du

))

≥ −BN
1
2+ε + 1

)
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≥ P
(0, ⌊2BN

1
2 +ε⌋, 0)

(

inf
s≤t

(

Â
(

(N − βN
1
2−ε)N2εs

)

− D̂
(

∫ N2εs

0
(N − I(N)(u))du

)

− βN
1
2+εs

)

≥ −BN
1
2+ε + 1

)

≥ P
(0, ⌊2BN

1
2 +ε⌋, 0)

(

inf
s≤t

(

Â
(

(N − βN
1
2−ε)N2εs

)

− D̂
(

∫ N2εs

0
(N − I(N)(u))du

)

− βN
1
2+εs

)

≥ (βt − B)N
1
2+ε + 1

)

,

where Â(s) = A(s)− s and D̂(s) = D(s)− s. Using Lemma 3.2 in the above lower bound, there

exist t > 0, N > 0 such that for all t ≤ t, N ≥ N,

P
(0, ⌊2BN

1
2 +ε⌋, 0)

(

τ
(N)
s

(

B + N
1
2−ε
)

> N2εt
)

≥ 1

2
,

and consequently,

E
(0, ⌊2BN

1
2 +ε⌋, 0)

(

τ
(N)
s

(

B + N
1
2−ε
))

≥ 1

2
tN2ε. (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 {σ
(N)
j } from (3.31) and define K̂(N) := inf{k ≥ 0 :

Q̄
(N)
3 (σ

(N)
2k+1) = 0}. Lemma 4.1 and Proposition 4.3 readily extend to K̂(N) in place of K(N) and

σ
(N)

2K̂(N)+1
in place of Θ. Hence, using the same argument to bound the second moment of Θ2/N4ǫ,

we obtain E
(0, ⌊2BN

1
2 +ε⌋, 0)

[

(

σ
(N)

2K̂(N)+1

)2
]

≤ cN4ǫ . Now, observe that

τ
(N)
s

(

B + N
1
2−ε
)

≤ σ
(N)

2K̂(N)+1
.

Using this observation along with Lemma 3.8,

E
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1
2 +ε⌋, 0)

(

τ
(N)
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1
2−ε)1

[

τ
(N)
s (2N
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]

)

≤
√
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(0, ⌊2BN

1
2 +ε⌋, 0)

[

(

σ
(N)

2K̂(N)+1

)2
]√

P
(0, ⌊2BN

1
2 +ε⌋, 0)

(

τ
(N)
s (2N

1
2−ε) < τ

(N)
2 (B)

)

≤ cN2ε

√

P
(0, ⌊2BN

1
2 +ε⌋, 0)

(

τ
(N)
s (2N

1
2−ε) < τ

(N)
2 (B)

)

≤ cN2ε
(

c exp
(

−c′N4ε/5N( 1
2−ε)/5

)

+ c exp
(

−c′N
1
2−ε
))

, (4.23)

where the last inequality is from Lemma 3.8. Finally, the lower bound on E
(0, ⌊2BN

1
2 +ε⌋, 0)

(

Θ
)

claimed in the corollary is established by plugging (4.22) and (4.23) into (4.21).

We introduce the following representation of the stationary measure

π
(

S(N) ≥ x
)

=
E
(0, ⌊2BN

1
2 +ε⌋, 0)

(

∫ Θ

0 1

(

S(N)(u) ≥ x
)

du
)

E
(0, ⌊2BN

1
2 +ε⌋, 0)

(Θ)
. (4.24)

This representation, combined with our estimates on Θ and the tail estimates for excursions of

S(N)(·), 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),

π
(

S(N) ≥ N + xN
1
2+ε
)

≤
E
(0, ⌊2BN

1
2 +ε⌋, 0)

(

1

(
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Θ
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τ
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1
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E
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1
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(Θ)
. (4.25)

Recall t0 from Lemma 3.8. For x ∈ [t0β + 2B, N
1
2−ε],

P
(0, ⌊2BN

1
2 +ε⌋, 0)

(

τ
(N)
s (x + N

1
2−ε) < Θ

)

= P
(0, ⌊2BN
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τ
(N)
s (x + N

1
2−ε) < τ

(N)
2 (B)

)

≤ c exp
{

− c′x
}

+ c exp
{

− c′N4ε/5x1/5
}

, (4.26)

where the inequality is due to Lemma 3.8. The bound of (4.26) can be extended to x ∈ [4B, N
1
2−ε]

by adjusting the constants. Moreover, for x ∈ (N
1
2−ǫ, 2N

1
2−ǫ], by Lemma 3.9 (i),

P
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1
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(
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1
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)
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)

≤ c1 exp
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−c2N( 1
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}

≤ c1 exp
{

−c′2x1/5
}

, (4.27)

for positive constants c1, c2, c′2. Next, consider x ≥ 2N
1
2−ε. Write

Z̄
(N)
∗i := sup

s∈[σ(N)
2i ,σ

(N)
2i+2]

(

Q̄
(N)
3 (s)− Q̄

(N)
3 (σ

(N)
2i )

)

+
, i ≥ 0.

Take any k ≥ 1. Recall l(k, N) = 1 + k + k2N
1
2−ε. Observe that

P
(0, ⌊2BN

1
2 +ε⌋, 0)

(
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1
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1
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sup
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2i ,σ

(N)
2i+2]
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(N)
3 (s) ≥ xN

1
2+ε

2
, Z̄

(N)
∗0 > 0

)

.

By Lemma 4.1, for sufficiently large N, for all k ≥ 1,

P
(0, ⌊2BN

1
2 +ε⌋, 0)

(

K̄(N) ≥ l(k, N)
)

≤ c1ke−c2 N( 1
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e
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k

N
1
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+ 2−k. (4.29)
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Also, note that since Q̄
(N)
3 (0) = 0,

sup

s∈[σ(N)
2i ,σ

(N)
2i+2]

Q̄
(N)
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Hence,
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(N)
∗j ≥ xN

1
2+ε

2

)

. (4.30)

Letting k = k(x) = ⌊√x⌋, we have l′(x, n) := l(k(x), N) = 1 + ⌊√x⌋+ ⌊√x⌋2N
1
2−ε. Note that, by

Lemma 3.9 (i), for any j ≥ 1, x > 0, and sufficient large N,

P

( Z̄
(N)
∗j

N
1
2+ε

≥ x
∣

∣ F
σ
(N)
2j

)

≤ c1e−c2N( 1
2 −ε)/5

e−c3x1/5
, (4.31)

where c1, c2, c3 > 0 are constants. Also, there exists an N′′ such that for all N ≥ N′′,
∫ ∞

0
c1e−c2N( 1

2 −ε)/5

e−c3x1/5
dx ≤ x

4 × 2l′(x, N)
.

Take any N ≥ N′′. We will use Lemma 3.5 with trivial indexing set R and

θ =
1

5
, a =

x

2l′(x, N)
, n = l′(x, N), and Φ̂j =

Z̄
(N)
∗j

N
1
2+ε

with starting configuration (I(N)(0), Q
(N)
2 (0), Q̄

(N)
3 (0)) = (0, ⌊2BN

1
2+ε⌋, 0), and associated filtra-

tion
{

Fj : j ≥ 1
}

being the natural filtration generated by the above random variables. Thus, we

get

P
(0, ⌊2BN
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2 +ε⌋, 0)

(
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1
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2
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≤ c′1
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1 +

(
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)5/11

(

x
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1

11

)

exp
[

− c′2
( x2

4l′(x, N)

)1/11]

(4.32)

≤ ĉ′1N
1
2−ε exp
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− ĉ′2
( x

N
1
2−ε

)1/11
}

.
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Moreover, for any k ≥ 1, from Lemma 3.9 (i),

P
(0, ⌊2BN

1
2 +ε⌋, 0)

(
l′(x,N)−1

∑
j=0

Z̄
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2
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(
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(N)
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)

≤ c1xN
1
2−ε exp

{

− c2N( 1
2−ε)/5

}

.

(4.33)

Using (4.32) and (4.33) and proceeding exactly as in deriving (4.10) from (4.9), we obtain

P
(0, ⌊2BN

1
2 +ε⌋, 0)

(
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N
1
2−ε

)1/11
}

,

(4.34)

for positive constants c′′1 , c′′2 . Plugging (4.34) into (4.30), we have that for all N ≥ N′′, x ≥ 2N
1
2−ε,

P
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1
2 +ε⌋, 0)
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2i ,σ
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3 (s) ≥ xN

1
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2
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∗0 > 0

)

≤ c′′1 exp
{

− c′′2 N( 1
2−ε)/11

}

exp
{
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( x

N
1
2−ε

)1/11
}

. (4.35)

Moreover, plugging (4.35) and (4.29) (with k = ⌊√x⌋) into (4.28), we have that for sufficiently

large N, for x ≥ 2N
1
2−ε,

P
(0, ⌊2BN

1
2 +ε⌋, 0)

(

τ
(N)
s (x + N

1
2−ε) < Θ

)

≤c̄ exp
{

− c̄′
(

N( 1
2−ε)/11 +

(

√
x

N
1
2−ε

)1/11)}

+ c̄e−c̄′
√

x

≤c̄ exp
{

− 2c̄′x1/44
}

+ c̄e−c̄′
√

x. (4.36)

Equations (4.26), (4.27) and (4.36) imply that there exist N0 ∈ N and positive constants C′
1, C′

2

such that for all N ≥ N0,

P
(0, ⌊2BN

1
2 +ε⌋, 0)

(

τ
(N)
s (x + N

1
2−ε) < Θ

)

≤
{

C′
1 exp

{

− C′
2x1/5

}

, 4B ≤ x ≤ 2N
1
2−ε,

C′
1 exp

{

− C′
2x1/44

}

, x ≥ 2N
1
2−ε.

(4.37)

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

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(NλNt) (recall

λN = 1− β

N
1
2 +ε

) and D
(

∫ N2εt
0

(N − I(N)(s))ds
)

respectively. Let us introduce the related filtrations

F =
{

FN,t : N ∈ N, t ∈ [0, ∞]
}

where

FN,t := σ
(

S(N)(0), A(N1+2ελNs), D
(

∫ N2εs

0
(N − I(N)(u))du

)

, 0 ≤ s ≤ t
)

, t ≥ 0, (5.1)

and FN,∞ := σ(∪t≥0FN,t). Recall X(N)(t) =
(

S(N)(N2εt) − N
)

/N
1
2+ε, t ≥ 0, where S(N) is the

total queue length process. We write

X(N)(t)− X(N)(0) = N− 1
2−ε

[

A(N1+2ελNt)− D
(

∫ N2εt

0
(N − I(N)(s))ds

)

]

= M(N)
a (λNt)−M(N)

d

(

t − 1

N1+2ε

∫ N2εt

0
I(N)(s)ds

)

(5.2)

+
1

N
1
2+ε

∫ N2εt

0
I(N)(s)ds −

∫ t

0

1

X(N)(s)
ds (5.3)

− βt +
∫ t

0

1

X(N)(s)
ds (5.4)

where

M(N)
a (t) =

A(N1+2εt)− N1+2εt

N
1
2+ε

, M(N)
d (t) =

D(N1+2εt)− N1+2εt

N
1
2+ε

.

Note that M(N)
a (t) and M(N)

d (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
√

2W as N → ∞, 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 → ∞. 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 I(N) 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 τ
(N)
2 (B) from (3.1)

and the process Ī
(N)
B from (3.2), and note that if Q

(N)
2 (0) > BN

1
2+ε, then for all t ≤ τ

(N)
2 (B), I(N)(t)

can be stochastically upper bounded by Ī
(N)
B (t) with Ī

(N)
B (0) = I(N)(0). As before, throughout

we assume N to be large enough so that N > BN
1
2+ε

> βN
1
2−ε. 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 N0, a, b > 0 depending only on T, B, and β, such that for all N ≥ N0 and δ > 0,

P

(

sup
0≤t≤N2εT

Ī
(N)
B (t) ≥ 5

2
N

1
2−ε+δ

∣

∣ Ī
(N)
B (0) = 0

)

≤ ae−bN
δ
2 .
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Proof. The proof follows in three steps: first, we upper bound the tail probability of the stationary

distribution of Ī
(N)
B . Next, we upper bound the tail probability of sup0≤t≤N2εT Ī

(N)
B (t) when Ī

(N)
B (0)

is a random variable having the same distribution as the steady state of Ī
(N)
B , and finally, we

consider sup0≤t≤N2εT Ī
(N)
B (t) when Ī

(N)
B (0) = 0.

Claim 5.2. Let Ī
(N)
B (∞) denote a random variable having stationary distribution of Ī

(N)
B . Then there exist

constants N′
0, a1 and b1, that only depend on B and β, such that for all N ≥ N′

0,

P
(

Ī
(N)
B (∞) ≥ N

1
2−ε+δ

)

≤ a1e−b1Nδ

.

Proof. Note that the stationary distribution of Ī
(N)
B is given by P( Ī

(N)
B (t) = k) = (1 − ρ)ρk for

k ≥ 0, where ρ = N−BN
1
2 +ε

N−βN
1
2 −ε

. Therefore, there exists N′
0 > 0 such that for all N ≥ N′

0,

P
(

Ī
(N)
B (∞) ≥ N

1
2−ε+δ

)

=
(N − BN

1
2+ε

N − βN
1
2−ε

)N
1
2 −ε+δ

=
(

1 − BN
1
2+ε − βN

1
2−ε

N − βN
1
2−ε

)N
1
2 −ε+δ

≤ a1e−b1Nδ

,

for appropriate constants a1 and b1 that depend only on B and β. y

Claim 5.3. Assume that { Ī
(N)
B (t), t ≥ 0} is an equilibrium process. Then there exist positive constants

N1, a2, and b2 which only depend on T, B and β such that for all N ≥ N1,

P
(

sup
0≤t≤N2εT

Ī
(N)
B (t) ≥ 5

2
N

1
2−ε+δ

)

≤ a2e−b2N
δ
2 .

Proof. Let j = ⌈ N2εT

N−ε− 1
2 +δ

⌉ and consider the times ti = iN−ε− 1
2+δ, i = 0, 1, ..., j − 1. Denote the num-

ber of increments in Ī
(N)
B in a subinterval [ti, ti+1) by ζ

(N)
i . Then ζ

(N)
i has a Poisson distribution

with parameter N
1
2−ε+δ − BNδ. For any Poisson random variable Po(λ) with parameter λ, we

have (see [22, Theorem 2.3(b)]) that for 0 ≤ ξ ≤ 1,

P(Po(λ)− λ ≥ ξλ) ≤ e−
3
8 ξ2λ.

Hence, for all i = 0, 1, ..., j − 1,

P
(

ζ
(N)
i ≥ 3

2
N

1
2−ε+δ

)

≤ P
(

Po(N
1
2−ε+δ) ≥ 3

2
N

1
2−ε+δ

)

≤ e−
3
32 N

1
2 −ε+δ

.

Take N′
0 as in Claim 5.2. Since we are considering the equilibrium process, due to Claim 5.2, we

know for all N ≥ N′
0 and t ≥ 0,

P
(

Ī
(N)
B (t) ≥ N

1
2−ε+δ

)

≤ a1e−b1Nδ

.

Now, note that

{

sup
ti≤t≤ti+1

Ī
(N)
B (t) ≥ 5

2
N

1
2−ε+δ

}

⊆
{

Ī
(N)
B (ti) ≥ N

1
2−ε+δ

}

∪
{

ζ
(N)
i ≥ 3

2
N

1
2−ε+δ

}

,
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for i = 0, 2, ..., j − 1, and we have,

P
(

sup
0≤t≤N2εT

Ī
(N)
B (t) ≥ 5

2
N

1
2−ε+δ

)

≤
j−1

∑
i=0

P
(

Ī
(N)
B (ti) ≥ N

1
2−ε+δ

)

+
j−1

∑
i=0

P
(

ζ
(N)
i ≥ 3

2
N

1
2−ε+δ

)

≤
(

N
1
2+3ε−δT + 1

)(

a1e−b1Nδ
+ e−

3
32 N

1
2 −ε+δ)

.

Thus, there exist constants a2, b2 > 0, and N1 ≥ N′
0, which depend only on B, β, and T, such that

for all N ≥ N1,

P
(

sup
0≤t≤N2εT

Ī
(N)
B (t) ≥ 5

2
N

1
2−ε+δ

)

≤ a2e−b2N
δ
2 .

y

Finally, the proof for Ī
(N)
B (0) = 0 follows from Claim 5.3 by observing that for any k ≥ 1,

P
(

sup
0≤t≤N2εT

Ī
(N)
B (t) ≥ 5

2
N

1
2−ε+δ

∣

∣ Ī
(N)
B (0) = 0

)

≤ P
(

sup
0≤t≤N2εT

Ī
(N)
B (t) ≥ 5

2
N

1
2−ε+δ

∣

∣ Ī
(N)
B (0) = k

)

.

This completes the proof of the lemma.

Proposition 5.4. Fix any T > 0 and 0 < δ <
1
2 + ε, and take N0 as in Lemma 5.1. For any K1 > 0, there

exist constants N1, a, b > 0 that depend only on B, β, and T, such that for all N ≥ N1, x ≤ K1N
1
2−ε, y ≥

BN
1
2+ε,

sup
z

P(x,y,z)

(

sup

0≤t≤(N2εT)∧τ
(N)
2 (B)

I(N)(t) ≥ 5N
1
2−ε+δ

)

≤ ae−bN
δ
2 , (5.5)

and consequently, for all ε̃ > 0,

lim
N→∞

sup
z

P(x,y,z)

( 1

N1+2ε

∫ (N2εT)∧τ
(N)
2 (B)

0
I(N)(s)ds ≥ ε̃

)

= 0. (5.6)

Proof. Recall N0 as in Lemma 5.1. Take N1 ≥ N0 such that 5
2 N

1
2−ε+δ ≥ K1N

1
2−ε and consider

N ≥ N1. Note that for any x ≤ K1N
1
2−ε, y ≥ BN

1
2+ε and z ∈ N

∞
0 with z1 ≥ z2 ≥ . . . ,

P(x,y,z)

(

sup

0≤t≤(N2εT)∧τ
(N)
2 (B)

I(N)(t) ≥ 5N
1
2−ε+δ

)

≤P

(

sup
0≤t≤N2εT

(

K1N
1
2−ε + Ī

(N)
B (t)

)

≥ 5N
1
2−ε+δ

)

≤P

(

sup
0≤t≤N2εT

Ī
(N)
B (t) ≥ 5

2
N

1
2−ε+δ

)

≤ae−bN
δ
2 .
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The first inequality follows from the fact that for t ≤ τ
(N)
2 (B), the process I(N)(·) starting from

x ≤ K1N
1
2−ε is stochastically dominated by K1N

1
2−ε + Ī

(N)
B (·). The last inequality follows from

Lemma 5.1. Next, for all N ≥ N1, x ≤ K1N
1
2−ε, y ≥ BN

1
2+ε, and feasible z,

P(x,y,z)

( 1

N1+2ε

∫ (N2εT)∧τ
(N)
2 (B)

0
I(N)(s)ds ≥ 5N− 1

2−ε+δT
)

≤ P(x,y,z)

(

sup

0≤s≤(N2εT)∧τ
(N)
2 (B)

I(N)(s) ≥ 5N
1
2−ε+δ

)

≤ ae−bN
δ
2 ,

and thus, (5.6) holds for any 0 < δ <
1
2 + ε.

Proposition 5.5. Under the assumptions on the initial conditions stated in Theorem 2.4, the following

holds as N → ∞:

sup

0≤t≤T∧(N−2ετ
(N)
2 (B))

∣

∣

∣

1

N
1
2+ε

∫ N2εt

0
I(N)(s)ds −

∫ t

0

1

X(N)(s)
ds
∣

∣

∣

P−→ 0.

The proof of Proposition 5.5 is given in Appendix A.

Lemma 5.6. The stochastic differential equation

dX(t) =
( 1

X
− β

)

dt +
√

2dW(t), (5.7)

with X(0) > 0, has a path-wise unique strong solution. Also, if τε := inf{t > 0 : X(t) ≤ ε}, ε > 0, and

τ := limε→0 τε, then τ = ∞ almost surely.

Proof. For ε > 0, the process X(t), for t ≤ τε 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 τ = ∞ almost surely, consider the SDE

dX̂(t) =
1

X̂(t)
+
√

2dW(t),

and define the analogous quantities τ̂ε, ε > 0, and τ̂ for X̂. Note that
X̂(t)√

2
is a Bessel process

of dimension 2. By Girsanov’s Theorem, we can add and remove the drift βt to X̂ with an

exponential change of measure. Hence, the law of X and that of X̂ 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 t > 0 almost surely [16]. Thus, for any a > 0, P(τ ≤ a) = P(τ̂ ≤ a) = 0. Therefore,

τ = ∞ almost surely.

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(N)

43



in (5.2)–(5.4). First consider (5.2). By the assumption on λN and Proposition B.1, we have that, as

N → ∞,

λNt → t and t − 1

N1+2ε

∫ N2εt

0
I(N)(s)ds

P−→ t,

uniformly on the interval [0, T]. By the Martingale FCLT [29] and the independence of Ma and

Md, we have that as N → ∞,

{

M(N)
a (λNt)−M(N)

d

(

t − 1

N1+2ε

∫ N2εt

0
I(N)(s)ds

)

: t ≥ 0
}

⇒
{√

2W(t) : t ≥ 0
}

,

where W is a standard Brownian motion. Next, we will consider (5.3). For any fixed B > 0,

define τ̂(N)(B) := inf{t ≥ 0 : X(N)(t) ≤ B} and τ̂(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

a relation between τ̂(N) and τ
(N)
2 .

Claim 5.7. For any fixed B > 0,

lim
N→∞

P

(

N2ετ̂(N)(B) ∧ (N2εT) ≤ τ
(N)
2 (B) ∧ (N2εT)

)

= 1.

Proof. First, note that on the event
{

τ
(N)
2 (B) ≥ N2εT

}

, trivially,

N2ετ̂(N)(B) ∧ (N2εT) ≤ τ
(N)
2 (B) ∧ (N2εT).

Now, on the event
{

τ
(N)
2 (B) < N2εT

}

∩
{

sup0≤t≤N2εT Q
(N)
3 (t) = 0

}

, we have that for 0 ≤ t ≤
N2εT,

S(N)(t)− N = Q
(N)
2 (t)− I(N)(t) ≤ Q

(N)
2 (t),

and thus,

S(N)(τ
(N)
2 (B))− N ≤ Q

(N)
2 (τ

(N)
2 (B)) = ⌊BN

1
2+ε⌋,

which implies that N2ετ̂(N)(B) ≤ τ
(N)
2 (B). Hence, we have

P

(

N2ετ̂(N)(B) ∧ (N2εT) ≤ τ
(N)
2 (B) ∧ (N2εT)

)

≥ P

(

sup
0≤t≤N2εT

Q
(N)
3 (t) = 0

)

. (5.8)

By Proposition 3.15, the right hand side of (5.8) tends to 1 as N → ∞. y

Using Claim 5.7 and Proposition 5.5, we can conclude

sup
0≤t≤τ̂(N)(B)∧T

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

1

N
1
2+ε

∫ N2εt

0
I(N)(s)ds −

∫ t

0

1

X(N)(s)
ds

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

P−→ 0 as N → ∞.

Therefore, defining

δ(N)(t) :=
1

N
1
2+ε

∫ N2εt

0
I(N)(s)ds −

∫ t

0

1

X(N)(s)
ds, t ≥ 0,
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(when the integrals are well defined) we have that for any fixed B > 0, the process
(

δ(N)(t ∧
τ̂(N)(B)) : t ≥ 0

)

converges weakly to a process that is identically equal to 0, as N → ∞.

Also, recall that X(N)(0)
P−→ X(0) where X(0) is a positive constant. Thus, by the Skorohod

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

(

X(N)(0),
{

M(N)
a (λNt)−M(N)

d

(

t − 1

N1+2ε

∫ N2εt

0
I(N)(s)ds

)

, (5.9)

δ(N)(t ∧ τ̂(N)(K−1) ∧ τ̂(K−1)
)

: t ∈ [0, T], K ∈ N

})

u.o.c−−→
{

X(0),
(
√

2W(t), 0
)

: t ∈ [0, T], K ∈ N

}

as N → ∞, (5.10)

where ‘u.o.c.’ denotes convergence of the associated processes uniformly on compact subsets

of [0, T], and the above random variables are seen as R+ ×
(

D
(

[0, T] : R
2
))N

valued random

variables. For K ∈ N, define the event

ΩK := { inf
t∈[0,T]

X(s) ≥ K−1}.

By Lemma 5.6, limK→∞ P (ΩK) = 1. Let

b(N)(t) := M(N)
a (λNt)−M(N)

d

(

t − 1

N1+2ε

∫ N2εt

0
I(N)(s)ds

)

+ δ(N)(t)(ω)

and b(t) :=
√

2W(t). Define the following subsets of Ω:

S (N)
ε,K :=

{

∣

∣

∣X(N)(0)− X(0)
∣

∣

∣+ sup
0≤s≤T∧τ̂(N)(K−1)∧τ̂(K−1)

∣

∣

∣b(N)(s)− b(s)
∣

∣

∣ < ε

}

, ε > 0, K ∈ N.

By (5.10), for any ε > 0, K ∈ N, limN→∞ P

(

S (N)
ε,K

)

= 1.

Using the triangle inequality, we have that for all t ∈ [0, T ∧ τ̂(N)(B) ∧ τ̂(B)],

∣

∣

∣
X(N)(t)− X(t)

∣

∣

∣
≤
∣

∣

∣
X(N)(0)− X(0)

∣

∣

∣
+
∣

∣

∣
b(N)(t)− b(t)

∣

∣

∣
+
∫ t

0

∣

∣

∣

∣

1

X(N)(s)
− 1

X(s)

∣

∣

∣

∣

ds.

Observe that, for any B > 0, the map x 7→ x−1 is Lipschitz on [B, ∞) with Lipschitz constant B−2.

Thus, for t ∈ [0, T ∧ τ̂(N)(K−1/2) ∧ τ̂(K−1/2)],

sup
0≤s≤t

∣

∣

∣X(N)(s)− X(s)
∣

∣

∣

≤
∣

∣

∣
X(N)(0)− X(0)

∣

∣

∣
+ sup

0≤s≤t

∣

∣

∣
b(N)(s)− b(s)

∣

∣

∣
+ 4K2

∫ t

0
sup

0≤s≤µ

∣

∣

∣
X(N)(s)− X(s))

∣

∣

∣
dµ.

Applying Gronwall’s inequality (see [25, Lemma 4.1]), we have on the set S (N)
ε,2K,

sup
0≤t≤T∧τ̂(N)(K−1/2)∧τ̂(K−1/2)

|X(N)(t)− X(t)| ≤ εe4K2T.
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Set ε = εK = X(0)
2 ∧ 1

4K e−4K2T. Let K0 := ⌈4/X(0)⌉. Take any K ≥ K0. The above bound implies

that, on the event S (N)
εK ,2K, X(N)(s) > 1

2K for all s ∈ [0, T ∧ τ̂(N)(K−1/2) ∧ τ̂(K−1/2)]. Moreover, on

ΩK, τ̂(K−1/2) ≥ τ̂(K−1) ≥ T. Hence, on ΩK ∩ S (N)
εK ,2K, τ̂(N)(K−1/2) ∧ τ̂(K−1/2) > T. Thus, the

above bound gives on the event ΩK ∩ S (N)
εK ,2K,

sup
0≤t≤T

|X(N)(t)− X(t)| ≤ 1

4K
.

Therefore, for any K ≥ K0,

lim sup
N→∞

P

(

sup
0≤t≤T

|X(N)(t)− X(t)| > 1

4K

)

≤ P (Ωc
K) + lim sup

N→∞

P

((

S (N)
εK ,2K

)c)

= P (Ωc
K) .

On recalling limK→∞ P (ΩK) = 1, we obtain

sup
0≤t≤T

|X(N)(t)− X(t)| P−→ 0 as N → ∞,

proving the theorem.

Proof of Proposition 2.5. Write the SDE as

dX(t) =
( 1

X
− β

)

dt +
√

2dW(t) =
√

2dW(t)− V ′(X)dt, (5.11)

where V(X) is a function with derivative

V ′(X) = − 1

X
+ β.

The diffusion (5.11) is a Langevin diffusion and, for any B > 0, it has an invariant measure with

density given by dπ̃
dx = exp{−V(x)}, where

V(x) =
∫ x

B

(

β − 1

u

)

du = β(x − B) + [ln B − ln x] = β(x − B) + ln
B

x
, x > 0.

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

dπ

dx
= C

x

B
e−β(x−B),

where C satisfies that 1
C =

∫ ∞

0
x
B e−β(x−B)dx = eβB

β2B
. The computation of moments of π is routine.

This completes the proof.
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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) ր I(N)(t) + 1 at rate Q
(N)
1 (t)− Q

(N)
2 (t),

I(N)(t) ց (I(N)(t)− 1)+ at rate N − βN
1
2−ε.

(A.1)

Note that I(N)(0) ≤ K1N
1
2−ε and Q

(N)
2 (0) ≤ K2N

1
2+ε, 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
1
2+ε

> βN
1
2−ε. Define the

following stopping times: ξ
(N)
0 = 0 and for i ≥ 0,

ξ
(N)
2i+1 = inf

{

t ≥ ξ
(N)
2i : I(N)(t) = 0

}

,

ξ
(N)
2i+2 = inf

{

t ≥ ξ
(N)
2i+1 : I(N)(t) > 0

}

.
(A.2)

Also, let i∗N := min
{

i ≥ 0 : ξ
(N)
2i+3 ≥ τ

(N)
2 (B) ∧ (N2εT)

}

. For convenience, denote T(N, B) :=

τ
(N)
2 (B) ∧ (N2εT). In the following, the set {0,−1} is assumed to be the null set.

Lemma A.1. For any 0 < δ <
1
2 − ε, there exist constants a1, b1, N1 > 0, such that for all N ≥ N1,

sup

x≤K1N
1
2 −ε,

BN
1
2 +ε

<y≤K2N
1
2 +ε

P(x,y,0)

(

∃ i ∈
{

0, ..., i∗N − 1
}

such that ξ
(N)
2i+3 − ξ

(N)
2i+1 ≥ 2Nδ−2ε

)

≤ a1e−b1N
δ
5
. (A.3)

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 α and

service rate µ, with µ > α. Also, let T̃ be the length of the renewal cycle from the queue being of length 1

to the queue being empty. Then, for t ≥ 0,

P
(

T̃ ≥ t
)

≤
√

µ

α
e−(

√
µ−√

α)2t.
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Proof of Lemma A.1. Note that for any i ≥ 0,

sup

x≤K1N
1
2 −ε,

BN
1
2 +ε

<y≤K2N
1
2 +ε

P

(

ξ
(N)
2i+3 − ξ

(N)
2i+1 ≥ 2Nδ−2ε, i < i∗N

)

≤ sup

x≤K1N
1
2 −ε,

BN
1
2 +ε

<y≤K2N
1
2 +ε

P(x,y,0)

(

sup
0≤t≤T(N,B)

Q
(N)
2 (t) ≥ N

1
2+ε+δ

)

+ sup

x≤K1N
1
2 −ε,

BN
1
2 +ε

<y≤K2N
1
2 +ε

P(x,y,0)

(

ξ
(N)
2i+2 − ξ

(N)
2i+1 ≥ Nδ−2ε, sup

0≤t≤T(N,B)

Q
(N)
2 (t) < N

1
2+ε+δ, i < i∗N

)

+ sup

x≤K1N
1
2 −ε,

BN
1
2 +ε

<y≤K2N
1
2 +ε

P(x,y,0)

(

ξ
(N)
2i+3 − ξ

(N)
2i+2 ≥ Nδ−2ε, sup

0≤t≤T(N,B)

Q
(N)
2 (t) < N

1
2+ε+δ, i < i∗N

)

.

(A.4)

For the first term of the right hand side of (A.4), take any K̃ ≥ K2 large enough such that the

bound in Proposition 3.15 holds with 2B there replaced by K̃ for large enough N. Also assume

that N is large enough such that Nδ
> x′

K̃/2
, where the latter constant appears in Proposition 3.15.

For such large enough N, we obtain constants c′1 and c′2 such that

sup

x≤K1N
1
2 −ε,

BN
1
2 +ε

<y≤K2N
1
2 +ε

P(x,y,0)

(

sup
0≤t≤T(N,B)

Q
(N)
2 (t) ≥ N

1
2+ε+δ

)

≤P
(0,⌊K̃N

1
2 +ε⌋,0)

(

sup
0≤t≤T(N,B)

Q
(N)
2 (t) ≥ N

1
2+ε+δ

)

≤ exp{−c̄′TNδ}+ TNδ
(

c̄1 exp
{

− c̄2N( 1
2−ε)/5

}

+ c∗1 exp{−c∗2 Nδ}+ c∗3 exp{−c∗4 N
4ε
5 N

δ
5 }
)

≤c′1e−c′2Nδ/5
, (A.5)

where the second inequality is from Proposition 3.15. For the second term in (A.4), there exist

constants c′3 and c′4 such that for large enough N and any i ≥ 0,

sup

x≤K1N
1
2 −ε,

BN
1
2 +ε

<y≤K2N
1
2 +ε

P(x,y,0)

(

ξ
(N)
2i+2 − ξ

(N)
2i+1 ≥ Nδ−2ε, sup

0≤t≤T(N,B)

Q
(N)
2 (t) < N

1
2+ε+δ, i < i∗N

)

≤P

(

Exp(N − N
1
2+ε+δ) ≥ Nδ−2ε

)

≤ c′3e−c′4Nδ+1−2ε
, (A.6)

where Exp(N − N
1
2+ε+δ) is an exponential random variable with rate N − N

1
2+ε+δ. The first

inequality in (A.6) is due to the fact that the rate of increase of I(N)(t) when I(N)(t) = 0 is

N − Q
(N)
2 . Now, consider the last term in the right hand side of (A.4). Recall the evolution of the

process I(N)(t) as in (A.1). For t ≤ τ
(N)
2 (B), Q

(N)
1 (t)− Q

(N)
2 (t) ≤ N − BN

1
2+ε, and thus, there is a
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natural coupling so that the process I(N) is upper bounded by an M/M/1 queue, Q, with arrival

rate α := N − B
1
2+ε and service rate µ := N − βN

1
2−ε. Therefore, for any i ≥ 0,

sup

x≤K1N
1
2 −ε,

BN
1
2 +ε

<y≤K2N
1
2 +ε

P
(

ξ
(N)
2i+3 − ξ

(N)
2i+2 ≥ t, i < i∗N

)

≤ P
(

T̃ ≥ t
)

, (A.7)

where T̃ for the process Q is as defined in Lemma A.2. Now, note that there exists N0 > 0 such

that for all N ≥ N0,

√

µ

α
=

√

N − βN
1
2−ε

N − B
1
2+ε

≤ 2

(√
µ −

√
α
)2

=
(

√

N − βN
1
2−ε −

√

N − BN
1
2+ε
)2

=
(

N − βN
1
2−ε
)

(

1 −
√

1 − B − βN−2ε

N
1
2−ε − βN−2ε

)2
≥ B2

32
N2ε,

(A.8)

where the last inequality is due to the facts that 1−
√

1 − x ≥ x
2 , for x ∈ (0, 1), and for all N ≥ N0,

N − βN
1
2−ε ≥ N

2 and
B−βN−2ε

N
1
2 −ε−βN−2ε

≥ B
2 Nε− 1

2 . Thus, plugging (A.8) into Lemma A.2, we get for any

t ≥ 0, i ≥ 0,

sup

x≤K1N
1
2 −ε,

BN
1
2 +ε

<y≤K2N
1
2 +ε

P
(

ξ
(N)
2i+3 − ξ

(N)
2i+2 ≥ t, i < i∗N

)

≤ P
(

T̃ ≥ t
)

≤ 2e−
B2

32 N2εt. (A.9)

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

sup

x≤K1N
1
2 −ε,

BN
1
2 +ε

<y≤K2N
1
2 +ε

P

(

ξ
(N)
2i+3 − ξ

(N)
2i+1 ≥ 2Nδ−2ε, i < i∗N

)

≤c′1e−c′2Nδ/5
+ c′3e−c′4Nδ+1−2ε

+ 2e−
B2

32 Nδ ≤ c′5e−c′6Nδ/5
. (A.10)

To prove (A.3), note that the value of i∗N is upper bounded by the number of increments in I(N)

in the interval [0, τ
(N)
2 (B)∧ (N2εT)], which is stochastically upper bounded by a Poisson random

variable with parameter N1+2εT. Hence, using standard concentration inequality for Poisson

random variables (see [22, Theorem 2.3(b)]), we have

sup

x≤K1N
1
2 −ε,

BN
1
2 +ε

<y≤K2N
1
2 +ε

P

(

i∗N ≥ 3

2
N1+2εT

)

≤ P

(

Po(N1+2εT) ≥ 3

2
N1+2εT

)

≤ e−
3

32 N1+2εT, (A.11)
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and therefore, using (A.10), there exists N1 ≥ N0, depending on T, such that for all N ≥ N1,

sup

x≤K1N
1
2 −ε,

BN
1
2 +ε

<y≤K2N
1
2 +ε

P(x,y,0)

(

∃ i ∈
{

0, ..., i∗N − 1
}

such that ξ
(N)
2i+3 − ξ

(N)
2i+1 ≥ Nδ−2ε

)

≤ sup

x≤K1N
1
2 −ε,

BN
1
2 +ε

<y≤K2N
1
2 +ε

[

P(x,y,0)

(

i∗N ≥ 3

2
N1+2εT

)

+
⌈3

2
N1+2εT

⌉

· c′5e−c′6Nδ/5
]

≤ e−
3
32 N1+2εT +

⌈3

2
N1+2εT

⌉

× c′5e−c′6Nδ/5 ≤ a1e−b1Nδ/5
, (A.12)

where a1 and b1 are appropriate constants.

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 S(N) within each of these excursions is

not too large.

Proposition A.3. For any 0 < δ <
1
2 − ε, there exist constants N2, a2, b2 > 0, such that for all N ≥ N2,

sup

x≤K1N
1
2 −ε,

BN
1
2 +ε

<y≤K2N
1
2 +ε

P(x,y,0)

(

sup
i∈{0,...,i∗N−1}

sup

ξ
(N)
2i+1≤t≤ξ

(N)
2i+3

∣

∣

∣S(N)(t)− S(N)(ξ
(N)
2i+1)

∣

∣

∣ ≥ 13N
1
2−ε+δ

)

≤ a2e−b2N
δ
5
.

Proof. Define the event w(N) :=
{

sup0≤t≤T(N,B) Q
(N)
2 (t) < N

1
2+ε+δ

}

. Then

sup

x≤K1N
1
2 −ε,

BN
1
2 +ε

<y≤K2N
1
2 +ε

P(x,y,0)

(

sup
i∈{0,...,i∗N−1}

sup

ξ
(N)
2i+1≤t≤ξ

(N)
2i+3

∣

∣

∣
S(N)(t)− S(N)(ξ

(N)
2i+1)

∣

∣

∣
≥ 13N

1
2−ε+δ

)

≤ sup

x≤K1N
1
2 −ε,

BN
1
2 +ε

<y≤K2N
1
2 +ε

P(x,y,0)

(

sup
0≤t≤T(N,B)

Q
(N)
2 (t) ≥ N

1
2+ε+δ

)

+ sup

x≤K1N
1
2 −ε,

BN
1
2 +ε

<y≤K2N
1
2 +ε

P(x,y,0)

(

sup
i∈{0,...,i∗N−1}

sup

ξ
(N)
2i+1≤t≤ξ

(N)
2i+2

∣

∣

∣
S(N)(t)− S(N)(ξ

(N)
2i+1)

∣

∣

∣
≥ 3N

1
2−ε+δ, w(N)

)

+ sup

x≤K1N
1
2 −ε

BN
1
2 +ε

<y≤K2N
1
2 +ε

P(x,y,0)

(

sup
i∈{0,...,i∗N−1}

sup

ξ
(N)
2i+2≤t≤ξ

(N)
2i+3

∣

∣

∣S(N)(t)− S(N)(ξ
(N)
2i+2)

∣

∣

∣ ≥ 10N
1
2−ε+δ, w(N)

)

.

(A.13)

By (A.5), for all large enough N,

sup

x≤K1N
1
2 −ε,

BN
1
2 +ε

<y≤K2N
1
2 +ε

P(x,y,0)

(

sup
0≤t≤T(N,B)

Q
(N)
2 (t) ≥ N

1
2+ε+δ

)

≤ c′1e−c′2Nδ/5
. (A.14)
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For the second term in the right hand side of (A.13),

sup

x≤K1N
1
2 −ε,

BN
1
2 +ε

<y≤K2N
1
2 +ε

P(x,y,0)

(

sup
i∈{0,...,i∗N−1}

sup

ξ
(N)
2i+1≤t≤ξ

(N)
2i+2

∣

∣

∣
S(N)(t)− S(N)(ξ

(N)
2i+1)

∣

∣

∣
≥ 3N

1
2−ε+δ, w(N)

)

≤ sup

x≤K1N
1
2 −ε,

BN
1
2 +ε

<y≤K2N
1
2 +ε

P(x,y,0)

(

sup
i∈{0,...,i∗N−1}

ξ
(N)
2i+2 − ξ

(N)
2i+1 ≥ N− 1

2−ε+δ, w(N)
)

+ sup

x≤K1N
1
2 −ε,

BN
1
2 +ε

<y≤K2N
1
2 +ε

P(x,y,0)

(

sup
i∈{0,...,i∗N−1}

sup

ξ
(N)
2i+1≤t≤ξ

(N)
2i+2

∣

∣

∣
S(N)(t)− S(N)(ξ

(N)
2i+1)

∣

∣

∣
≥ 3N

1
2−ε+δ, w(N), w̃(N)

)

,

(A.15)

where w̃(N) :=
{

supi∈{0,...,i∗N−1} ξ
(N)
2i+2 − ξ

(N)
2i+1 < N− 1

2−ε+δ
}

. Since the instantaneous rate of increase

of I(N) when I(N)(t) = 0 is N − Q
(N)
2 , then for each i ∈ {0, ..., i∗N − 1}, ξ

(N)
2i+2 − ξ

(N)
2i+1 is upper

bounded by an exponential random variable, Exp(N − N
1
2+ε+δ). Hence, proceeding along the

same line as (A.6), (A.11) and (A.12), there exist constants c1, c2 such that for large enough N,

sup

x≤K1N
1
2 −ε,

BN
1
2 +ε

<y≤K2N
1
2 +ε

P(x,y,0)

(

sup
i∈{0,...,i∗N−1}

ξ
(N)
2i+2 − ξ

(N)
2i+1 ≥ N− 1

2−ε+δ, w(N)
)

≤ P(i∗N ≥ 3

2
N1+2εT) +

⌈3

2
N1+2εT

⌉

× e−(N−N
1
2 +ε+δ)N

− 1
2 −ε+δ

≤ e−
3
32 N1+2εT +

⌈3

2
N1+2εT

⌉

× e−(N−N
1
2 +ε+δ)N

− 1
2 −ε+δ

≤ c1e−c2N
1
2 −ε+δ

. (A.16)

For each i ∈ {0, ..., i∗N − 1} and t ∈ [ξ
(N)
2i+1, ξ

(N)
2i+2),

∣

∣

∣S(N)(t)− S(N)(ξ
(N)
2i+1)

∣

∣

∣ ≤ A
(

(N − βN
1
2−ε)t

)

− A
(

(N − βN
1
2−ε)ξ

(N)
2i+1

)

+ D
(

Nt
)

− D
(

Nξ
(N)
2i+1

)

≤st Po
(

2N(ξ
(N)
2i+2 − ξ

(N)
2i+1)

)

,

where Po(λ) is a Poisson random variable with mean λ. Therefore, there exist constants c3 and

c4 such that for all N large enough,

sup

x≤K1N
1
2 −ε,

BN
1
2 +ε

<y≤K2N
1
2 +ε

P(x,y,0)

(

sup
i∈{0,...,i∗N−1}

sup

ξ
(N)
2i+1≤t≤ξ

(N)
2i+2

∣

∣

∣S(N)(t)− S(N)(ξ
(N)
2i+1)

∣

∣

∣ ≥ 3N
1
2−ε+δ, w(N), w̃(N)

)

≤ P(i∗N ≥ 3

2
N1+2εT) +

⌈3

2
N1+2εT

⌉

P

(

Po(2N
1
2−ε+δ) ≥ 3N

1
2−ε+δ

)

≤ e−
3

32 N1+2εT +
⌈3

2
N1+2εT

⌉

× e−
3

16 N
1
2 −ε+δ ≤ c3e−c4N

1
2 −ε+δ

. (A.17)
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Plugging (A.16) and (A.17) into (A.15), we have for all N large enough,

sup

x≤K1N
1
2 −ε,

BN
1
2 +ε

<y≤K2N
1
2 +ε

P(x,y,0)

(

sup
i∈{0,...,i∗N−1}

sup

ξ
(N)
2i+1≤t≤ξ

(N)
2i+2

∣

∣

∣S(N)(t)− S(N)(ξ
(N)
2i+1)

∣

∣

∣ ≥ 3N
1
2−ε+δ, w(N)

)

≤c5e−c6N
1
2 −ε+δ

, (A.18)

where c5 and c6 are constants. Now, consider the third term of the right hand side of (A.13). For

any x ≤ K1N
1
2−ε and BN

1
2+ε

< y ≤ K2N
1
2+ε,

P(x,y,0)

(

sup
i∈{0,...,i∗N−1}

sup

ξ
(N)
2i+2≤t≤ξ

(N)
2i+3

∣

∣

∣
S(N)(t)− S(N)(ξ

(N)
2i+2)

∣

∣

∣
≥ 10N

1
2−ε+δ

)

≤ P(x,y,0)(i
∗
N >

3

2
N1+2εT) +

⌈ 3
2 N1+2εT⌉−1

∑
i=0

P(x,y,0)

(

sup

ξ
(N)
2i+2≤t≤ξ

(N)
2i+3

∣

∣

∣
S(N)(t)− S(N)(ξ

(N)
2i+2)

∣

∣

∣
≥ 10N

1
2−ε+δ,

i ≤ i∗N − 1
)

≤ P(x,y,0)(i
∗
N >

3

2
N1+2εT) + P(x,y,0)

(

sup
t∈[0,N2εT]

Q
(N)
3 (t) > 0

)

+
⌈ 3

2 N1+2εT⌉−1

∑
i=0

P(x,y,0)

(

sup

ξ
(N)
2i+2≤t≤ξ

(N)
2i+3

∣

∣

∣
S(N)(t)− S(N)(ξ

(N)
2i+2)

∣

∣

∣
≥ 10N

1
2−ε+δ,

sup

ξ
(N)
2i+2≤t≤ξ

(N)
2i+3

Q
(N)
3 (t) = 0, i ≤ i∗N − 1

)

.

(A.19)

Recall that, by (A.11),

sup

x≤K1N
1
2 −ε,

BN
1
2 +ε

<y≤K2N
1
2 +ε

P(x,y,0)(i
∗
N >

3

2
N1+2εT) ≤ e−

3
32 N1+2εT. (A.20)

By Proposition 3.15, there exist constants B0, c1, c2, N′
0 > 0, possibly depending on T, such that

for all N ≥ N′
0,

sup

x≤K1N
1
2 −ε,

BN
1
2 +ε

<y≤K2N
1
2 +ε

P(x,y,0)

(

sup
t∈[0,N2εT]

Q
(N)
3 > 0

)

≤ P
(0,⌊B0N

1
2 +ε⌋,0)

(

sup
t∈[0,N2εT]

Q
(N)
2 (t) = N

)

≤ c7e−c8N( 1
2 −ε)/5

. (A.21)
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Next, for i ≤ i∗N − 1 and t ∈ [ξ
(N)
2i+2, ξ

(N)
2i+3), observe that on the event supt∈[0,N2εT] Q

(N)
3 (t) = 0,

sup

t∈[ξ(N)
2i+2,ξ

(N)
2i+3)

∣

∣

∣S(N)(t)− S(N)(ξ2i+2)
∣

∣

∣ ≤ sup

t∈[ξ(N)
2i+2,ξ

(N)
2i+3)

(

I(N)(t) + Q
(N)
2 (ξ

(N)
2i+2)− Q

(N)
2 (ξ

(N)
2i+3)

)

≤ sup

t∈[ξ(N)
2i+2,ξ

(N)
2i+3)

I(N)(t) + Q
(N)
2 (ξ

(N)
2i+2).

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(N)(ξ2i+2) is caused by the change of I(N)(t) and

the change of Q
(N)
2 (t), and for t ∈ [ξ

(N)
2i+2, ξ

(N)
2i+3), I(N)(t) is always positive so Q

(N)
2 (t) can only

decrease during [ξ
(N)
2i+2, ξ

(N)
2i+3). Now, consider the last term of (A.19). For any x ≤ K1N

1
2−ε and

BN
1
2+ε

< y ≤ K2N
1
2+ε, any i ≥ 0,

P(x,y,0)

(

sup

ξ
(N)
2i+2≤t≤ξ

(N)
2i+3

∣

∣

∣
S(N)(t)− S(N)(ξ2i+2)

∣

∣

∣
≥ 10N

1
2−ε+δ, sup

ξ
(N)
2i+2≤t≤ξ

(N)
2i+3

Q
(N)
3 (t) = 0, i ≤ i∗N − 1

)

≤ P(x,y,0)

(

sup

ξ
(N)
2i+2≤t≤ξ

(N)
2i+3

I(N)(t) ≥ 5N
1
2−ε+δ, i ≤ i∗N − 1

)

+ P(x,y,0)

(

Q
(N)
2 (ξ

(N)
2i+2) ≥ 5N

1
2−ε+δ, i ≤ i∗N − 1

)

.

(A.22)

Since δ <
1
2 − ε, from Proposition 5.4, we have that for N ≥ N0,

sup

x≤K1N
1
2 −ε,

BN
1
2 +ε

<y≤K2N
1
2 +ε

P(x,y,0)

(

sup

ξ
(N)
2i+2≤t≤ξ

(N)
2i+3

I(N)(t) ≥ 5N
1
2−ε+δ, i ≤ i∗N − 1

)

≤ sup

x≤K1N
1
2 −ε,

BN
1
2 +ε

<y≤K2N
1
2 +ε

P(x,y,0)

(

sup

0≤t≤(N2εT)∧τ
(N)
2 (B))

I(N)(t) ≥ 5N
1
2−ε+δ

)

≤ ae−bN
δ
2 , (A.23)

where a and b are positive constants depending on B, β and T only.

Proceeding as in (A.5), by Proposition 3.15, there exist c′1, c′2, N′
0 > 0, such that for all N ≥ N′

0,

sup

x≤K1N
1
2 −ε,

BN
1
2 +ε

<y≤K2N
1
2 +ε

P(x,y,0)

(

sup

ξ
(N)
2i+2≤t≤ξ

(N)
2i+3

Q
(N)
2 (t) ≥ 5N

1
2+ε+δ, i ≤ i∗N − 1

)

≤ sup

x≤K1N
1
2 −ε,

BN
1
2 +ε

<y≤K2N
1
2 +ε

P(x,y,0)

(

sup

0≤t≤(N2εT)∧τ
(N)
2 (B))

Q
(N)
2 (t) ≥ 5N

1
2+ε+δ

)

≤ c′1e−c′2Nδ/5
.

(A.24)

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

P

(

sup

ξ
(N)
2i+2≤t≤ξ

(N)
2i+3

∣

∣

∣S(N)(t)− S(N)(ξ2i+2)
∣

∣

∣ ≥ 10N
1
2−ε+δ, sup

ξ
(N)
2i+2≤t≤ξ

(N)
2i+3

Q
(N)
3 (t) = 0, i ≤ i∗N − 1

)

≤ c′′1 e−c′′2 N
δ
5
,

(A.25)
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where c′′1 and c′′2 are constants dependent on K2, B, β and T. Plugging (A.20), (A.21), and (A.25)

into (A.19), we obtain for sufficiently large N,

P(x,y,0)

(

sup
i∈{0,...,i∗N−1}

sup

ξ
(N)
2i+2≤t≤ξ

(N)
2i+3

∣

∣

∣S(N)(t)− S(N)(ξ
(N)
2i+2)

∣

∣

∣ ≥ 10N
1
2−ε+δ

)

≤e−
3
32 N1+2εT + c7e−c8N( 1

2 −ε)/5

+
⌈3

2
N1+2εT

⌉

× c′′1 e−c′′2 N
δ
5 ≤ c′′3 e−c′′4 N

δ
5 . (A.26)

Finally, plugging (A.14), (A.18) and (A.26) into (A.13), we can choose appropriate constants a2

and b2 such that for all sufficiently large N,

sup

x≤K1N
1
2 −ε,

BN
1
2 +ε

<y≤K2N
1
2 +ε

P(x,y,0)

(

sup
i∈{0,...,i∗N−1}

sup

ξ
(N)
2i+1≤t≤ξ

(N)
2i+3

∣

∣

∣
S(N)(t)− S(N)(ξ

(N)
2i+1)

∣

∣

∣
≥ 13N

1
2−ε+δ

)

≤c′1e−c′2Nδ/5
+ c5e−c6N

1
2 −ε+δ

+ c′′3 e−c′′4 N
δ
5 ≤ a2e−b2N

δ
5
.

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

N → ∞:

sup
i∈{0,...,i∗N−1}

sup

ξ
(N)
2i+1≤t≤ξ

(N)
2i+3

[

1

N
1
2+ε

∫ t

ξ
(N)
2i+1

I(N)(s)ds +
1

N
1
2+ε

∫ t

ξ
(N)
2i+1

2N − S(N)(s)

S(N)(s)− N
ds

]

P−→ 0. (A.27)

Proof. Fix any 0 < δ < (2ε) ∧
(

1
2 − ε

)

. By Lemma A.1, for all N ≥ N1,

sup

x≤K1N
1
2 −ε,

BN
1
2 +ε

<y≤K2N
1
2 +ε

P(x,y,0)

(

sup
i∈{0,...,i∗N−1}

ξ
(N)
2i+3 − ξ

(N)
2i+1 ≥ 2Nδ−2ε

)

≤ a1e−b1N
δ
5
. (A.28)

By Proposition 5.4,

P
(

sup
0≤t≤T(N,B)

I(N)(t) ≥ 5N
1
2−ε+δ

)

≤ ae−bN
δ
2 . (A.29)

and similarly as in (A.21), for all N ≥ N′
0,

sup

x≤K1N
1
2 −ε,

BN
1
2 +ε

<y≤K2N
1
2 +ε

P(x,y,0)

(

sup
0≤t≤N2εT

Q
(N)
3 (t) > 0

)

≤ c1e−c2N( 1
2 −ε)/5

. (A.30)

Define the event

E(N) :=
{

sup
0≤t≤T(N,B)

I(N)(t) < 5N
1
2−ε+δ, sup

0≤t≤T(N,B)

Q
(N)
3 (t) = 0, and

ξ
(N)
2i+3 − ξ

(N)
2i+1 < 2Nδ−2ε, ∀i ∈ {0, ..., i∗N − 1}

}

.
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Since δ < 2ε, there exists N′
B > 0 such that for N ≥ N′

B, on the event E(N), for s ∈ [0, T(N, B)],

S(N)(s) = Q
(N)
2 (s) + N − I(N)(s)

≥ BN
1
2+ε + N − 5N

1
2−ε+δ ≥ 1

2
BN

1
2+ε + N,

implying that for N ≥ N′
B and s ∈ [0, T(N, B)],

2N − S(N)(s)

S(N)(s)− N
≤ 2N

1
2−ε

B
. (A.31)

Hence, on the event E(N),

sup

ξ
(N)
2i+1≤t≤ξ

(N)
2i+3

[

1

N
1
2+ε

∫ t

ξ
(N)
2i+1

I(N)(s)ds +
1

N
1
2+ε

∫ t

ξ
(N)
2i+1

2N − S(N)(s)

S(N)(s)− N
ds

]

≤ 10N2δ−4ε +
4

B
Nδ−4ε

→ 0 as N → ∞,

since δ < (2ε) ∧ ( 1
2 − ε). By (A.28)–(A.30), we have limN→∞ P(E(N)) = 1. Thus, the desired result

holds.

Now, fix T > 0 and δ < (ε/2) ∧
(

1
2 − ε

)

. Define the event

Ē(N) :=
{

sup
0≤t≤T(N,B)

I(N)(t) ≤5N
1
2−ε+δ, sup

0≤t≤T(N,B)

Q
(N)
2 (t) ≤ N

1
2+ε+δ,

sup

ξ
(N)
2i+1≤t≤ξ

(N)
2i+3

∣

∣

∣S(N)(t)− S(N)(ξ2i+1)
∣

∣

∣ ≤ 13N
1
2−ε+δ, ∀i ≤ i∗N − 1

}

.

From now on, we will work under the assumptions stated in Theorem 2.4 for fixed T > 0 and

δ < (ε/2) ∧
(

1
2 − ε

)

.

Lemma A.5. limN→∞ P(Ē(N)) = 1.

Proof. The result follows from Proposition 3.15, Proposition 5.4, and Proposition A.3.

On the event Ē(N), the following equation holds:

2N = S(N)(t) + Q
(N)
1 (t)− Q

(N)
2 (t) + 2I(N)(t), t ∈ [0, T(N, B)]. (A.32)

Also, for t ∈ [0, T(N, B)], the evolution of I(N) can be described as follows:

I(N)(t) ր I(N)(t) + 1 at rate 2N − S(N)(t)− 2I(N)(t),

I(N)(t) ց (I(N)(t)− 1)+ at rate N − βN
1
2−ε.

Therefore, on Ē(N), for each excursion interval [ξ
(N)
2i+1, ξ

(N)
2i+3), we construct two M/M/1 queues,

I
(N)
u,i and I

(N)
l,i , on the same probability space as I(N), and both starting from zero, to bound the
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process I(N) from above and below respectively. For t ∈ [ξ
(N)
2i+1, ξ

(N)
2i+3), we define I

(N)
u,i and I

(N)
l,i

with the following transition rates:

I
(N)
u,i (t) ր I

(N)
u,i (t) + 1 at rate λ

(N)
u,i = 2N − S(N)(ξ

(N)
2i+1) + 13N

1
2−ε+δ,

I
(N)
u,i (t) ց I

(N)
u,i (t)− 1 at rate µ

(N)
u,i = N − βN

1
2−ε;

I
(N)
l,i (t) ր I

(N)
l,i (t) + 1 at rate λ

(N)
l,i = 2N − S(N)(ξ

(N)
2i+1)− 23N

1
2−ε+δ,

I
(N)
l,i (t) ց I

(N)
l,i (t)− 1 at rate µ

(N)
l,i = N.

The following lemma is easy to check.

Lemma A.6. On the event Ē(N), for each i ∈ {0, ..., i∗N − 1} and t ∈ [ξ
(N)
2i+1, ξ

(N)
2i+3), we have

λl,i ≤ 2N − S(N)(t)− 2I(N)(t) ≤ λu,i.

Due to Lemma A.6, we can naturally couple I
(N)
u,i and I

(N)
l,i with I(N) by setting I

(N)
u,i (ξ

(N)
2i ) =

I
(N)
l,i (ξ

(N)
2i+1) = I(N)(ξ

(N)
2i+1) = 0, so that for t ∈ [ξ

(N)
2i+1, ξ

(N)
2i+3), I

(N)
l,i (t) ≤ I(N)(t) ≤ I

(N)
u,i (t). Note

that since
{

(I(N)(t), t ≥ 0)
}∞

N=1
are defined on the same probability space (see the representation

(5.1)),
{

(I
(N)
u,i (t), t ∈ [ξ

(N)
2i+1, ξ

(N)
2i+3)), i ∈ {0, ..., i∗N − 1}

}∞

N=1
and

{

(I
(N)
l,i (t), t ∈ [ξ

(N)
2i+1, ξ

(N)
2i+3)), i ∈

{0, ..., i∗N − 1}
}∞

N=1
are on the same probability space as well.

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

P

(

{

i∗N ≥ ⌈12TN
1
2+3ε+δ⌉

}

∩ Ē(N)
)

≤ 1

9T
N−4ε−2δ.

Proof. On Ē(N), we have that for t ∈ [0, T(N, B)],

2N − S(N)(t)− 2I(N)(t) = N − I(N)(t)− Q
(N)
2 (t) ≥ N − 5N

1
2−ε+δ − N

1
2+ε+δ ≥ N − 6N

1
2+ε+δ.

On each [ξ
(N)
2i , ξ

(N)
2i+1), we construct an M/M/1 queue M

(N)
i with rate of increase N − 6N

1
2+ε+δ

and rate of decrease N. We can couple M
(N)
i with I(N) on [ξ

(N)
2i , ξ

(N)
2i+1) by setting M

(N)
i (ξ

(N)
2i ) =

I(N)(ξ
(N)
2i ) = 1 such that M

(N)
i (t) ≤ I(N)(t). Define ξ

(N)
m,i := inf{t ≥ ξ

(N)
2i : M

(N)
i (t) = 0} . Due to

the coupling, we have ξ
(N)
m,i − ξ

(N)
2i ≤ ξ

(N)
2i+1 − ξ

(N)
2i . Now, we have

P

(

{

i∗N ≥ ⌈12TN
1
2+3ε+δ⌉

}

∩ ĒN
)

≤ P

({
⌈12TN

1
2 +3ε+δ⌉

∑
i=1

(

ξ
(N)
2i+1 − ξ

(N)
2i

)

≤ N2εT
}

∩ ĒN
)

≤ P

(
⌈12TN

1
2 +3ε+δ⌉

∑
i=1

(

ξ
(N)
m,i − ξ

(N)
2i

)

≤ N2εT
)

.

Let H
(N)
i := ξ

(N)
m,i − ξ

(N)
2i . Since H

(N)
i is the busy time of the M/M/1 queue M

(N)
i , we have

E(H
(N)
i ) = 1

6 N− 1
2−ε−δ and Var(H

(N)
i ) = 2

63 N− 1
2−3ε−3δ − 1

62 N−1−2ε−2δ ≤ 2
63 N− 1

2−3ε−3δ [1, Section
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7.9, Page 75]. Hence, by Doob’s L2-maximal inequality, we have for all large enough N,

P

(

{

i∗N ≥ ⌈12TN
1
2+3ε+δ⌉

}

∩ ĒN
)

≤ P

(
⌈12TN

1
2 +3ε+δ⌉

∑
i=1

(

H
(N)
i − E(H

(N)
i )

)

≤ −N2εT
)

≤ ⌈12TN
1
2+3ε+δ⌉ × 2N− 1

2−3ε−3δ

63N4εT2
≤ 1

9T
N−4ε−2δ.

Lemma A.8. The following hold as N → ∞:

sup
j∈{0,...,i∗N−1}

1

N
1
2+ε

∣

∣

∣

j

∑
i=0

∫ ξ
(N)
2i+3

ξ
(N)
2i+1

( λ
(N)
l,i

µ
(N)
l,i − λ

(N)
l,i

− 2N − S(N)(s)

S(N)(s)− N

)

ds
∣

∣

∣

P−→ 0, (A.33)

sup
j∈{0,...,i∗N−1}

1

N
1
2+ε

∣

∣

∣

j

∑
i=0

∫ ξ
(N)
2i+3

ξ
(N)
2i+1

( λ
(N)
u,i

µ
(N)
u,i − λ

(N)
u,i

− 2N − S(N)(s)

S(N)(s)− N

)

ds
∣

∣

∣

P−→ 0. (A.34)

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 Ē(N). Note that, for

any i ∈ {0, ..., i∗N − 1},

λ
(N)
l,i

µ
(N)
l,i − λ

(N)
l,i

=
2N − S(N)(ξ

(N)
2i+1)− 23N

1
2−ε+δ

S(N)(ξ
(N)
2i+1)− N + 23N

1
2−ε+δ

.

Now, x 7→ 2N−x
x−N is Lipschitz continuous on the interval [N + 1

2 BN
1
2+ε, ∞) with Lipschitz constant

4
B2 N−2ε. Therefore, for any s ∈ [ξ

(N)
2i+1, ξ

(N)
2i+3), under the event Ē(N),

∣

∣

∣

2N − S(N)(ξ
(N)
2i+1)− 23N

1
2−ε+δ

S(N)(ξ
(N)
2i+1)− N + 23N

1
2−ε+δ

− 2N − S(N)(s)

S(N)(s)− N

∣

∣

∣

≤ 4

B2
N−2ε

(

sup
i∈{0,...,i∗N−1}

sup

ξ
(N)
2i+1≤s≤ξ

(N)
2i+3

∣

∣

∣
S(N)(ξ

(N)
2i+1)− S(N)(s)

∣

∣

∣
+ 23N

1
2−ε+δ

)

≤144N
1
2−3ε+δ

B2
.

Thus,

sup
j∈{0,...,i∗N−1}

1

N
1
2+ε

∣

∣

∣

j

∑
i=0

∫ ξ
(N)
2i+3

ξ
(N)
2i+1

( λ
(N)
l,i

µ
(N)
l,i − λ

(N)
l,i

− 2N − S(N)(s)

S(N)(s)− N

)

ds
∣

∣

∣

≤ 1

N
1
2+ε

∫ N2εT

0

144N
1
2−3ε+δ

B2
ds =

144T

B2
N−2ε+δ,

which tends to 0 as n → ∞, as δ < ε/2.
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Lemma A.9. The following hold:

sup
j∈{0,...,i∗N−1}

1

N
1
2+ε

j

∑
i=0

∫ ξ
(N)
2i+3

ξ
(N)
2i+1

(

I
(N)
u,i (s)−

λ
(N)
u,i

µ
(N)
u,i − λ

(N)
u,i

)

ds
P−→ 0,

inf
j∈{0,...,i∗N−1}

1

N
1
2+ε

j

∑
i=0

∫ ξ
(N)
2i+3

ξ
(N)
2i+1

(

I
(N)
l,i (s)−

λ
(N)
l,i

µ
(N)
l,i − λ

(N)
l,i

)

ds
P−→ 0.

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 α and service rate µ,with µ > α. Let

T̃ 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

E

[

∫ T̃

0

(

Q(s)− α

µ − α

)

ds
]

= 0. (A.35)

Moreover, there exists a universal positive constant C not depending on α, µ such that for any integer

a ≥ 2,

E

[(

∫ T̃

0
Q(s)ds

)2]

≤ C

[

a2

(

1

α2
+

µ

(µ − α)3

)

+
(µ/α)

(log(µ/α))2

( α

µ

)a/8
(

1

α2
+

(

µ/α
)1/4

(
√

µ −√
α)4

)]

.

(A.36)

Proof. Throughout this proof, we will denote by C′ a universal positive constant, not depending

on α, µ, whose value might change between lines.

(A.35) is proved in [12, Lemma EC.19]. To prove (A.36), write Q := sup0≤s≤T̃ Q(s). Note that,

for any integer a ≥ 2,

E

[

(

∫ T̃

0
Q(s)ds

)2
]

≤ E

[

(

aT̃ + T̃Q1
(

Q ≥ a
))2
]

≤ 2a2
E
[

T̃2
]

+ 2E

[

(

T̃Q1
(

Q ≥ a
))2
]

≤ 2a2
E
[

T̃2
]

+ 2
√

E
[

T̃4
]

√

E

[

Q
4
1
(

Q ≥ a
)

]

, (A.37)

where the last inequality follows from the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality. We can write T̃ = T̃1 + T̃2

where T̃1 is an Exp(α) random variable denoting the arrival time of the first task and T̃2 denotes

the time taken after T̃1 for the queue to become empty again (busy time). Using E[T̃2
1 ] = 2α−2

and [1, Section 7.9, Page 75],

E
[

T̃2
]

≤ 2E
[

T̃2
1

]

+ 2E
[

T̃2
2

]

≤ 4

[

1

α2
+

µ

(µ − α)3

]

. (A.38)

Recall from Lemma A.2 that

P
(

T̃2 ≥ t
)

≤
√

µ

α
e−(

√
µ−√

α)2t, t ≥ 0.
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From this, we obtain

E

[

T̃4
]

≤ 24
E

[

T̃4
1

]

+ 24
E

[

T̃4
2

]

≤ C′
[

1

α4
+

√

µ

α

1

(
√

µ −√
α)8

]

. (A.39)

Moreover, using [12, Lemma EC.17], for any x ∈ N,

P
(

Q ≥ x
)

=
1

∑
x
n=1

( µ
α

)n−1
≤
(

α

µ

)x−1

.

From the above bound, we obtain

E

[

Q
4
1
(

Q ≥ a
)

]

≤
∞

∑
x=a4

(

α

µ

)⌊x1/4⌋−1

≤ µ2

α2

∫ ∞

a4−1
e− log(µ/α)z1/4

dz ≤ C′

(log(µ/α))4

µ2

α2

(

α

µ

)a/4

.

(A.40)

Using (A.38), (A.39) and (A.40) in (A.37), we obtain

E

[

(

∫ T̃

0
Q(s)ds

)2
]

≤ 8a2

[

1

α2
+

µ

(µ − α)3

]

+ 2C′
[

1

α2
+

(µ/α)1/4

(
√

µ −√
α)4

]

µ/α

(log(µ/α))2

(

α

µ

)a/8

,

which proves the lemma.

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 Ē(N). Note that the process I
(N)
u,i (t) is defined

only on the time interval [ξ
(N)
2i+1, ξ

(N)
2i+3). However, let us assume that I

(N)
u,i (t) is allowed to continue

past time ξ
(N)
2i+3, i ∈ {0, ..., i∗N − 1}, and let ξ

(N)
u,i := inf{t ≥ ξ

(N)
2i+3 : I

(N)
u,i (t) = 0}. Further, let

Z
(N)
i =

∫ ξ
(N)
u,i−1

ξ
(N)
2i−1

(

I
(N)
u,i−1(s)−

λ
(N)
u,i−1

µ
(N)
u,i−1 − λ

(N)
u,i−1

)

ds, i ≥ 1.

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

1

N
1
2+ε

j

∑
i=0

∫ ξ
(N)
2i+3

ξ
(N)
2i+1

(

I
(N)
u,i (s)−

λ
(N)
u,i

µ
(N)
u,i − λ

(N)
u,i

)

ds

=
1

N
1
2+ε

j

∑
i=0

Z
(N)
i+1 − 1

N
1
2+ε

j

∑
i=0

∫ ξ
(N)
u,i

ξ
(N)
2i+3

(

I
(N)
u,i (s)−

λ
(N)
u,i

µ
(N)
u,i − λ

(N)
u,i

)

ds

≤ 1

N
1
2+ε

j+1

∑
i=1

Z
(N)
i +

1

N
1
2+ε

j

∑
i=0

∫ ξ
(N)
u,i

ξ
(N)
2i+3

λ
(N)
u,i

µ
(N)
u,i − λ

(N)
u,i

ds. (A.41)
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Define M
(N)
0 = 0 and

M
(N)
j :=

1

N
1
2+ε

j

∑
i=1

Z
(N)
i , j ≥ 1. (A.42)

Write G̃i for the stopped natural filtration of the original queueing process up till time ξ
(N)
2i+1, i ≥ 0.

Define G0 := G̃0 and

Gi := G̃i ∪
(

∪i−1
l=0σ{I

(N)
u,l (t) : t ≥ ξ

(N)
2l+1}

)

, i ≥ 1.

By (A.35), E

(

Z
(N)
i+1 |Gi

)

= 0 for any i ≥ 0. Hence, M(N) is a martingale. We will show that, for

any η > 0,

P

({

sup
j≤i∗N

∣

∣

∣
M

(N)
j

∣

∣

∣
> η

}

∩ Ē(N)

)

→ 0 as N → ∞. (A.43)

Define the stopping time τ̃ with respect to {Gi}i≥0 by

τ̃ := inf{i ≥ 0 : ξ
(N)
2i+1 ≥ T(N, B) or Q

(N)
2 (ξ

(N)
2i+1) > N

1
2+ε+δ}.

Now, we estimate E

[

(Z
(N)
i+1 )

2|Gi

]

on the event {τ̃ ≥ i + 1}. Note that for i ≥ 0,

E

[

(Z
(N)
i+1 )

2|Gi

]

≤ 2E





(

∫ ξ
(N)
u,i

ξ
(N)
2i+1

I
(N)
u,i (s)ds

)2
∣

∣

∣
Gi



+ 2E











λ
(N)
u,i

µ
(N)
u,i − λ

(N)
u,i





2
(

ξ
(N)
u,i − ξ

(N)
2i+1

)2 ∣
∣

∣
Gi






.

(A.44)

Recall λ
(N)
u,i = 2N − S(N)(ξ

(N)
2i+1) + 13N

1
2−ε+δ and µ

(N)
u,i = N − βN

1
2−ε. By (A.36), there exists a

deterministic universal constant C > 0 such that for any integer a ≥ 2,

E

[(

∫ ξ
(N)
u,i

ξ
(N)
2i+1

I
(N)
u,i (s)ds

)2
∣

∣

∣Gi

]

≤ C

[

a2

(

1
(

λ
(N)
u,i

)2
+

µ
(N)
u,i

(µ
(N)
u,i − λ

(N)
u,i )

3

)

+

(

1
(

λ
(N)
u,i

)2
+

(

µ
(N)
u,i

λ
(N)
u,i

)1/4
1

(

√

µ
(N)
u,i −

√

λ
(N)
u,i

)4

)

1

(log(µ
(N)
u,i /λ

(N)
u,i ))2

µ
(N)
u,i

λ
(N)
u,i

(

λ
(N)
u,i

µ
(N)
u,i

)a/8]

.

Note that, on the event {τ̃ ≥ i + 1}, for sufficiently large N,

N − N
1
2+ε+δ ≤ λ

(N)
u,i = N − Q

(N)
2 (ξ

(N)
2i+1) + 13N

1
2−ε+δ ≤ N − B

2
N

1
2+ε.
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Using these bounds, on the event {τ̃ ≥ i + 1}, for sufficiently large N,

1
(

λ
(N)
u,i

)2
+

µ
(N)
u,i

(µ
(N)
u,i − λ

(N)
u,i )3

≤ CN− 1
2−3ε,

(

1
(

λ
(N)
u,i

)2
+

(

µ
(N)
u,i

λ
(N)
u,i

)1/4
1

(

√

µ
(N)
u,i −

√

λ
(N)
u,i

)4

)

1

(log(µ
(N)
u,i /λ

(N)
u,i ))2

µ
(N)
u,i

λ
(N)
u,i

≤ CN1−6ε,

(

λ
(N)
u,i

µ
(N)
u,i

)a/8

≤ e−C′aN− 1
2 +ε

.

Therefore, choosing a = N
1
2−ε+δ, for sufficiently large N, on the event {τ̃ ≥ i + 1},

E

[(

∫ ξ
(N)
u,i

ξ
(N)
2i+1

I
(N)
u,i (s)ds

)2
∣

∣

∣Gi

]

≤ CN
1
2−5ε+2δ. (A.45)

Now, we estimate the second term in (A.44). Note that, for sufficiently large N,

λ
(N)
u,i

µ
(N)
u,i − λ

(N)
u,i

≤ 4

B
N

1
2−ε.

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

E

[

(

ξ
(N)
u,i − ξ

(N)
2i+1

)2
]

≤ 4

[

1
(

λ
(N)
u,i

)2
+

µ
(N)
u,i

(µ
(N)
u,i − λ

(N)
u,i )

3

]

≤ 4CN− 1
2−3ε.

Hence, on the event {τ̃ ≥ i + 1}, for sufficiently large N,

E

[(

λ
(N)
u,i

µ
(N)
u,i − λ

(N)
u,i

)2
(

ξ
(N)
u,i − ξ

(N)
2i+1

)2 ∣
∣

∣
Gi

]

≤ CN
1
2−5ε. (A.46)

Using the bounds (A.45) and (A.46) in (A.44), we conclude that, on the event {τ̃ ≥ i + 1}, for

sufficiently large N,

E

[

(Z
(N)
i+1 )

2|Gi

]

≤ CN
1
2−5ε+2δ. (A.47)

The quadratic variation of the stopped martingale {M
(N)
j∧τ̃ }j≥0 is given by: 〈M(N)〉0 = 0 and

〈M(N)〉j∧τ̃ = N−1−2ε
j∧τ̃

∑
i=1

E

[

(Z
(N)
i )2|Gi−1

]

, j ≥ 1.

Using (A.47), we obtain

〈M(N)〉j∧τ̃ ≤ CN− 1
2−7ε+2δ j, j ≥ 1.
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Hence, by Doob’s L2 inequality, for any η > 0, for large enough N,

P

(

sup

j≤τ̃∧⌈12TN
1
2 +3ε+δ⌉

∣

∣

∣
M

(N)
j

∣

∣

∣
> η

)

= P

(

sup

j≤⌈12TN
1
2 +3ε+δ⌉

∣

∣

∣
M

(N)
j∧τ̃

∣

∣

∣
> η

)

≤ 12CTη−2N−4ε+3δ. (A.48)

Note that, on the event Ē(N), τ̃ = i∗N + 1. Therefore, for any η > 0, for sufficiently large N,

P

({

sup
j≤i∗N

∣

∣

∣M
(N)
j

∣

∣

∣ > η

}

∩ Ē(N)

)

≤ P

(

sup

j≤τ̃∧⌈12TN
1
2 +3ε+δ⌉

∣

∣

∣M
(N)
j

∣

∣

∣ > η

)

+ P

(

{

i∗N ≥ ⌈12TN
1
2+3ε+δ⌉

}

∩ Ē(N)
)

≤ 12CTη−2N−4ε+3δ +
1

9T
N−4ε−2δ,

where the last bound follows from (A.48) and Lemma A.7. Recalling δ < ε/2, (A.43) follows

from the above bound.

Now consider the second term of the right hand side of the inequality (A.41). For i ≤ i∗N − 1,

for sufficient large N, on Ē(N),

0 ≤
λ
(N)
u,i

µ
(N)
u,i − λ

(N)
u,i

≤ 4N
1
2−ε

B
.

Additionally, let ξ
(N)
l,1,i := inf{t ≥ ξ

(N)
2i+1 : I

(N)
l,i (t) > 0} and ξ

(N)
l,i := inf{t ≥ ξ

(N)
l,1,i : I

(N)
l,i (t) = 0},

i ∈ {0, ..., i∗N − 1}. We have that for sufficient large N,

j

∑
i=1

∫ ξ
(N)
u,i

ξ
(N)
2i+3

λ
(N)
u,i

µ
(N)
u,i − λ

(N)
u,i

ds ≤
j

∑
i=1

∫ ξ
(N)
u,i

ξ
(N)
l,i

λ
(N)
u,i

µ
(N)
u,i − λ

(N)
u,i

ds ≤ 4N
1
2−ε

B

i∗N−1

∑
i=1

(

ξ
(N)
u,i − ξ

(N)
l,i

)

, (A.49)

where the first inequality is due to the fact that for t ∈ [ξ
(N)
2i+1, ξ

(N)
2i+3), I

(N)
l,i (t) ≤ I(N)(t) ≤ I

(N)
u,i (t),

which implies that ξ
(N)
l,i ≤ ξ

(N)
2i+3 ≤ ξ

(N)
u,i . For an M/M/1 with arrival rate α and departure rate µ,

E(T̃) = 1
α + 1

µ−α where T̃ is same as in Lemma A.10. Then, for each i ∈ {0, ..., i∗N − 1}, we have

for all sufficiently large N, on Ē(N),

E

(

ξ
(N)
u,i − ξ

(N)
l,i

)

=E

(

ξ
(N)
u,i − ξ

(N)
2i+1

)

− E

(

ξ
(N)
l,i − ξ

(N)
2i+1

)

=
1

2N − S(N)(ξ
(N)
2i+1) + 13N

1
2−ε+δ

+
1

S(N)(ξ
(N)
2i+1)− N − βN

1
2−ε − 13N

1
2−ε+δ

− 1

2N − S(N)(ξ
(N)
2i+1)− 23N

1
2−ε+δ

− 1

S(N)(ξ
(N)
2i+1)− N + 23N

1
2−ε+δ

≤ 1

S(N)(ξ
(N)
2i+1)− N − βN

1
2−ε − 13N

1
2−ε+δ

− 1

S(N)(ξ
(N)
2i+1)− N + 23N

1
2−ε+δ

≤CN− 1
2−3ε+δ
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and from (A.49),

E







 sup
j∈{0,...,i∗N−1}

j

∑
i=0

∫ ξ
(N)
u,i

ξ
(N)
2i+3

λ
(N)
u,i

µ
(N)
u,i − λ

(N)
u,i

ds



 1

(

{i∗N ≤ ⌈12TN
1
2+3ε+δ⌉} ∩ Ē(N)

)



 ≤ C′N
1
2−ε+2δ.

By Markov’s inequality and Lemma A.7, we get that

P

({

sup
j∈{0,...,i∗N−1}

1

N
1
2+ε

j

∑
i=1

∫ ξ
(N)
u,i

ξ
(N)
2i+3

λ
(N)
u,i

µ
(N)
u,i − λ

(N)
u,i

ds ≥ C′N−2ε+4δ

}

∩ Ē(N)

)

≤ N−δ. (A.50)

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

sup
j∈{0,...,i∗N−1}

1

N
1
2+ε

j

∑
i=0

∫ ξ
(N)
2i+3

ξ
(N)
2i+1

(

I
(N)
u,i (s)−

λ
(N)
u,i

µ
(N)
u,i − λ

(N)
u,i

)

ds
P−→ 0.

Proof of Proposition 5.5. Again, we will consider events within Ē(N). Observe that for any t ≤
T(N, B), either t ≤ ξ

(N)
1 , or t ∈ [ξ

(N)
2j+1, ξ

(N)
2j+3] for some 0 ≤ j ≤ i∗N , or t ∈ [ξ

(N)
2i∗N+1, T(N, B)]. Hence,

sup
0≤t≤T(N,B)

∣

∣

∣

1

N
1
2+ε

∫ t

0

(

I(N)(s)− 2N − S(N)(s)

S(N)(s)− N

)

ds
∣

∣

∣

≤ 1

N
1
2+ε

∫ ξ
(N)
1

0

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

I(N)(s)− 2N − S(N)(s)

S(N)(s)− N

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

ds

+ sup
j∈{0,...,i∗N−1}

1

N
1
2+ε

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ ξ
(N)
2j+3

ξ
(N)
1

(

I(N)(s)− 2N − S(N)(s)

S(N)(s)− N

)

ds

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

+ sup
j∈{0,...,i∗N−1}

sup

ξ
(N)
2j+1≤t≤ξ

(N)
2j+3

1

N
1
2+ε

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ ξ
(N)
2j+3

t

(

I(N)(s)− 2N − S(N)(s)

S(N)(s)− N

)

ds

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

+
1

N
1
2+ε

∫ T(N,B)

ξ
(N)
2i∗

N
+1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

I(N)(s)− 2N − S(N)(s)

S(N)(s)− N

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

ds.

(A.51)

For t ∈ [0, T(N, B)], I(N)(t) can be upper bounded by Ī
(N)
B (t) as defined in Section 3. Then, there

exist constants c1 and c2 such that

P
(

ξ
(N)
1 ≥ Nδ−2ε

)

≤ P(inf{t > 0 : Ī
(N)
B (t) = 0} ≥ Nδ−2ε

∣

∣ Ī
(N)
B (0) = ⌊K1N

1
2−ε⌋) ≤ Ce−C′Nδ

,

(A.52)

where the first inequality is due to the assumption I(N)(0) ≤ K1N
1
2−ε and the second inequality

is due to Lemma 3.1 and Markov’s inequality. Also, on the event Ē(N), we have

sup
0≤t≤T(N,B)

I(N)(t) ≤ 5N
1
2−ε+δ and sup

0≤t≤T(N,B)

2N − S(N)(t)

S(N)(t)− N
≤ 2N

1
2−ε

B
. (A.53)
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Hence, on
{

ξ
(N)
1 < Nδ−2ε

}

∩ Ē(N), we have

1

N
1
2+ε

∫ ξ
(N)
1

0

∣

∣

∣
I(N)(s)− 2N − S(N)(s)

S(N)(s)− N

∣

∣

∣
ds ≤ CN−4ε+2δ → 0, as N → ∞.

With limN→∞ P
(

ξ
(N)
1 < Nδ−2ε

)

= 1 due to (A.52) and limN→∞ P(Ē(N)) = 1 due to Lemma A.5,

we have
1

N
1
2+ε

∫ ξ
(N)
1

0

∣

∣

∣
I(N)(s)− 2N − S(N)(s)

S(N)(s)− N

∣

∣

∣
ds

P−→ 0, (A.54)

as N → ∞. Now, consider the second term in the right hand side of (A.51). For j ∈ {0, ..., i∗N − 1},

1

N
1
2+ε

j

∑
i=0

∫ ξ
(N)
2i+3

ξ
(N)
2i+1

(

I
(N)
l,i (s)−

λ
(N)
l,i

µ
(N)
l,i − λ

(N)
l,i

)

ds +
1

N
1
2+ε

j

∑
i=0

∫ ξ
(N)
2i+3

ξ
(N)
2i+1

( λ
(N)
l,i

µ
(N)
l,i − λ

(N)
l,i

− 2N − S(N)(s)

S(N)(s)− N

)

ds

≤ 1

N
1
2+ε

∫ ξ
(N)
2j+3

ξ
(N)
1

(

I(N)(s)− 2N − S(N)(s)

S(N)(s)− N

)

ds

≤ 1

N
1
2+ε

j

∑
i=0

∫ ξ
(N)
2i+3

ξ
(N)
2i+1

(

I
(N)
u,i (s)−

λ
(N)
u,i

µ
(N)
u,i − λ

(N)
u,i

)

ds +
1

N
1
2+ε

j

∑
i=0

∫ ξ
(N)
2i+3

ξ
(N)
2i+1

( λ
(N)
u,i

µ
(N)
u,i − λ

(N)
u,i

− 2N − S(N)(s)

S(N)(s)− N

)

ds.

Thus, by Lemma A.8 and Lemma A.9,

sup
j∈{0,...,i∗N−1}

1

N
1
2+ε

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ ξ
(N)
2j+3

ξ
(N)
1

(

I(N)(s)− 2N − S(N)(s)

S(N)(s)− N

)

ds

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

P−→ 0 as N → ∞. (A.55)

By Lemma A.4, we have

sup
j∈{0,...,i∗−1}

sup

ξ
(N)
2j+1≤t≤ξ

(N)
2j+3

1

N
1
2+ε

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

ξ
(N)
2j+1

(

I(N)(s)− 2N − S(N)(s)

S(N)(s)− N

)

ds

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

P−→ 0. (A.56)

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)− ξ
(N)
2i∗N+1 ≥ Nδ−2ε

)

Ce−C′Nδ
.

From this and (A.53), we conclude

1

N
1
2+ε

∫ T(N,B)

ξ
(N)

2i∗N+1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

I(N)(s)− 2N − S(N)(s)

S(N)(s)− N

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

ds
P−→ 0. (A.57)

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

sup
0≤t≤T(N,B)

∣

∣

∣

1

N
1
2+ε

∫ t

0

(

I(N)(s)− 2N − S(N)(s)

S(N)(s)− N

)

ds
∣

∣

∣

P−→ 0. (A.58)
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For any t such that N2εt ≤ T(N, B), by the triangle inequality,

∣

∣

∣

1

N
1
2+ε

∫ N2εt

0
I(N)(s)ds −

∫ t

0

1

X(N)(s)
ds
∣

∣

∣

≤
∣

∣

∣

1

N
1
2+ε

∫ N2εt

0
I(N)(s)ds − 1

N
1
2+ε

∫ N2εt

0

2N − S(N)(s)

S(N)(s)− N
ds
∣

∣

∣

+
∣

∣

∣

1

N
1
2+ε

∫ N2εt

0

2N − S(N)(s)

S(N)(s)− N
ds −

∫ t

0

1

X(N)(s)
ds
∣

∣

∣.

(A.59)

Note that

1

N
1
2+ε

∫ N2εt

0

2N − S(N)(s)

S(N)(s)− N
ds =

1

N
1
2−ε

∫ t

0

2N − S(N)(N2εs)

S(N)(N2εs)− N
ds

=
1

N
1
2−ε

∫ t

0

N
1
2−ε + N−S(N)(N2εs)

N
1
2 +ε

S(N)(N2εs)−N

N
1
2 +ε

ds = − t

N
1
2−ε

+
∫ t

0

1

X(N)
ds,

which implies that for all t such that N2εt ≤ T(N, B),

∣

∣

∣

1

N
1
2+ε

∫ N2εt

0
I(N)(s)ds −

∫ t

0

1

X(N)(s)
ds
∣

∣

∣

≤
∣

∣

∣

1

N
1
2+ε

∫ N2εt

0
I(N)(s)ds − 1

N
1
2+ε

∫ N2εt

0

2N − S(N)(s)

S(N)(s)− N
ds
∣

∣

∣+
t

N
1
2−ε

.

This, combined with (A.58), yields that as N → ∞,

sup

0≤t≤T∧(N−2ετ
(N)
2 (B))

∣

∣

∣

1

N
1
2+ε

∫ N2εt

0
I(N)(s)ds −

∫ t

0

1

X(N)(s)
ds
∣

∣

∣

P−→ 0,

which concludes the proof of Proposition 5.5.

B Upper bound on I(N)

Proposition B.1. For any fixed K1, K2, T > 0 and 0 < δ < ε, there exist constants a, b, N1 > 0, such

that for all N ≥ N1, x ≤ K1N
1
2−ε, y ≤ K2N

1
2+ε,

sup
z

P(x,y,z)

(

sup
0≤t≤N2εT

I(N)(t) ≥ 2N
1
2+δ
)

≤ ae−bN2δ

,

and consequently, for all ε̃ > 0,

lim
N→∞

sup
z

P(x,y,z)

( 1

N1+2ε

∫ N2εT

0
I(N)(s)ds ≥ ε̃

)

= 0. (B.1)
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Proof. Let Ĩ(N) denote a birth-death process with

Ĩ(N) ր Ĩ(N) + 1 at rate N − Ĩ(N),

Ĩ(N) ց ( Ĩ(N) − 1)+ at rate N − βN
1
2−ε.

By Lemma [12, Lemma EC.17], starting from 1, the probability hx
1 of Ĩ(N) hitting x before returning

to 0 is given by

hx
1 =

1

∑
x
n=1 ∏

n−1
m=1

N−βN
1
2 −ε

N−m

≤ ∏
m≤x−1

N − m

N − βN
1
2−ε

≤ exp
{

− ∑
m≤x−1

m − βN
1
2−ε

N

}

= exp
{

− x(x − 1)

2N
+

βN
1
2−ε(x − 1)

N

}

,

(B.2)

where the second inequality is due to 1 − z ≤ e−z, for z ≥ 0. Now, recall ξ
(N)
i for i ≥ 1,

from (A.2). Since rate of increase of I(N) is Q
(N)
1 − Q

(N)
2 = N − I(N) − Q

(N)
2 ≤ N − I(N), in the

interval [ξ
(N)
2i , ξ

(N)
2i+1], we can naturally couple the processes I(N)(t) and Ĩ(N)(t) with I(N)(ξ

(N)
2i ) =

Ĩ(N)(ξ
(N)
2i ) = 1, such that sample path-wise, I(N) is dominated by the process Ĩ(N). Thus, taking

x = N
1
2+δ in (B.2), we have that for each i ≥ 1 and large enough N,

sup
i≥1

sup
x,y,z

P(x,y,z)

(

sup

ξ
(N)
2i ≤t≤ξ

(N)
2i+1

I(N)(t) ≥ N
1
2+δ
)

≤ hN
1
2 +δ

1 ≤ e−cN2δ
, (B.3)

where c is a positive constant. This bounds I(N) on each of its excursions. Now we will consider

the interval [0, ξ
(N)
1 ]. Take N1 ∈ N such that N

1
2+δ ≥ K1N

1
2−ε and (B.3) holds for all N ≥ N1.

Note that for all N ≥ N1 and x ≤ K1N
1
2−ε, y ≥ 0,

P(x,y,z)

(

sup

0≤t≤ξ
(N)
1

I(N)(t) ≥ 2N
1
2+δ
)

≤ P

(

Ĩ(N)(t) hits 2N
1
2+δ before hitting 0 | Ĩ(N)(0) = x

)

≤ P

(

Ĩ(N)(t) hits 2N
1
2+δ before hitting 0 | Ĩ(N)(0) = ⌊K1N

1
2−ε⌋

)

≤ P

(

Ĩ(N)(t) hits N
1
2+δ before hitting 0 | Ĩ(N)(0) = 1

)

≤ e−cN2δ
,

where for the third inequality, we consider two copies of the process Ĩ(N):
{

Ĩ
(N)
1 (t), t > 0| Ĩ(N)

1 (0) =

1
}

and
{

Ĩ
(N)
2 (t), t > 0| Ĩ(N)

2 (0) = ⌊K1N
1
2−ε
⌋

} which are coupled as follows: if there is a new ar-

rival in Ĩ
(N)
1 (that is, Ĩ

(N)
1 increases by 1), then there is an arrival in Ĩ

(N)
2 with probability

N− Ĩ
(N)
2

N− Ĩ
(N)
1

;

if there is a departure in Ĩ
(N)
2 , then there is a departure in Ĩ

(N)
1 (or if Ĩ

(N)
1 was zero before the

departure, it stays zero after it). In this way, | Ĩ(N)
1 (t)− Ĩ

(N)
2 (t)| ≤ K1N

1
2−ε for all t which implies

that the third inequality holds. Also, writing i∗∗N := inf{i ≥ 0 : ξ
(N)
2i+3 ≥ N2εT}, we have by the
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same argument used to derive (A.11),

sup

x≤K1N
1
2 −ε,

y≤K2N
1
2 +ε

P

(

i∗∗N ≥ 3

2
N1+2εT

)

≤ e−
3
32 N1+2εT.

Hence, uniformly over all x ≤ K1N
1
2−ε, y ≤ K2N

1
2+ε, and feasible z,

P(x,y,z)

(

sup
0≤t≤N2εT

I(N) ≥ 2N
1
2+δ
)

≤ P(x,y,z)

(

i∗∗N ≥ 3

2
N1+2εT

)

+ P(x,y,z)

(

sup

0≤t≤ξ
(N)
1

I(N)(t) ≥ 2N
1
2+δ
)

+
3

2
N1+2εT sup

i≥1

P(x,y,z)

(

sup

ξ
(N)
2i ≤t≤ξ

(N)
2i+1

I(N) ≥ N
1
2+δ
)

≤ ae−bN2δ

.

Moreover, for all N ≥ N1, x ≤ K1N
1
2−ε, y ≤ K2N

1
2+ε,

sup
z

P(x,y,z)

( 1

N1+2ε

∫ N2εT

0
I(N)(s)ds ≥ 2N− 1

2+δ
)

≤ sup
z

P(x,y,z)

(

sup
0≤s≤N2εT

I(N)(s) ≥ 2N
1
2+δ
)

≤ ae−bN2δ
.

This completes the proof.

69


	1 Introduction
	1.1 Background and motivation
	1.2 Literature review
	1.3 Our contributions
	1.4 Notation and organization.

	2 Model Description and main results
	3 Sample-path analysis of the pre-limit process
	3.1 Down-crossing estimate
	3.2 Up-crossing estimate
	3.3 Supremum of Q2

	4 Steady state analysis
	5 Proof of process-level limit
	A Proof of Proposition 5.5
	B Upper bound on IN

