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Abstract

We propose a model uncertainty approach to heavy traffic asymptotics that allows for a high level of
uncertainty. That is, the uncertainty classes of underlying distributions accommodate disturbances that
are of order 1 at the usual diffusion scale, as opposed to asymptotically vanishing disturbances studied
previously in relation to heavy traffic. A main advantage of the approach is that the invariance principle
underlying diffusion limits makes it possible to define uncertainty classes in terms of the first two moments
only. The model we consider is a single server queue with multiple job types. The problem is formulated
as a zero sum stochastic game played between the system controller, who determines scheduling and
attempts to minimize an expected linear holding cost, and an adversary, who dynamically controls
the service time distributions of arriving jobs, and attempts to maximize the cost. The heavy traffic
asymptotics of the game are fully solved. It is shown that an asymptotically optimal policy for the system
controller is to prioritize according to an index rule and for the adversary it is to select distributions
based on the system’s current workload. The workload-to-distribution feedback mapping is determined
by an HJB equation, which also characterizes the game’s limit value. Unlike in the vast majority of
results in the heavy traffic theory, and as a direct consequence of the diffusive size disturbances, the
limiting dynamics under asymptotically optimal play are captured by a stochastic differential equation
where both the drift and the diffusion coefficients may be discontinuous.
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1 Introduction

1.1 Background, motivation and setting

The asymptotic analysis of queueing systems under heavy traffic and their non-asymptotic analysis under
model uncertainty have both been subject to extensive research. There are very few papers on settings
that combine the two; those that we are aware of are [10, 1T, 12] and [25]. In this body of work, the
effective size of uncertainty classes diminishes as the heavy traffic scaling parameter grows. The goal of
this paper is to propose an approach that combines heavy traffic and model uncertainty in a way that
keeps the disturbances associated with uncertainty at order one under the usual diffusion scale. As is well
known, owing to the invariance principle governing diffusion limits, results in the heavy traffic regime enjoy
the robustness property that the approximations they provide are based on only the first two moments of
the underlying distributions. We shall argue that in the setting proposed here the same reasons make it
possible to transform uncertainty classes in the space of distributions to classes defined by the first two
moments, a desired property from model uncertainty viewpoint.
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Although the approach is potentially applicable for a large variety of models, we focus here on one model
where a single server caters to a number of streams of jobs of different types, and a system controller
(SC) dynamically allocates the server’s effort to the different streams. The system is subject to model
uncertainty with respect to the service time distributions. The model is often referred to as a multiclass
queue, but in this paper we reserve the term class to the context of uncertainty and instead use the term
type to distinguish between streams of jobs, hence use multitype as substitute for multiclass. To capture
uncertainty, a stochastic zero sum game is formulated in which an adversary can dynamically select the
distributions of arriving job sizes from given uncertainty classes, one per job type. The cost consists
of an expected discounted linear combination of queue lengths. The asymptotics of the game are fully
solved. It is shown that it is asymptotically optimal (AO) for the SC to prioritize according to the cu
rule regardless of the adversary behavior. AO play for the adversary is derived in terms of an underlying
ordinary differential equation of Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman (HJB) type, which, moreover, characterizes the
value function asymptotics.

The importance of accounting for uncertainty in queueing models is widely acknowledged. In what
follows we mention a small sample of work in this area. An adversarial approach to questions regarding
stability of queueing networks is proposed in [7]. It is developed in [14] by exploiting the relation between
queueing models and their corresponding fluid models. In [5], a worst case approach based on techniques
of robust optimization is proposed and used to obtain performance bounds on several queueing models. In
[18], a queueing control problem is solved in which model uncertainty is characterized by relative entropy.
The modeling of call centers has motivated much work on model uncertainty, including [6l @, 16 20 27].
Among these, [6l 16, 27] model uncertainty via stochastic fluid models, where in particular, the fluid scale
asymptotics are rigorously justified in [6]. A staffing problem is solved in [9] in the Halfin-Whitt heavy
traffic regime, where a worst case approach is taken (among others) to uncertainty in the arrival process.
Another control problem for a call center model is analyzed in [20], where uncertainty is modeled by
stochastic arrival rates and diffusion-scale asymptotic optimality of a proposed control policy is proved.
In 4 [13], robust control problems associated with fluid queueing models are considered via differential
games. A robust approach to queueing models at the large deviations regime is proposed in [I].

The work that is most relevant to ours is the aforementioned series [10, 11, 12]. It combines an
adversarial and an asymptotic approach in the heavy traffic regime, and studies a queueing system similar
to the one studied here. In [I0 [IT] buffers are finite, cost is linear in queue length and rejection count,
whereas in [I2] buffers are infinite and cost is strictly convex in queue length. The uncertainty class of
arrival and service time distributions is based on a reference model corresponding to the multitype M/M/1
queue, in which arrival and potential service processes are Poisson with given intensities. The adversary is
allowed to perturb the law of these processes, but is subject to a penalty expressed in terms of a functional
which is a generalization of the Kullback-Leibler divergence between the perturbed and reference measures.
The results of [10] 11 characterize the limiting value function in terms of an HJB equation and construct
AO strategies, whereas the paper [12] proves that the generalized cu rule is an AO strategy for the SC and
provides an explicit solution to a differential game which governs the asymptotics of the problem. Similar
setting and methodology appear also in the preprint [25].

Our treatment differs from that in [10, 11l 12] in a number of ways, two of which are crucial: The
collection of distributions allowed in the uncertainty class, and the asymptotic size of this class. To explain
the first aspect, note that because in [10, 11 12] model uncertainty is quantified in terms of penalty
for deviations measured by divergence, the uncertainty classes of the underlying counting processes are
automatically restricted to absolutely continuous changes of measure with respect to Poisson processes.
However, standard (non-game) heavy traffic limit theorems are typically concerned with much larger classes
of distributions within the domain of applicability of CLT approximations, namely those restricted only
by moment assumptions. We aim here at uncertainty classes defined only in terms of moments, and not
restricted to absolutely continuous changes of measures of one another.



The second crucial aspect has to do with the scale of the uncertainty classes. In the setting of [10} 111 [12],
the effective size of the uncertainty classes shrinks like n=1/2 as n grows, where we have denoted by n
the usual heavy traffic scaling parameter. More precisely, it is shown in these references that there is
no loss for the adversary to consider only changes of measures for which the stochastic intensities of the
underlying counting processes are (1+0O(n~/?))-multiple of the reference model’s Poissonian intensity (see
Proposition 4.4 of [10] and Proposition 4.3 of [12]). For example, if the potential service process of type 1
jobs is Poisson of rate p1 under the reference measure then within the uncertainty class it has stochastic
intensity bounded above and below by (1 + O(n~'/2)), and consequently the perturbed service time
distributions are bounded between Exp(p1 4+ cn~/?) and Exp(p; — en~1/?) in the sense of usual stochastic
ordering (here, Exp(u) denotes the exponential distribution with parameter p). It is proposed to refer to
this setting as the low uncertainty regime. Our aim is to address a different natural setting in which the
perturbations are of order 1, in a sense to be made precise, to which we shall refer as the high uncertainty
regime. One should not regard one regime superior to the other; rather, the two complement each other,
each capturing realistic modeling assumptions under different scenarios.

We now give some more details on the setting in which we work. The model can be regarded as a
multitype D/G/1 queue with uncertainty. The focus is on stochasticity associated only with sizes of jobs,
not with their arrival times, that are deterministic by assumption. Although it is desired to model arrival
stochasticity, avoiding it saves much notational burden, whereas mathematically this aspect is less difficult.
However, because jobs of size zero are allowed to occur with positive probability, the setting automatically
captures exponentially distributed interarrival times.

To fix some notation, consider for the moment the much simpler, single D/G/1 queue with fixed
underlying law (i.e., no uncertainty), described as follows. For each n € N, let {J}'}.en be IID nonnegative
RVs. In the n-th system, an arrival occurs every unit of time, and the k-th job to arrive is of size Jj.
Denote b, = n~/?(E[J}] — 1) and 02 = var(J}). It is well known that if (b,,02) — (b,02) € R x (0, 00)
then under Lindberg-Feller conditions and convergence of initial conditions, the diffusion scaled workload
of the n-th system converges, as n — oo, to a reflected Brownian motion (BM) with infinitesimal drift and
variance b and 0. For this reason we shall refer to b, and o2 as the prelimit drift and variance. Similarly,
in a multitype setting, there is a pair of prelimit coefficients for each type.

We can now explain how the uncertainty classes are defined in this paper. For each n and type £,
an uncertainty class is a set in the space of measures on R, representing probability laws of job sizes.
For each such measure there corresponds a pair (b,,c2) defined analogously to the above example. The
collection of pairs (by,,0?2) corresponding to all measures in the uncertainty class is denoted by K C R2.
It is assumed that, as n — oo, K — K* in the Hausdorff metric, where K* is a compact (but otherwise
arbitrary) subset of R x (0,00). A certain uniform integrability condition is also assumed.

According to this definition, an uncertainty class may contain distributions for which the second moment
differs by O(1). The same is true, for example, for the absolute centered first moment. The only sense
in which the distributions within the class must become close to each other is in the first moment, where
they can differ by only O(n_l/ 2). This is necessary in order to not trivialize the problem: if the adversary
is allowed to choose between prelimit drifts b, that are apart by more than O(n~'/2) then only those with
greatest b, will be chosen, making the problem much simpler.

1.2 Results

A first key step in our analysis is to relate the workload process, whose limit provides the state process
of the dynamics, to the queue length, in terms of which the cost is expressed. In non-game heavy traffic
settings, these processes are asymptotically proportional to one another, a phenomenon known as Reiman’s
snapshot principle (RSP) [22]. In order to analyze the game one needs to develop, as we do, a version of
RSP in which the asymptotic proportionality is attained uniformly in the actions of the SC.



The cp rule is well known to be AO in the context of linear queue length cost. Our first main result is
based on the aforementioned RSP and states that this rule defines an AO policy for the SC under arbitrary
behavior of the adversary. Thanks to this result, we can, and do, analyze the game assuming that the cu
rule is always used by the SC. Thus, although the problem we are set to solve is concerned with game
asymptotics, its limit is reduced to a stochastic control problem that involves only the adversary, which is
considerably simpler than a stochastic differential game.

In this control problem, the state process is a one-dimensional controlled diffusion with reflection at the
origin and controlled drift and diffusion coefficients. It is well known that solutions to a control problem
of this kind are characterized in terms of viscosity solutions of an HJB equation, but classical solutions do
not always exist. In our case we show by appealing to PDE theory on fully nonlinear uniformly elliptic
equations that the HJB equation has a unique classical solution. The solution to the control problem is
given by a diffusion with discontinuous drift and diffusion coefficients.

Our second main result provides a full solution to the game asymptotics. It states that the stochastic
game’s value converges to that of the diffusion control problem or, equivalently, to the solution of the
HJB equation. It also specifies an AO policy for the adversary. It is established in its proof that any
subsequential limit of the game dynamics is given by the aforementioned diffusion with discontinuous
coefficients; in this respect the limit result resembles that in the recent work [2] 3].

Finally we state a result that provides insight into the collection of distributions within the uncertainty
classes from which the adversary selects. As we will explain, it is standard to deduce from the form of
the HJB equation that an adversary that plays optimally will select distributions only from a part of the
boundary of the set, specifically, the set that generates the convex hull of K. Our results reduces further
the collection of potentially used points in the class, to what we call the set of dominating points. This
is the collection of points on the boundary that are dominating the whole set w.r.t. the partial order
(byo) < (V,o") iff b< b and o < o’

1.3 Organization of the paper

describes the queueing model, the game and the form of uncertainty classes, and introduces a martingale
control problem (MCP) which is later proved to govern the game asymptotics. It then states Theorem
on the AO of the cu-rule, Proposition [I] which relates the MCP value to an HJB equation, and Theorem
which establishes a relation between the game asymptotics, the MCP and the HJB equation. contains
remarks and examples. The remaining sections contain proofs. §4] provides the proof of Theorem
studies the MCP and the HJB equation and proves Proposition [I} Finally, Theorem [2is proved in §§6H7}
where the former establishes a general upper bound on the game asymptotics in terms of the MCP value,
and the latter identifies a sequence of controls for the adversary that asymptotically achieves this bound,
thereby establishing the convergence of the game’s value.

1.4 Notation

For k € N, [k] = {1,...,k}. Ry = [0,00). For u,v € R¥, w-v = Y uv;. For a,b € R, a < b,
Z;’:a = Ziezm[a,b}- For a,b € R, a Vb and a A b denote the maximum and, respectively, minimum of ¢ and
b, and a™ = a V 0. For a metric space (M, d), the Hausdorff metric between two nonempty sets U,V C M
is defined by

du(U,V) =sup{d(z,V) : 2 € U} Vsup{d(y,U) : y € V'},

where d(z,U) denotes the distance between a point x and a set U. For a subset K C R¥, ch(K) denotes
its closed convex hull. The symbol id : Ry — R, denotes the identity map. For f: R, — R and ¢, > 0,



denote || f[|t = supsepoq | f(s)] and
wi(f,0) = sup{|f(s1) — f(s2)] : 0 < s1 < s9< (s14+0) At}

For 0 < s < t, the notation f[s,t] stands for f(t) — f(s) and Afy = f(t) — f(t—) (when the left-limit
exists). For real-valued functions and processes, the notation X (¢) is used interchangeably with X;. Given
a Polish space E, denote by Cg[0,00) and Dg[0,00) the spaces of E-valued, continuous and, respectively,
cadlag functions on [0, 00). In the case F = R simply denote C and D respectively. Equip the former with
the topology of convergence u.o.c. and the latter with the J; topology. Denote by Cﬂ'{k [0,00) (respectively,
D[‘Rfk [0,00)) the subset of Crk[0,00) (respectively, Dpx[0,00)) of componentwise non-negative and non-
decreasing functions. Write X,, = X for convergence in law. A tight sequence of processes with sample
paths in Dg[0, 00) is said to be C-tight if it is tight and the limit of every weakly convergent subsequence
has sample paths in Cg[0,00) a.s. The letter ¢ denotes a deterministic constant whose value may change
from one appearance to another.

2 Model and results

2.1 Queueing model and game setting
2.1.1 Queueing model

The queueing model is that of a multitype D/G/1 queue with L types of jobs, operating in continuous
time, where each type has a dedicated unlimited buffer, and arrivals into each of these buffers occur at
deterministic times. In the n-th system an arrival occurs every n~! units of time (starting at time n=1!),
and the service rate is n. All random variables (RVs) and processes introduced below are defined on a
probability space (£2, F,P). For k € N, at each time kn~!, a type-£ job of size Jﬁ” arrives at the /-th buffer
of the n-th system. As a result, for each ¢, the number of type-£ arrivals by time ¢, and the work associated
with these arrivals are given, respectively, by

nt
nt),  AP=3J"  teR,. (1)
k=1

We note that we do not regard as rescaling of time by factor n, rather nt is the number of jobs
arriving by time t. Henceforth, a superscript ‘tot’ (for ‘total’) will denote summation over ¢ € [L], e.g.
A" = Zle Al ete.

Next we introduce the control process for the SC, denoted by B = (B{") ¢e(r)- In the special case where
the server’s behavior is to devote all its effort to one type at a time, B{™ is simply the time the server has
devoted to type-f jobs by time t. In general, resource sharing is allowed and therefore Bf” represents the
cumulative effort provided to ¢-type jobs by time ¢. Because the server works at rate n, the work done by
time ¢ is given by nB{", for each type £. Denote the simplex in R” by Sim = {z € [0,1]" : Yoexe < 1}
Then the sample paths of B™ take values in

B := Lip(Sim) := {¢ € Cﬂ'{L [0,00) : 9(0) = 0, (t — )" (sh(t) —(s)) € Sim for all 0 < s < t}.

It is assumed that within each type, jobs are served according to FIFO. It is also assumed that the
system starts empty. Let W} = (Wf”)gem denote the workload at the different buffers at time ¢. Then
this process is uniquely determined by the workload arrival process A} and the cumulative effort process
B} via

Wi =A"_nB" >0, LelL], t>0. (2)



Above, we have also expressed the nonnegativity of the workload, which we shall regard as a constraint
imposed on the SC when selecting the process B™. The term nB{™ reflects the fact that the service rate is
given by n.

Next, the queue length Qf’n can also be determined from A™ and B™. To express it, let

St = inf{t > 0:nB™ > Aﬁ}n},
D = sup{k >0: S < t}.

Then Sf;” represents the time the k-th /-type job has left the system, and Df", the departure process,
represents the number of /-type jobs that have left the system by time ¢. Then we have

(" = |nt] — D" (3)
Note that by their construction, the processes A", W™ Q™ have sample paths in DRi [0, 00).
The diffusion scale versions of W, Q™ and R" are given by Wwn = nV 2wn, Q" = n~1/2Q™ and

R™ = n=1/2R". Several additional diffusion scaled processes are defined later along with conditions for
heavy traffic.

2.1.2 Game formulation

We now describe a game, defined for each n, played between the SC that controls B"™ and an adversary
that controls the laws from which J" are drawn. To introduce the cost, let a vector h € (0, 00)" be given,
and let

c™(B", I = E[/oo e~th det}, n € N. (4)
0

Above, Q" is the process determined by B™ and J™. The SC’s goal is to minimize this cost, whereas the
adversary, whose goal is to disturb this effort as much as possible, attempts to maximize it. The precise
details are as follows.

Adversary controls. Let P denote the space of probability measures on R endowed with the topology
of weak convergence. For each n and ¢, a nonempty closed set IT"" C P is given, playing the role of an
uncertainty class for type-¢ job size distributions. The product 7' x --- x IT*™ is denoted by IT". At
each arrival time, n~'k, the adversary selects the random vector of job sizes, Ji = (J,g”) te[r), In two steps.
First, it selects for each type £ a distribution from the corresponding uncertainty class, namely wi" e 1.

Before doing so it may observe all past job sizes J{',...,J;' ;. This is expressed by requiring
T = (Tr,i")ge[[,] e Fl_=0{J) :m<k—1} (5)

We also denote
gtn = f?ntj’ t >0, (6)
and note that Fj* = g,’;/n.

In the second step, the adversary selects the random vector J;' so that it follows the product law
corresponding to these newly selected distributions. More precisely, for Cp, € R, (Borel subsets of R ),
te[L],

P(N{Ji" € CoH|Fiy) = [ [ k" (Cio)- (7)
l
(We assume without loss of generality that the probability space supports such RVs).

An admissible control for the adversary is thus a sequence (af)yen = (7}, JP)ken of II™ x RE-valued
RVs, satisfying and . The collection of all admissible controls for the adversary is denoted by A".



Remark 1. An alternative way to define the second step is to set A™ = II"™ and let J}' be selected arbitrarily
according to (7)) rather than letting the adversary select it. In this case one must show that the way in
which it is selected always leads to the same game. This is true but requires some further arguments, which
we have chosen to omit by letting the adversary select J;' (which also leads to the same game). Moreover,
it may at first seem that when selecting the pair (7, J;*), the adversary can compare outcomes of different
pairs and select the best disturbance among these outcomes. However, this would violate the requirement
that 7! is selected based only on the past outcomes, J7',..., JJ" ;.

SC strategies. In this paragraph we use underline to denote members of the space of sample paths of
a corresponding stochastic processes. In particular, let A" = (II" X RQ)N . Then a™ = (z",J") € A" is
deterministic, and a" = (7™, J") € A" defined above is a process that has sample paths in A".

We topologize A" with the product topology and recall that B is equipped with the topology of u.o.c.
convergence; we consider both spaces with their Borel o-fields. A measurable map 5" : A" — B is said
to be a strategy for the SC in the n-th system. By selecting a strategy 5", the SC determines the control
process B™ as a response to the adversary’s control a” via

B"(w) = g"(a"(w)), w € §2. (8)

For a strategy 8" to be admissible, it must satisfy several additional properties.
- Nonnegativity constraint. Given n, if ¢ = (7", J") € A" and B" = "(a"), then for the nonnegativity
constraint to hold we must require that

nt
Al —nB} € Ri for all ¢, where A} = ZJZ (9)
k=1
- Work conservation. We will only consider work conserving strategies. For the precise details we need
to introduce two pieces of notation. First, let R} denote the idleness process R} = nt — nBttOt’". Work
conservation is the property that the server works at full capacity whenever there is work in the system.
This can be expressed mathematically as f[o,oo) th Ot’ndR? = 0.
Second, enter the Skorohod map on the half line. This map, denoted throughout this paper by I :
Dg|[0, 00) — D, [0,00) x D [0, 00), sends a function 4 to a pair (¢, n), where

Pt) =v()+nt).,  n(B)= swp ()T, t20, (10)

The corresponding maps ¥ — ¢ and @ — 7 are denoted by I and I5, respectively. Skorohod’s lemma
states that for ¢ € Dg[0,00), if (p,n) € Dr, [0,00) x Dg[0,00), ¢ = ¥ + 7 and f[o o0) Pt = 0 then

(p,m) = I'(¥).
Putting together the last two comments, noting that by

Wtotm, — Atotm _ nBtotm, — Atot,n — nid+ }%n7
it follows that
(WU Ry = [(A™%" —nig). (11)

Hence work conservation is expressed by requiring that the map 8" satisfies the following. Given n, if
a" = (7", J") € A" and B" = "(a") then nid — nB™"" = IH(A™"" — n id), namely

B = id — Iy(n tA™Y™ — iq). (12)



- Causality. We shall also require admissible strategies to be causal (or non-anticipating) in the following
sense. For every n and a",a" € A", denoting B" = " (a"), B" = gr(a"),

if af = ay for all k < K then BY = B} for all t € [0, (K + 1)n™}). (13)

A strategy (" is said to be admissible for the n-th system if @, and hold. The collection of
all admissible strategies for the n-th system is denoted by B™. The relation , that defines the process
" “omega-by-omega”, will be written as B" = "(a") in what follows.

By our definitions, the process af is {F}' }-adapted. As a consequence, the process A} is {G}' }-adapted.
For the adaptedness of B" we have the following.

B™ in terms of a

Lemma 1. If a™ € A" and 5™ € B™ then the process B™ := ™(a™) is {G}'}-adapted.
The proof of this result appears in the appendix.
Game’s value. With a slight abuse of notation, for a given control process B™ for the SC and a control

process a” = (7", J") for the adversary, we define the corresponding cost C™(B™, a™) by identifying it with
C™(B™,J") of (). The value of the game is then defined by

VP = inf sup C"(B"(a"),d").
preB™ a"EE" (/8 ( ) )

Remark 2. We have constructed the game in such a way that its whole history is measurable w.r.t. the job
size history. Therefore, the requirement that the decisions of both players are adapted to the history of
job sizes entails that the players are allowed to observe the complete game history (such as the past values
of (W, B, DY, Q7)) when making their decisions.

2.1.3 Uncertainty classes and assumptions

For each m € P, we denote by (™ and (¢™)? the mean and variance of T, i.e.
&= [ antaa), @ = [ (@& )aln).
[0,00) [0,00)
It will be convenient to work with the notation ¢" = %(a”)z. Further assumptions on the uncertainty
classes IT™ are as follows.
Assumption 1. (Uncertainty classes).
1. sup,, ; SUP e pyen f[&oo) rin(dr) < oo.

2. For each { there exist a constant i > 0 and a compact set K* C R x (0,00) such that K" — K% in
du, the Hausdorff distance corresponding to the Euclidean metric on R?, where

Kén — {(bfrﬁn’qﬂ') p—_ H@n}7 bﬂén — n1/2(§7r - 1/11/)

Thus K is the collection of prelimit drift and (half) variance of all measures that lie in I7°". Tt follows
from the assumption that IT*" are closed for each ¢ and n and Assumption (1) that K" are closed sets.
The assumption implies that all service time distributions allowed to be used by the adversary have the
property that their mean converges to 1/u’ as n — co. Thus u’ represents the first order service rate for
type £. These parameters are assumed to satisfy the following.



Assumption 2. (Heavy traffic). The constants '’ from Assumption satisfy > ,(pf)~t = 1.

Assumptions [I] and 2| are our standing assumptions, that will be in force throughout this paper. Let us
label the classes so that
Rt < h?u? < ... < hbut. (14)

By scaling h we may and will assume without loss that hlu! = 1.

2.2 Main results

A non-preemptive fixed priority policy is a strategy for the SC according to which service is noninterruptible
and whenever the server becomes available (or the system is empty and a new arrival occurs) it admits
into service a job of the type that has lowest index waiting in the queue (or arriving) at that moment.
Because we have labeled the types as in , the corresponding policy obtained prioritizes according to
the index hu. This is often referred to in the literature as the nonpreemptive cu policy. We will denote by
5" € B™ the strategy corresponding to the nonpreemptive cu policy for the n-th system. Our first main
result is that the sequence of strategies 5*" is AO regardless of the behavior of the adversary.

Theorem 1. Consider an arbitrary sequence of controls for the adversary, a™ € A™. Then

lim{ inf C™(8"(a"),a")—C" (8" (a"),a")} = 0.

n 671 cB”

Theorem [1| allows us to reduce the asymptotic treatment of the game to that of a control problem in
which the strategy for the SC has been fixed as §*" and one optimizes only over the adversary controls.
We now introduce a problem that describes the limiting behavior of this control problem, hence of the
game.

Martingale control problem (MCP). Given w € Ry, an admissible control system for w is a tuple
S = (2,F {F}, P, (X, YY), W R),
where (£2, F,{F;},P) is a filtered probability space, and
1. X* are continuous Fi-martingales with X§ = 0,
2. Yt are Fy-adapted with Yé =0,
3. P-a.s., (W' R) = I'(w + Xt 4 Ytot),
4. One has P-a.s. [X!,X!] =0 for all £ # ¢’ and

Oﬁ”ﬁWkﬁms

h(K* 0<s<t.
t—s ' 2(—s) )EC( ) =8

Notice that Property 4 implies that both Y* and [Xf] have Lipschitz sample paths. The collection of all
admissible control systems for w is denoted by &,,. The cost for the problem is a function from U, >0S,,
to Ry, given by

oo
q&:EL/eﬂWPﬁ}
0
where E denotes expectation under P, and the value is defined as

V(w) = Sseué) Cc(S).



In the MCP, the process W' represents the limit of the processes Wtotm —= o0 W and R the limit
of R™. The processes X! and Y are related to the arrival processes A™ in a slightly more complicated way,
to be explained in In terms of notation, X' and Y% stand for the sum over ¢ as per our convention,
but note that as far as workload is concerned, the formulation above involves only one process, W' (a
notation W for the limit of W is not needed).

For (vi,vs,b,q) € R* let

H(v1,v2,b,q) = bvy + qua,

H (v1, v2) = H(vi, v2, b, q),
(v1,v2) (b,q)Iélffl)gKg) (v1,v2,b,q)
H (v, v9) = H(vq,v9, b, q).
(v1,v2) (qu)g(lﬁz(ldn) (v1,v2,b,q)

Then the value of the MCP can be characterized in terms of the following HJB equation
> H (W (w), v (w)) = w(w) +w =0, w>0, (HJB)

that will always be considered with boundary conditions u/(0) = 0 and limsup,,_, ., |u(w)|/w < co. We
will be concerned with classical solutions, namely C? function that satisfy the equation classically.

Proposition 1. 1. There ezists a unique classical solution to (HJB)), denoted throughout by u. Moreover,
V =u.

2. Given w there exists an admissible control system which is optimal for the MCP. Under this system,
(WPt R) form a weak solution (W, R) to the SDE with reflection at the origin

t t
Wt =w + / b(Ws)dS + / O'(Ws)dZt + Rt,
0 0

where Z is a standard BM (SBM). Above, b =3",b" and o = (3,(¢*)?)'/2. Moreover, if we set ¢* = % (o)?

then (b%, %) is a Borel measurable function Ry — ch(K*) which satisfies ’

H(u'(2),u"(2),°(2),¢°(2)) = H' (W' (2),u"(2)), 2z € Ry
3. The function u is nonnegative, non-decreasing and convex.

Our second main result relates the stochastic game to the MCP and HJB equation.
Theorem 2. 1. One has V" — V(0) = u(0).
2. There ezists for each n and { a measurable function ™ : R — IT* such that
H(v/'(2), 4" (2), ¥ " (@it qd’en(z)) =H" (W (2),u"(2)), z € Ry.
3. If the SC uses the strategy B*" then it is AO for the adversary to select the control according to
ml =W ) k> L (15)

Moreover, if we let

Uﬁn - (UI(W(Z)E?)/n)a UII(W;]?E?)/n))7 k Z 17

then the selection expressed by (15| can equivalently be stated as letting

(b,q) € argmax (V/,q') - vi"
(¥,q") K

and then selecting a member 7T € HZ” such that its prelimit drift and variance coefficients are given by
(bﬂ'Zn7 Trén) — (b, q)‘

10



3 Comments and examples

3.1 On the drift-variance tradeoff

Let us describe the simplest setting of our model for which the MCP is not trivial. This is the case when
there is only one type of jobs, hence the SC has no freedom at all and the server simply works whenever
there is work in the system. Moreover, the uncertainty class consists of only two members for each n. The
adversary dynamically selects one of the two members for each arrival. This version of the model, although
very simple, is meaningful, and can be used to explain the so called drift-variance tradeoff, which is present
in a more complex fashion in the full model.

Consider a diffusion process W on R with reflection at zero, for which the drift and diffusion coefficients
can be dynamically controlled as follows. Two pairs of real numbers (b, 0,,) € R x (0,00), m = 1,2, are
given. A mode m € {1,2} can be dynamically chosen, and accordingly the instantaneous drift-diffusion
pair of W is given by (bm,0m). One attempts to maximize the cost E [; e 'W;dt. It is not hard to see
that the MCP is equivalent to this problem in the special case under consideration. Now, if only the drift
coefficient is subject to control (that is, o1 = 02) then it can be shown by a simple coupling that a control
that always selects the larger value will maximize the cost. Similarly, if only the diffusion coefficient can
be controlled, it is the one with larger value that is optimal to select. The situation is different when
by > by and 01 < o9. This problem was solved in [24], where it was called the tortoise-hare problem, and
some extensions of it were studied in [3] where it was referred to as the drift-variance tradeoff. As shown
n [24], the HIB equation can be fully solved, and its solution reveals an optimal tradeoff between the
modes. Specifically, under the optimal control, mode 1 is selected at times when W; > w* and mode 2
when W; < w*. Here, w* is a free boundary point characterized by an equation expressing the so called
principle of smooth fit (see [24] and [3] for more details).

Thus, in the case where the uncertainty class has two members, the asymptotics of our model can
be described by an explicit formula (i.e., the solution from [24] to the HJB equation), and moreover the
asymptotic behavior of the adversary is fully understood.

We will have more to say about finite uncertainty classes. In any case, in its full generality, the MCP
we study in this paper can be viewed as the problem of finding an optimal drift-variance tradeoff albeit in
a more complex setting.

3.2 On the extremal and dominating subsets of ch(K*")

Our results show how the adversary behaves under an AO play. In particular, Theorem [2| asserts that
the prelimit drift and variance coefficients are chosen dynamically so as to maximize the expression
H(vy,v2,b,q) over (b,q) € ch(K™) for suitably defined (vi,v2) depending on the current state. A fur-
ther insight on how the adversary acts can be gained by arguing that the maximization may be restricted
to a smaller set. Because H is affine in (b, q), it is clear that the maximum is in the set, denoted eyt K7,
of extreme points of ch(K*"). We argue that one may restrict further the set where the maximum occurs.
Consider the partial order < on R? defined by (b,q) < (¥,¢') if b < ¥/ and ¢ < ¢’. For a compact set
K C R? let Ogom K denote the set of dominating points in K w.r.t. this partial order. That is, the smallest
set of points (U, ¢') such that for every (b,q) € K there exists (b,¢’) in this set such that (b,q) < (V/,¢').
In follows from Proposition [1| that u’ and u” are non-negative functions. As a result, H(u/'(w),u" (w), b, q)
is increasing in b and ¢. This implies that it is always advantageous for the adversary to choose points in
the set dgom K ™. Combining the two observations, the maximum can be restricted a priori to

6ext Kﬁn N 6domKKn-

An example is shown in Figure
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Figure 1: An example of a set K and its extremal and dominating sets. The set K is shown in gray. The
boundary of ch(K) is in red. The set Oext K consists of the two black points, three red points and the red
dashed bold curve. The set Ogom K consists of the three red points, the red dashed and the red bold dashed
curve. Thus the set Oext K N Ogom K Is given by the three red points and the red bold dashed curve.

The simplification becomes much more significant in the special case of polygons. In this case the sets
M := 0yt K N Ogom K™ and M := 0oyt K N Ogom K¢ are finite. The HIB equation simplifies to

~

max H(v' (w),u” (w),b,q) — u(w) +w = 0, w > 0.
(b,q)eM?

=1
We arrive at a conclusion that uncertainty classes given by polygonal domains are no different than finite
uncertainty classes as far as our setting is concerned. Beyond insight on the behavior of the adversary,
this observation is relevant also for numerical solutions to the HJB equation, where it becomes much more
manageable to numerically solve the equation when optimizing over a finite set.

3.3 Example: Gamma distribution

Gamma distributions are sometimes used to model service duration in the context of queueing systems;
see for example [26] for an early such reference. Our goal here is to determine what collections of Gamma
distributions give rise to a reasonable choice of an uncertainty class K", and also what K" may look like
for a natural choice of an uncertainty class defined in terms of the distribution parameters. Because there
is no difference in our treatment between the various types ¢ € [L], fix ¢ and let it be removed from all
notation.

For a > 0, 8 > 0, Gamma(q, [3) is the distribution on R that has a density f given by

flx) = 5 @ lePT,

The mean and variance are given by a/3 and a/3?, respectively. For the prelimit coefficients, consider a
target set K" given as a rectangle,

K" = [ 7117[)121] X [q?,qg],

and assume that b7, b3, ¢ and ¢y converge to by, ba, ¢1 and ga, respectively. Consider 11" to be a collection
of Gamma(c, 8) distributions of the form

II" = {Gamma(x, B) : (o, B) € G"}, (16)

12



where G™ C (0, 0)?. What should G™ be in order to achieve the above target set? To answer this, compute
the prelimit coefficients for = € II"™ with parameters «, 5. Then

«@ o
bﬂ- — (* — ) d 4 = —.
vn 5 ) ad dT=gg
Note first that b € [b}, b5] implies that
a E [ by by }
vn'vn
In addition,
T o 1 n
q Tﬁz % 3 41 ¢5]
The last two equations imply
e { 1 1 }
n N ANE
2q3 (b + ﬁ) 2q7 (p + ﬁ)

and

aeumﬁ[\l}%,%]

This gives rise to

G" = (,p), B e . . o } aeuﬂ+ﬁ[
2q5 (1 + f) 2q7 (1 + f)

by bh
v

The reverse direction is also of interest, namely for a given ”reasonable” choice of G™ we shall ask what

"™ and K look like. Consider first II™ given as in , where G = [af, ab] x [57, 5%]. We argue that in

this case the disturbances must be o(1) to meet our assumptions, hence this choice does not lead to what
we have called a high uncertainty regime. Indeed, this choice leads to

() (- )] e [ k)

In order for K™ to converge to a compact set it is necessary (but not sufficient) that \/n(a/g; —u) = O(1)
for all i, k € {1,2}. Hence one must have |3} — 85| = O(n~'/?). For 7 such that b™ = O(1),

5 =n+00R) (17)
which means o
q" = 25 = % +0(5). (18)

For the set K™ to converge, f1" and 33 must converge, and because of and |B] — 5| — 0 they must
have the same limit 5*. There is only one choice of limiting variance given by n/(26*). Although our
results are not vacuous in this case, they do not give significant information.

We thus turn to a different definition of G", which makes «/f nearly constant. A natural set that
satisfies this requirement is

G" ={(a,0): B € [B1,Pa],a = B € [-af, 3]},

13
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Figure 2: The set K of . The extreme and dominating sets are shown according to the same convention
as in Figure . Left: oy > 0 and ag > 0. Right: oy < 0 and ag > 0. (The case oy < 0 and ag < 0 is similar
to the first one). In both cases, the set of extreme dominating points is given by the two red points.

for \/na — o; € R. We can then introduce a new parameterization (b, 3), where b = /n(a/8 — ). If
m = Gamma(cq, 3), we obtain b™ = b and ¢™ = u/(26) + b/(28+/n). This gives rise to

= {045+ o) pe st ve - vl

Taking the Hausdorff limit, using , K™ converges to

"= {(b € [252 251] he [_231’%:2}}' (19)

Possible sets K corresponding to the above are shown in Figure

3.4 Example: Finite uncertainty class

Assume that for each ¢, the uncertainty class IT" consists of finitely many measures. For simplicity,
assume also that they all have the same cardinality, M. We label the members of each uncertainty class
by m € [M], and, as in refer to m as modes. Thus each IT consists of {7/ : m € [M]}. In this
case the game can be described in very simple terms. In the n-th system, for each (¢, m) there is an IID
sequence of ™" -distributed RVs, denoted J,ﬁm”, k € N. These sequences are mutually independent. At
each arrival time, k/n, for each type ¢, there are M job candidates, namely J,ﬁm", m € [M]. The adversary
selects one of the M candidates and this will be the job to actually arrive at buffer £. When making
the selection, the adversary has access to the history of the system, as well as to the label m (thus the
distribution) of each of the candidates, but it does not have access to the RVs J,ﬁm” themselves. As in our
general setting, the SC’s role is to split the server’s effort among the types. See Figure

It is assumed that all distributions alluded to above have a finite fourth moment, so as to satisfy our
assumptions. Next, to meet our scaling assumptions, it is assumed that

bém

E[J,™"] = Tt o( =), 5 Var(Ji"™") = ¢ + o(1),

where ¢"™ > 0. By definition, for 7 = 7", we have b™" = b'™ 4 o(1). As a consequence, K*" — K' in
dp, where K consists of the pairs (b, ¢"™).

We now describe the choices made by the adversary. As argued in §3.2, among all points in K
only those in A := 9o K N 957 K are taken into account. Let M C [M] denote the set of labels

14



Adversary

O Server

Figure 3: Illustration of the case with finite uncertainty classes, specifically M = 2. With two streams of
1ID job sizes per type, the adversary dynamically controls which stream is admitted into the buffer, and
the SC controls the server’s effort allocation.

corresponding to points in A. An example of a finite set K" is shown in Figure (a). In this example
there are three member of the set Joxt K™ N Dgom K™, shown in red. We argue that these three points
define a finite partition of Ri according to which the adversary’s choices are made. To this end, recall the
notation

Uin = (UI(W(t]SE?)/n)a u//(W(t]?E;L)/n))-

By Proposition |1} this process takes values in Ri. By Theorem |2, the choice made at time k/n is to select
mode

mé" € argmax (b, gm) - VI (20)

meMn

Alternatively, this can be expressed as

my* € argmax || (bm, gm) || cos(6rm),
meMEn

where 6,, is the angle between (b, ¢mn) and vi”. This rule corresponds to a partition of Ri into [M™|
cone-shaped regions, as shown in Figure (b) Namely, the adversary chooses a mode at the k-th step
according to the region to which vﬁ” belongs.

Note that if L = 1 and the set of points that are extremal and dominating consists of exactly two
points, then we are back in the scenario described in The above discussion shows that in this case
the decision is according to whether

(b1, q1) - 0" S (b, 2) - U™

4 AO of the cu policy

In this section we prove Theorem The collection of all processes comprising the queueing model are
uniquely defined once the players have selected their actions. Given n, a control a™ € A™ chosen by the
adversary and a strategy S" € B™ chosen by the SC, we shall always assume the collection of processes
is the one determined by the pair (a", ") and will not explicitly specify the dependence on this pair.
In we defined the tuple (£7,6™", 0™, ¢™) corresponding to a measure 7. When one substitutes the

15
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Figure 4: (a) A finite uncertainty class K" consisting of 8 points, shown in blue (2 points), black (3 points)
and red (3 points). The extreme points are the 3 black and 3 red points. The boundary of ch(K) is
shown in red; its subset of dominating set is shown in dashed red line. The intersection Oext K™ N Ogom K ™
consists of the three red points. (b) A partition of R% into decision regions. The decision is made according
to the region to which vﬁ" belongs.

measures Wﬁ” chosen by the adversary, this tuple becomes a stochastic process, for which we shall use the
notation

éin _ £7r£", bin _ bﬂi”,ﬁn’ o.f;n _ a_ﬂﬁn’ qﬁn _ qwﬁn‘ (21)
We need the notion of convergence in probability uniformly in the strategy 5", and related notions.

Definition 1. Let {¢Zn,5n} and {gpgnﬁn()} be a sequence of RVs and, respectively, stochastic processes,
that depend onn € N, o’ € A" and 8™ € B".

e Given a sequence a™ € A", the sequence {ngnﬁn} 18 said to converge to 0 in probability uniformly in
B" € B™ if for any e > 0,

P (| gn| > 0
Sup P (|95 en| 22) >

as n — oco. Henceforth, this convergence will simply be called uniform in probability.

e Given a™ € A", the sequence {pyn n ()} is said to be uniformly (in 8" € B") C-tight if for any to > 0
and e > 0,
- n B
xll)rgo hgsol(l)p 5?;%1 ]P’( Hgoanﬁn Hto > x) =0,
lim limsup sup P (wy, (gogn,é) >¢) =0.

0—0 n—ooco BrcBn

We now state several lemmas and provide the proof of Theorem [T based on them. In these lemmas
are proved.
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4.1 Proof of Theorem [1]
The first states that the total workload process does not depend on the strategy.

Lemma 2. For anyn € N, a" € A", B, B" e B", if WtLn gnd W gre the processes corresponding to
(a™, B™) and (a™, "), respectively, then WL = Jytotn,

Proof. Tmmediate from and the definition of A%%", O
Next is a polynomial in time estimate on the second moment of the workload and queue length.

Lemma 3. There exists a constant ¢ < oo such that for alln € N, t >0, a™ € A" and 8" € B",
HE[HIE/totﬂlug] < C(t + 1)2’ HE[”(@totﬂzH?] < C(t + 1)2_

The following result is a version of the RSP, by which the queue length and workload processes are
asymptotically proportional to one another.

Lemma 4. Given any a™ € A", for all tyg > 0 and ¢ € [L], ||Qé" - ,L/WK”HtO — 0 uniformly in probability
as n — oo.

Whereas the above three lemmas are concerned with general behavior of the SC, our next result is
about a certain property of the specific strategy §*"*. It states that when the server operates under the
fixed nonpreemptive priority rule, the workload is asymptotically concentrated on the lowest-priority type.

Lemma 5. Assume that the SC applies the strategy p*™. Then for any a™ € A", 25:2 Wi — 0 in
probability as n — oo.

We are now ready to prove Theorem
Proof of Theorem[1]. It suffices to prove that liminf, A™ > 0 where

A" = inf C™(B"(a"),a") — C"(B*"(a"), a").

BeB™

To this end, we observe that for any strategy 8" € B™ and ty > 0,

Cc™(BM(a™), a") = E'/Ooo eth - Q;Ldt]

- to L R R R [e’e] R
—E / et ST RUQE — W + wa”)dt] + E[ / eth - Q?dt} (22)
§ =1 to
C to L R R to < ot
>E / et S RO — ,/Wf”)dt} + E[ / et ’”dt]
-JO /=1 0

where the last inequality is due to the nonnegativity of Wf" and the fact hfu’ > h'u! = 1. Upon denoting

L
ol 87 = B[ S MR — ), | ) = sup (a5,
=1 ’ preBr

and recalling that by Lemma Wtotn does not depend on the strategy, we have

to R
inf C"(B"(a"),a") > E[ / e_tthOt’"dt} — g (an). (23)
Bne]Bn 0
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We now assume that the SC applies the strategy 5*". Using the inequality

L

L L
SRR < Wi e 3T W < W 4 3 T

/=1 (=2 =2

in (22)), we obtain C™(8*"(a"),a") < E[fgo et dt) + &' (a™), where
~t0 [Z HQZn _MZVAVEnHtO}’ ~to _ CE Z/ ft”QZnH dt ’
~t In ~t ~t
O |:H Z W t0:| O Z O

Again using the fact that Wtotn is independent of 8", combining with we obtain

A" > —gto(qn) — g (g™).

In view of Lemma 3| the uniform (in 8") convergence stated in Lemma (4] shows that lim, £ (a™) = 0 for
every to. For the same reason, lim, £°(a") = 0. Similarly, by Lemmas [3| and [5 lim,, & (a™) = 0. This

shows that ~
lim inf A™ > — lim sup &% (a™) > —c/ et + 1)dt,
n n to
where Lemma [3|is used again. The result follows on taking ty — oo. O

4.2 Proof of the Lemmas

In

The proofs require some preparation. Denote the centered version of job size by j,g” = J,ﬁ” —&;". Recalling

the definition of b from Assumption and , we can write

nt /b
bj, 1
wit=>"Jf § § : —nB" = X{" + V" + |nt] i nB{", (24)
k=1

where we defined
nt ~ bln
X =Yg, Z (25)
k=1

By compactness of K¢ and the convergence K™ — K' in dy, the sets K" are uniformly bounded. Hence
so are the processes b™, g'. Recalling that by our convention Y/ = n~2y " we have

[V <et and  w (Y™ 8) <e(@+nt), 0<5<t (26)
Second, with e = |nt] — nt, by (11)) we write W;°"" = X" 4 ¥, 4+ ¢ + R{°™ and obtain
(Wtot,n’ Rn) _ F(X—tot,n + ?tot,n + é”) (27)

Lemma 6. There exists a constant ¢ such that for alln € N, ¢ € [L], a" € A" and " € B",
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1. The processes X gre martingales with respect to {G'}, of quadratic covariation

(X X, ZJ,f"Jk/ ,

2. E[HX‘)”H%] < ct and E[[Xen]t] < ct.

Proof. As the index ¢ does not play any role in the proof, it is fixed and omitted to simplify notation. Note
that {X}'}+>0 is adapted to {G}'}+>0 by the definition of X™ and of G". Consider s < ¢. If |nt| = |ns]|
then the increment of X" is zero. If [nt| = |ns| 4+ 1 then
20 | N 1
E[Xt - X |gs] = \f [ |_ntJ|‘/r|_nt ] 0.
For general ¢t > s the martingale property follows by the tower property. The expression for the quadratic
covariation follows directly from its definition. This proves part 1.
To prove part 2, abbreviate X/™ to X; and J to Jj in the next display to get

R 13 2 _
E[X?] = - Y E[] + - > E[Jidm) (28)
k=1 1<m<k<nt
2 ] _
<ctt— Y E[E[L|FL] ] =c, (29)

1<m<k<nt

where the boundedness of the second moment of J;' follows from the boundedness of qﬁ". The claim
regarding E[||X||7] now follows from Doob’s inequality. Next, E[[X z"]t] is equal to the first term in (28)),
and thus the required estimate follows from . O

Proof of Lemma([3 In this proof the superscript tot is omitted. Using , the explicit expression for I

given in , and ,

W™ e < 2(1X" e + Y™ [le) +1 < 2| X" [le +e(t + 1). (30)
Hence by Lemma@7 E[HW”H%] <c(t+1)2%
Next, by the definition of D}* we have W, Zk Din g1 Jk , where clearly D{™ < nt. By the definition
of bi"
. 1 nt bén 1 R N Qﬁn
wit=— ) (J,ﬁ” e )—Xf”+Y,f” Xpin pn = Yo + -
vn ki1 Voot It
Hence,
o= (W — XV Xl V. (31)

By the bound just obtained on the second moment of W™ and the bounds used in the previous paragraph
on X" and Y™, E[||Q"[1?] < ¢(t + 1)2 O

Lemma 7. For any control a™ € A", the sequence {Xﬂn’ [XK”], yin pytotn Rn}neN is uniformly C-tight.

C-tightness is not stated, and in general does not hold, for each component Wwin,
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Proof. Tt suffices to prove uniform C-tightness for each component. We prove first for each ¢ € [L] that the
first three components of the tuple are uniformly C- tlght omitting the index ¢ in the proof. By (26 . the
process Y™ is bounded by the function ct, and wy, (Y™, ) < ¢(86 +n~1). Because both bounds are uniform
in 5™ € B", uniform C-tightness follows.

Turning to X™, given tg, the uniform bound needed on P(||X™||,, > ) follows from Lemma @ Next,
for any § of the form 3to/N, some N € N, consider the N = 3t/ closed intervals At; = [(i — 1)3, 3]
Then

IF’( sup  |XP— X7 > 6) <P
t,5<to,|t—s|<8

/—\

Sie {1, N}s sup |7 - X7| > 5)
t,s€At;

-

]P’( sup | XP— X7| > %)
t,s€ At;

=1

E[Supt,seAti |th - Xﬂﬂ
(e/3)4

-

@
I
-

Denoting t; = (i — 1)%,

sup | X7 — X7* < e sup | X7 — X7
t,sEAL; teEAL; '

Since Xt” is a martingale, Burkholder’s inequality yields

ntiy1
N 1 on on 2 C m In C
E[ sup | X! —Xti|4} < E[([XMi — X"0)] = Y E(PTR)Y < Smé+172  (32)
teAt; " k,m=|nt; |+1 "

where the last ineqaulity combines Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, Assumption and the fact that |nt—nt;| <
nd. Note that ¢ does not depend on ™. Combining the above estimates gives

; 3t
sup Plwy, (X",6) > ) < =2 S (5402
ﬁeBn 6 g

This converges to 0 when taking n — oo and then § — 0, proving uniform C-tightness of {X .
As for [X™], recalling that this process is nondecreasing, we have by Lemma |6| the estimate needed on
P([X™]¢, > x). To estimate its modulus of continuity, a similar consideration as for X" gives

N S _iom )
]P)( Sup ([Xn]t - [Xn]s) > 6) < Z E[([X ]tE;1/3)Q[X ]tz) ] )

t,5<to,0<t—s<d i—1

Using (32)) to bound the terms in the above sum as we did for Xn yields uniform C-tightness of [X "] as in
the argument for X",

Next, by (T1)) we have (Wttm Ry = [(Xtotn 4 ytotn 4 ¢n)  Hence the continuity of I" implies uniform
C-tightness of {WtOt R, O

Proof of Lemmal[fl All the processes in the proof are associated with a fixed ¢, omitted from the notation.
Write

nt nt
W= Ji-nBi= Y Ji-i
k=1

k=D7+1
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where ji' = jf" is the work that the server has completed by time t of the job served at that time, if it is
of type ¢ (0 otherwise). Denoting " = X" + Y™,

nt
W e = Y (e - 2

k=Dp+1

nt .n

b 1 1 g
T+ + = e
\F ;+1<k \f) \/ﬁk:DZ?HM Vn

ey g Qi
=i - () + - 2

where on the last line we used . The last display readily gives two bounds, namely
1Q™ o < W lag + 2019 leo + 72115 (33)

and, using again the identity ,

i 2], < (3,100 Ll 50

z v

We show that the RHS of converges to 0 uniformly in probability, as n — oo. To this end, bound the
second term as

to

" n
157 e 12
Vn 1<k<nto \/n

™ n

< max ’ k‘ + €k

~ 1<k<nto \/n
S wt()(Xn75) + —

for any & > 0. The uniform C-tightness of X" stated in Lemma E implies that the above expression
converges to 0 uniformly in probability as n — oo and then § — 0. As for the first term in , note that

for € > 0,
< (w ,HQnHt‘)) ) < P(wy, (V" 6) > ¢) +P<|Q:L”t° >5>.

Lemma (7| implies that lims o lim sup,,_, . supgepn P(wy, (1",8) > ¢) = 0. Also, by and uniform C-
tightness of W' and ", it follows that n~*||Q"||;, — 0 uniformly in probability. Altogether, these
estimates show that [|IW"™ — @Hto — 0 uniformly in probability, as n — oco. O

Proof of Lemma@ Let the strategy B*" be used by the SC. Fix ¢,y > 0 and denote by £" the event
{] Zz o W|s, > e}. Denote by 9" the process

. L) o o
br=Y (— + XY
=2

I

Then, by ,

L L L

N R 1 .
Y Wit =P+ vty — —nd B (35)
(=2 =2 H =2
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By Lemma [7| and the convergece é" — 0, {¢)"},, is C-tight. Let

L
T:T”:inf{te [O,to]:ZWf”>e},

{=2

L £
0:9":sup{t€ [O,T):ZWtZ” < 2}.

(=2

Let ji* denote the residual work of the job in service at time ¢. On £", 7 and 6 take values in [0, to].
In addition, Zsz(ann —nB§") > n(t — ) — ji on E" because there is work to serve throughout this
time interval (thus the server is not idle), and moreover, there is work of high-priority (> 2) types so the
cumulative effort of serving type 1 jobs is bounded by j; (in case the job in service at time 6 is of type 1).
Therefore by and the heavy-traffic condition Zﬁzl(,ué)_l =1, on £" one has

L Trén Trén n n 1 I
;g;;(wf — W) = =+ V(7 —6) <1—M1>—\/ﬁ<f—9>+§%
Sp R Glusl 4

f vn

B

Denoting £f' = {4} —dy — T > 5},

P(E") < P(E]) + P (;’/5% > Z) .

To show that the second term converges to 0, note that it is bounded by n™
the argument given in the proof of Lemma [4] applies here. As for the first term,

1/2 maxke[nt] ,EE[L] Jﬁn Hence

P(EP) =P(EY, T — 0 > n V) + P(EP, 7 — 0 < n M4
1/4

<r (i ) e (o ()

<P (H?/A)n”to > cn1/4) + P (wto <1ﬂ",n_1/4) > i) .

Both terms converge to 0 by the C-tightness of {¢)"},. This shows that P(£") — 0 and completes the
proof. O

Theorem [1] justifies the choice of the strategy 8*" by the SC, and this will be assumed for the rest of
the paper.

5 The MCP

In this section we prove Proposition [ The proof is based on existence of classical solutions to fully non-
linear uniformly elliptic equations with Dirichlet boundary conditions. Specifically, consider the following
version of the HJB equation, set on a finite interval, namely

L

£, n 0 _
; e {q u"(w) + bu (w)} —u(w)+w=0, 0<w<auz, (HIB-z)
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with the boundary conditions u(0) = ¢p, u(z) = 1. Let us show that the assumptions of [I5, Theo-
rem 17.18] hold. To this end, the infimum in the formulation given in [I5] can be translated to supremum
by the transformation u — —u in an obvious way. Moreover, as indicated in the paragraph that follows
the statement of [I5, Theorem 17.18], it suffices to verify the conditions in [I5, (17.62)]. To verify these
conditions, note that uniform ellipticity holds in our case by the assumption that K* is compact and con-
tained in R x (0,00). The boundedness of the coefficients and their derivatives is trivial in our case, as
these coefficients are given, in the notation of [15], as follows: the coefficients a,/, b}, and c, are constants
for each v (the role of v is played in our setting by the point (6%, ¢*) € R?), and f,(w) = w. We thus deduce
that there exists a unique classical solution to (HJB-z]), for any (g, ¢1) € R?. The proof now proceeds in
several steps.
Step 1. We prove that the value function V satisfies the boundary conditions of , namely V'(0) =0
and lim sup,,_,. |V(w)|/w < cc.

For the boundary condition at infinity, note that by Burkholder’s inequality and property [ of the
MCP one has E[||X!|;] < c¢(E[X¥*])"/? < ct!/2. Also by property 4, |Y*|; < ct. By property 3,
[WEt|, < 2(w + || XY, + [|Y*Y]|;). Hence, for every w and S € &,

0<C(S) = IE[ /0 h e—twgotdt}

o —
< [T Bwe
0 [o.¢]
< c/ e Hw + Y2 + t)dt.
0
Since the constant ¢ does not depend on S, it follows that

0 <V(w) <c(w+1), w € [0, 00). (36)

Next, to show V/(0) = 0, note that

V(w) —V(0) = sup IE/ e*tW§Otdt} — sup E[/ e*tW;:Otdt]
Se6y  HJO Se6g 0

— sup B[ / e 'y (w4 X +Yt°t)(t)dt} — sup I‘E[ / e Ty (XM 4 YT (1) dt
-J0 0

SeGy Se6y
< sup E| / et (I (w + X¥ 4 Y'oU) (1) — Iy (XW 4 Ymt)(t))dt] :

We shall use the following property of the map I, which can be easily checked directly by its definition.
Let w > 0, ¢ € Cr[0,00), ¥ = IN(p) and ¥? = I (w + ¢). Denote the hitting time 7 = 7(w + ¢) =
inf{t > 0: w+ ¢ < 0}. Then for all ¢, o} < ?, whereas for all t > 7, ¢y} = 2. Hence letting
7 =7(w+ X + Yo = inf{t > 0: w+ X{°" + Yi°' < 0}, we have

V(w) = V(0) < sup E [ /0 "t (I (w X9 YR (1) — Ty (X 4 Ytot)(t))dt} .

Next, using the Lipschitz property of I'1, we bound further

0< V(w) ~V(0) < 1 sup I_E[/T e_tcwdt] < c sup E[r A1]. (37)
0

h w W sce,, SEGL,
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Because for all w and all S € &,,, the processes Y'°' are uniformly Lipschitz, denoting by ¢y the Lipschitz
constant, we have

< 4 tot _
P(r>1t) < ]P’(Oggf%t{xs + cos} > —w).

To proceed, note that by Property 4 of the MCP and the fact that K* C Rx (0, 00), the mapping s — [X'*!],
has the property

tot _ tot
o XMy X

§2 — 81

C1

for all 0 < s1 < s9, where 0 < ¢; < c¢o are constants. Consequently, this mapping admits a Lipschitz,
strictly increasing inverse, denoted 7'. By the time-change theorem for martingales [19, Theorem 3.4.6],
the process Z; = Xg‘?(t) is a SBM. Thus

P(r>t) < P( lnit{Z[Xtot]s + C(]S} > —w)

<P f Zs T —
- (0<sg,[lxtot] { + co (S>} > ’U))
<P( inf {Z;+ecs}>—w).

0<s<ecit

The RHS above does not depend on §, and, for every ¢ > 0, converges to zero as w — 0. This shows that
the RHS of converges to zero as w — 0, which shows that V/(0) = 0.

Step 2. Denote by f = f(*) the unique solution, defined on [0, 2], to with the boundary conditions
f(0) = V(0), f(x) = V(z). In this step we relate this solution to a control problem set on the bounded
domain [0, z]. Given any admissible control system for the MCP, S, let

T, = inf{t > 0: W ¢ (0,z)}.
For 0 < t < 7, property 3 of the MCP reduces to W' = + X%t 1Yt and R = 0. The goal of this step

is to prove the identity

f(w) = sup E [/ ‘ e *Witds + e 1y, o0y V (Wi‘f)] , 0<w<u. (38)

Abbreviating W't to W, applying It6’s lemma and denoting 7 = 7(z,t) 1= 7, A t,
T T 1
T = fw) — [ e wWads [Te W+ g [T e,
0 0

Substitute dW, = dXt + dY®©t and d[X®t], = 37 | d[X‘]s (since, by property 4 of the MCP, [X{,X!] = 0
for £ # ¢') and take expectation. Using the fact that X' is a martingale gives

Eef (W] (39
T L T
— s =8| [Teermwgas- 3 ([T rmvagari g [Tesrwaxd.)|.
(=1

Next, by Properties 2 and 4 of the MCP, the sample paths of Y¢ and [X!] are absolutely continuous. Denote
by d;(s and d[x s their respective a.e. derivatives. Then b Property 4 of the MCP, for a.e. s,

(dYﬁ d[X’Z]s>

h(K?Y).
ds’ 2ds € ch(K7)
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As a result, for every /,

T 1
/ e—Sf/(Ws)dYﬁ 4= / —Sf//
0 2Jo

Using this in gives
E[e " f(W,)] (40)

< s -] [T ds—Z / om0 (W) ds|

= f(w) - E[/OT e_sWSds],

where the last equality holds because f solves (HJB-z)). On the event {7, < t}, we have W, € {0,z},
hence the boundary conditions of (HJB-z) yield

é /l
s 1 " d[x ]S
ds + 2f (Ws) ds )d,s

X ey (7 OV 4 77 (Wo)g ) s

IN

e e
Jie

(b‘

=

Tz N\
Fw) > [ /O e Wads + ¢ 1y, gV (W) + e—tn{mzt}ﬂwn} . (41)

We now take the limit ¢ — oco. Note that for s < 7, A t, Wy is bounded by x, and the function w, is
also bounded. Using the bounded convergence theorem for the first and last terms, and, noticing that the
almost sure limit of e™ =11 -V (W) is e 1 .}V (W) and using Fatou’s lemma for this term, and
finally taking supremum over all admissible systems, we obtain that f(w) is bounded below by the RHS

of .

For the reverse inequality, we invoke a measurable selection theorem, according to which for each /¢
there exists a function (b%*, ¢%*) : [0, ] — ch(K*) such that for every y € [0, z],

a“* W) f" () + b () f (y) = max{qf"(y) + bf'(y) : (b,q) € ch(K*)}. (42)

This follows directly from [§, Lemma 8.10]. Denote o**(y) = 2/¢%*(v).
The argument requires the construction of an admissible system for the MCP, S*. The first step in
this construction will be to argue that there exists a weak solution (W, R, Z, {F;}) to the SDE

W, = w + Z/ o (W,)dZE + b *(Ws)ds) +R, (SDE1)

where w > 0, {F;} is a filtration Z = (Z%) is a standard L-dimensional {F;}-BM, R the reflection term at
0, and (W, R) are adapted. Denote 6(y) = (Zle(afv*(y))Q)l/Q,y > 0. Consider the SDE on R

t t
U =w +/ G(|Vy))dZs +/ sign (W) b*°"* (| W) ds
0 0
where Z is a 1d BM, and sign(y) =1 for y > 0 and = —1 for y < 0. By [19, Theorem 5.5.15] and the fact
that & is bounded away from zero, this SDE admits a weak solution (¥, Z,{F;}). Denote W; = |¥;| and

Zy = fot sign(¥,)dZ,. Then clearly Z is an SBM, and, by Tanaka’s formula [21, Propositions 9.2 and 9.3],
there exists a process R with sample paths in C* such that

t t
W, = w4 / &(W,)dZs + / BLOL* (W) ds + Ry (43)
0 0
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W.dR; = 0 a.s. Notice that the term bg’*(Ws)ds of (SDEI) agrees with the term b"°%*(W,)ds

and [, 00)
of . Hence the proof that (SDE1)) possesses a weak solution will be complete once we construct an
L-dimensional SBM (Z¢) that satisfies

> ot (W,)dZE = 6(W,)dZ,. (44)

L
/=1

To this end we look for a measurable map U : (0, 00) — REXL that sends any v € RE \ {0} to a matrix
whose columns comprise an orthonormal basis of R”. Denote by {e;} the standard basis of R”. Given a
column vector v € (0,00)%, the collection {v, ey, ...,er_1} spans RE. Denote by U(v) the matrix obtained
by the Gram-Schmidt procedure, applied on the collection {v,eq,...,er_1}. Then the first column of the
matrix U(v) is equal to v/||v||, and

oTU(w) = Jollel. (45)

In addition, the map U is measurable by the Gram-Schmidt construction.

Assume WLOG that the probability space supports L — 1 independent SBMs, independent of Z;
denote the resulting L-dimensional SBM by (Z¢) where Z! = Z. Denote by ¢*(W,;) the column-vector
valued process (o1*(W,), ...,al*(W;))T. Define the R¥*£-valued process 1, = U(c*(W,;)). Finally, let

t
Zt:/ 7’]st3.
0

Because 7; is an orthonormal matrix for every ¢, it follows by [19, Proposition 3.2.17] that Z is an L-
dimensional SBM. It remains to show . Note that the LHS of is 0*(Ws)TdZ;. By construction,

* (W) Tdz, = o* (W) nedZ,
= 0" (W,)TU(6%(W,))dZ,
= [lo*(Ws)[[dZ;
= 5(W,)dZs,

where the third equality follows from and the last one by the identities 6(-) = ||o*(-)|| and Z* = Z.
This completes the proof that the tuple (W, R, Z) solves (SDEI1]).
The next step in the construction of S* is to let

t t
Xt = / ol (Wy)dzt,  YE= / Vor(Wy)ds, Fr=FVa{Zt:0<s<t,2<(<L}.
0 0

It remains to prove that S satisfies Properties 1-4 of the MCP. Properties 1-2 follow by construction. For
Property 3, by construction, (SDE1]) reads W; = w + X' + Yt + R,. Moreover, W; is R;-valued and
f[o ooy WedR; = 0 a.s. Hence, by Skorohod’s lemma, (W,R) = I'(w + X¥ + Yt a5 As for Property 4,

note first that for £ # ¢, one has [Z*, Z”] =0, hence [X¢, Xz/] = 0, using [19, Proposition 3.2.17]. Moreover,
by definition, (b%*(y), (¢%*(y))?) € ch(K?) for all y € Ry and

BV AN N, t t
R ) [ )

which belongs to ch(K*) as an average of elements of the convex hull.
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We now go back to the argument leading to , and show that, with the system &* just constructed,
holds with equality. To this end, note by the construction of X and Y, and the definition of b* and
o, that

1

e (G W+ Y] = [ (oW (W) W) (W) ds

_ T —S i 0 pl
_/0 ¢ (be,ﬁé’ﬁ(m){q JIW) + 6 (W)} ds.
Reviewing the proof of we see that it holds as equality in this case. We finally take t — oo as before,
except that this time we apply the bounded convergence theorem for the second term, appealing to .
This proves the identity .

Step 3. By the dynamic programming principle, the function f = f(*) defined on [0, z] and the function
V are related as V(w) = f@)(w), 0 < w < x. As this is true for all z € Ry, it follows that the function V
is a classical solution to on Ry, and by Step 1 it satisfies the boundary conditions attached to it.
To complete the proof of part 1 of the Proposition, one must show that if u is any classical solution then
u = V. This can be shown by a calculation very similar to that carried out in Step 2; we omit the details.
Step 4. We next prove Part 2. We consider a system constructed exactly as S* from Step 2 except that
the function u is used instead of f(*), and with a slight abuse of notation denote it again by S*. Then
the relation of this system to the SDE is as claimed, and it remains to prove that it is optimal for
the MCP (which is different than the statement already proved, that it is optimal for the control problem
(38). A calculation similar to that given in Step 2, replacing 7 by ¢ and using the boundary condition
V/(0) = 0, gives a version of with equality, namely

e "E[V(Wy)] = V(w) — E[/Ot e_SWsds}.

Thus optimality follows once it is shown that the LHS above converges to 0 as t — oco. It is easy to see
by that E[W,] < ¢(1 +t) (where ¢ may depend on w but not on t). Combined with this shows
E[|V(W)|] < ¢(1+t). Thus the LHS above converges to 0, and optimality is proved. The statement relating
b and o to H, H! follows by the construction in Step 2. Specifically, this statement is exactly equations
and .

Step 5. For Part 3, note that nonnegativity of V follows from its definition. Monotonicity follows by the
monotonicity of w +— I'1(w + ¢) for any trajectory ¢. For convexity, we first show that w — I''(w + @)
is convex for every ¢. For any pair a,a0/ > 0, a + o = 1, and any w,w’ > 0, using the formula
() () = ¢t + supyci(—s) T,

I(aw + dw' + ) (t) = aw + o'w' + ¢y + sup (—aw — o'’ — @5
s€[0,¢]

>+

= aw+o'w + ¢+ sup (a(—w —p,) + o/ (—w' —p,)) "

s€[0,t]
<alw+ @) + o (w4 @) +a sup (—w — o)t + o sup (—w — @s)T
s€[0,¢] s€[0,t]

=aly(w+ @) (t) + o' Ty (w + ) (t).
Let S € Guuprarur be given. Then W = I't (aw + o’w’ + X +Y). Construct S®) and S ysing the same
probability space by setting W) = I' (w+X+Y) and W®) = I (w'+X+Y). Then W < aW®) /W),

Hence
C(S) < aC(8™)) + o/C(8™)) < aV(w) + «/V(u'),

and maximizing over § € G,y 4o/ yields convexity. O
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6 The upper bound
The goal of this section and the next is to prove Theorem [2] where this section is devoted to establishing

limsup V" < V(0). (46)

To prove it, note that V™ < sup,. C"(5*"(a"),a™). Therefore it suffices to show that for every sequence
a™ of admissible controls for the adversary, one has

limnsup c"(B*™(a™),a™) < V(0). (47)

To prove , fix a”. Lemma E establishes the C-tightness of the tuple {Xe", [Xe”], yin yytotn Rn}neN.
Thus to prove (47)), it suffices to show that holds along any subsequence where the tuple converges. In
what follows we fix a subsequence where the tuple converges, and denote its limit by {X¢, U%, Y* W't R},
(We later prove that U¢ = [X{]). WLOG, the limit processes are defined on the original probability space.

The main step toward proving this upper bound will be to show that the limit tuple defines an admissible
system for the MCP, as we state below in Proposition [2] We first need to establish the following.

Lemma 8. 1. Let v be defined by ¢{" = %Zztzl (T2 - g™, and let /" = (X, XU, Then
U and A" are martingales w.r.t. {GP} for £ # 0.

2. Asn — oo, P — 0 and ™ — 0 in probability for ¢ £ '.
Proof. Part 1. The proof is based on (o{")2/2 = ¢4 and on the fact that for m < k — 1
E[(Ji")? = (¢™)jIFn] = E[E[(JE")* — (o)1 F ]| Fn] = BB F) - (o) Fr] =0, (48)

by the tower property and the definitions of J_,gn and (o-i”)z.
For ¢, if |nt] = [ns| for s < t, then E[¢{"|G"] = ¢{". Otherwise, by (48],

1 nt B
Elvf"—ur|or] = 5= D Bl - (of?92) = 0.
k=|ns|+1
FOI"'}/Mln,
, , 1 nt .
B[y =gl =~ > E[L"E6!]
k=|ns]+1
1 & -
== > E[E[IF|]
k=|ns]+1
1 & . —
=~ > E[E[ AL EV AL |er] =0,
k=|ns|+1

where the second identity follows from the conditional independence of J,f" and Jﬁln stated in .
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Part 2. The main tool for estimating the two martingales is Burkholder’s inequality. Starting with 4",
by the identity (a-in)Q/z — qin’

E[l¢*I7] <cE[[¢*],]

nto

=°’E[Z<<J£">2 ~(olry2)?

nto
¢ Fny4
S? Z E[(J;")*]
k=1
SCF — O,
as n — 0o, where we used and the measurability of 0'% with respect to F}' ;, and the last inequality is
due to Assumption Finally for v, ¢ + ¢, by ,
nto

'n n c N2, ' cnito
E[I1*"15] < B[l ho}—an[Zu,ﬁ (i >2] <z =0
k=1

as n — oo. O

Recall that we have denoted the subsequential limit by ((X¢, Y, U),, W't R). Denote
Fr=o{Xt Y s €0,t],¢ € [L]}.

Proposition 2. The tuple S = (2, F, P, {F;}, (X!, YE), Wt R) forms an admissible system for the MCP
forw=20.

Proof. Property 2 of the MCP follows directly from the definition of the filtration.

For Property 3, recall . By the weak convergence of (X Z”,}H”)g, along the subsequence that has
been fixed, the continuity of the sample paths of (X¢,Y%),, and the convergence of " to zero, we have
that w + Xttn 4 ytotn 4 gn — 7 .— ¢ 4 Xt 4 Y%t Gince I' is a continuous mapping, we obtain
(WPt R) = I'(Z).

For Property 4, first we shall prove the following statement:

X, X1 =0, ¢+4¢, and [X9=U" (49)

To this end we invoke [I7, Corollary VI.6.30]. To do this, note that

2
E[HAXenHthnlE[ max ]j,f”]]

1<k<|nt|
nt
-1 Tln\2 -1 7én\2
<07, VE7 ] 5 R0 s

where c doe§ not depend on n. Hence the assumptions of [17, Corollary VI.6.30] are veri{ied apd it follows
that (X", [X"]) = (X,[X]). Hence we obtain the identity [X‘] = U’. By Lemma 2, (X, X — 0 in
probability for £ # ¢'. Therefore we have [X{,X!] = 0, £ # ¢'. This shows [@9).
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The first part of Property 4 of the MCP follows. As for its second part, recall the definition of the
processes b and o from and the definition of Y;™ in (25). Then

}A/;Zn _ }A/;En [Xﬂn]t _ [an]s 1 nt nt % Jen B qin
( t—s 2(t — s) >_nt—ns Z (bk’ k) Z — .
k=|ns|+1 =|ns

The RHS converges to 0 in probablhty by Lemma I2 It follows from ([@9) that (Y [X]) = (Y¢, [X9]).
Therefore the sequence (nt —ns) ™t > 7 |_ns | Jrl( ', g has a limit, and 1t remains to show that this limit

is in ch(K*). To show this, note that (b§", g{*) € K. Therefore, for n > (t — s)~1,

nt

=T > (b qi") € ch(K™), (50)
k=|ns]+1

as a convex combination of members of K4". We have assumed that K* — K’ in dy. By the definition
of dy, it is elementary to show that this implies ch(K‘") — ch(K?) in dy. It is also elementary that the
limit of a convergent sequence of members of ch(K*") must lie in ch(/K*). We omit the details. As a result,
for every s < t, the limit of (50), given by (¢t — s)~1(Yf — Y&, ([X‘], — [X*]5)/2), must lie in ch(K*), P-a.s.
Finally, since the process is continuous, this claim holds true simultaneously for all s < ¢, P-a.s.

Finally, to prove Property 1, i.e. that X is a F-martingale, note that it is adapted and, by Fatou’s
lemma and Lemma@ E[|X¢]] < liminf, o E[| X "|] < co. It remains to show that for every t > 0, u > 0
and A € Fi,

E[Xiy, 1] = E[X{1a]. (51)
To this end we first show that for any k € N and any continuous bounded function g : R?* — R,

E [Xf—l—ugk (ptlmtk (Xza YZ))] =E [ngk (pt1.~~tk (Xza YZ))] ’ (52)

where p¢, 4, is the natural projection from DQ[O, o0) to R at 0 < t; < -+ <ty <t Indeed, by the
martingale property of X

E [thﬁugk (ptlmtk (an’ an))] =E [Xtengk (pt1...tk (Xenv an))] .

Hence follows by the weak convergence and uniform integrability of X Next we argue by the
monotone class theorem. Define

K ={g9kopt.t (XE,YE) : 2 — R : g is bounded and continuous, k € N, 0 < ¢; < ... <t < t},
H={f:02—R:fis Fr-measurable, E[X{,, f] = E[X{f]}.

Then I is closed under multiplications, H is a vector subspace, and X C H according to . Moreover,
the constant function 1 is in  since E[X{,,] = E[X{] by (52). Finally, the intersection of H with the set of
non-negative functions is closed under bounded increasing limits, by the monotone convergence. Therefore
H contains all bounded functions that are measurable w.r.t. o(K), but o(K) = F;.This shows and
completes the proof. ]

We can now complete the proof of . By Proposition |2 the tuple S satisfies S € &y. Hence
C(S) < supgreg, C(S’) = V(0). Thus the proof of will be complete once it is shown that, along
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the subsequence that has been fixed, one has lim,, C(5*"(a"),a"™) = C(S). To this end, note that by
assumption, W = Wt along this subsequence. Hence, along the same subsequence, by Lemma

(Win Ww2e L W) = (Wt o, ..., 0),

and by Lemma [4] o )
(O".Q7", .. QM) = (W'W 0, ..0)

Hence by the normalization h'y! = 1, we have h - Q"™ = W't To deduce from this convergence of the
expected integrals, we appeal to uniform integrability. Consider the probability measure dP x e~dt on
the product space (2 x Ry, F ® Ry). W.r.t. this measure, h - Q" are uniformly integrable as RVs on the
product space, as follows directly from Lemma 3] As a result, along the subsequence,

lim C(™"(a"),a") = lim B [/ e—th.c}gdt] =E [/ e‘tW§°tdt] =C(S). (53)

This completes the proof of . The upper bound follows. O
7 The lower bound
The objective here is to prove

V :=liminf V" > V(0) (54)

n—oo

and then complete the proof of Theorem [2, To this end, we construct a sequence {a*"} that satisfies

V(0) < liminf C(8*(a*"), a™). (55)

n—o0

This suffices in order to prove that lim, V" = V(0) because by Theorem

liminf C(5*(a™),a™) = liminf inf C(S(a™),a™) <liminf inf sup C(B(a),a)=V.

n—00 n—oo BEBn n—00 BEB™ 5 An

Toward showing (5 , recall that by Lemmas |4 I and |5} I and the choice h'p' = 1, when the SC uses strategy
B*™, one has that Qén —0for2<{¢{<Landh- Q” Wtotn 0 in probability. Using this along with a
uniform integrability argument as in (53) yields that, under {#*"} and any control sequence {a"},

oo o
liminf C(5*(a"),a") = liminf E {/ e th- Q{‘dt} = liminf E [/ e_tthOt’ndt] :
Therefore, in order to prove (hence (54)) it suffices to find a control sequence {a*"} such that under
(a*™, B*™) one has

n—oo

U :=liminfE [ / e_tthOt’"dt] > V(0). (56)
0

We will now show that holds under a suitable {a*"}; in particular, we will assume throughout what
follows that the strategy S*" is used.

Again, in this proof, the label ‘tot’ is suppressed. Recall the expression given in . ) for W" R")
Here it is more convenient to work with pure jump processes and define (W” R") = (X" —|—Y") Because
of the Lipschitz property of I', we have only a small error between (W™, R") and (VV”7 R”) Specifically,
for all ¢,

I — Wl + B — R0 < ellé e < en V2, (57)
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Thus W, R, X™ Y" are pure jump processes starting at 0, and Wn = X"+ Y" 4+ R, Moreover, the
jump sizes are given by e.g., AWk/n Wk/n W(k 1)/n? k > 1. Denote W} = Wk/n and R} = RZ/n We

shall use the fact that, by the definition of (W", R"), (and with jt otn tht ™ abbreviated as Jk, by),
AW = AXT, + AV, + ARE = n~ V2T 4+ n b 4 ARY. (58)

To construct the sequence a*”, we invoke again a measurable selection argument. Let ¢ = ™ :
R x IT®" — R be defined by

o(w, ) = u' (w)b™" 4 " (w)q™, weRy. (59)

Using Assumption 1, this function is continuous in both variables, and since IT™ is compact, @(m) =
<p|[07m]X e 1s bounded for any m € N. Hence by [8, Lemma 8.10], there exists for each m a measurable

function ¥(™) : [0, m] — IT such that if w € [0,m] and © = (™) (w),
o™ (w, 7) = sup{p™ (w, ') : 7' € T}

Next, a single measurable function ¢ = ¢ : R, — IT*" can be extracted by letting 1 (w, ) = 1™ (w, 7)
when w € [m — 1, m). This way, we have similarly that if w € R and 7 = ¢ (w),

o(w, ) = sup{p(w, ') : ' € IT™}. (60)
Using this measurable function, we define, for every n, ¢,
7Tk: _ wén( n ), E>1. (61)

This gives
! (W IR (W)™ = max{u (W )6 (0 )g e T, (62)

Once Wﬁ" is selected as above for all ¢, the tuple (J,ﬁ”) ¢e(r) 1s selected according to @, and this defines a
control process that we shall denote a*™. The proof of the first part of the theorem will be complete once
we show that this control satisfies .

To this end, fix ¢ > 0 and z > 0 and define the {GI }-stopping times

F=7(z,n)=inf{s >0: W >z}, 7=1(z,t,n)= LntJ AT(x,n).
Since W™ is piecewise constant with jumps at times that are multiples of n™1, n7 takes values in NU {co}.

In addition, nr is an {F}'} stopping time since {nT < k} = {r < £} € Grm = Fi- Applying Taylor
expansion with the Lagrange remainder, there exists (;' taking a value between W;, and W};!_; such that

eTu(WT”)ZU(O)—/OT u(Wr) ds+Ze w (w (W) —u (Wi_y))

:u(())—/OTe—Su(Wg_)dHZe—ﬁ((wg_ P (wzf1)+;(wn i) ()

k=1

32



with

nrt

= e ()~ ) O )
Using (58),
e Tu(Wr) = u(0) — /0 W )ds + i —e W Ty + ) e (63)
=

with

T = b (W) + 5 () (W)

5= e (T ) 1) o = %y ang.

=1 _
el = > e n (j’% + AR") W)

Consider the kth term in the first sum in . Denote Hy = 1i;_1<pnry- Note that by and Wj_, are
FI_-measurable and that E[(J7)%F ] = qZOt " =: g, due to the independence of (J"), conditioned on

1. Hence by and (HJB)),
1

E [T) Hy) = [( )+ QE[ T2 | Fpyu” (wzl)> Hk]

E [(b% (Wk 1) +qiu” (Wi_1)) Hil

:E:;(bk () + ()
:E-Zmax{b u (Wp_y) + ¢ " (Wi )}Hk}

[
L= 17reH
r L

=F max {bZ/( )+qu ( )}Hk]

L =7 (0F.gh)eKtn

Toward using the HIB equation we need to address the discrepancy between the maximization over K
and over K!. To this end we use the following fact, which follows directly from the assumption that
K™ — K% in dy and the compactness of K and K*¢. Namely, for any compact C' C R?,

limsup | max y - x — max y - x| =0.
n xeC yeK yeK?!

Moreover, by [23, Theorem 32.2] maxyc ey - X = maxXyecqn(xe) y - X. We apply these two facts with
C = [0, [Ju'll=] > [0, [[u”l2],

x = (W(W_)),u"(W}_;)) and y = (b%,¢"). Then for all £ € [L]

0,1 0. n _ 0.1 0.1 ~fn
(bé7zrl;{2é>§([n {b ( ) +qu ( k— 1)} = (bf,qgle%)ﬁ(m) {b ( ) +qu ( )} + €4 ks
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where \éf&] < &} and £} is a deterministic sequence (which depends on z but not on k or ¢) converging to
zero as n — oo. The above, together with the fact that u solves (HJB]), results in

E[Z—e‘ﬁT,ﬂ :E[Z T,?Hk}
k=1 k=1
00 e—k/n L ’ ¢ y)
= E max {bu’ Wy_y) + ¢ (W }+§">H]
; " K; (b.qt) e ch (K7 ( k 1) q ( k 1) 4.k |41k
o e—k/n
= E[Z (u(Wg—1) — Wg—1) Hk} + Ele4]
k=1
nT e—k‘/n
:E{ - (u (Wr—1) —Wk—1)} + Eles],
k=1
with e} = Y77, n~ e F/m&"". Using the bound on &5,

| < n~IntLe} = Lte}.
This shows that E[|e}|] < tLé} — 0 as n — oco. Taking expectation in gives

_ T _ nT 1 . 4
Ele " u(W])] = u(0) + E [ - /O e u(Wds + ) —e™n (u (W) —Wiy) + Zeﬂ
k=1

i=1

— u(0) +E [ - /0 " Tinds + Zﬁ;ﬂ , (64)

where
1 nTt T
ey =— eik/"u( 1) —/ e “u(W)ds,
n 0
k=1
1 nTt T
gg = — - Ze—’“/”w;tl + /0 e "Wids.
k=1

The next step is to show that E[e]'] — 0 for 1 <4 < 6, where the case i = 4 has already been addressed.

For €3, let K1 = K} = {k € [nt] : AR} > 0} and sum separately over k € Ky and over k € Kf. For
k € Kf, we have |p}| < ¢/n. For k € Ky, recall the definition of £" and observe that since AR} > 0 only if
Wy = 0, one has by ,

1 gn n
yn'k vn n Vn o Jn
where the last equality follows from the relation between £} and b} expressed in Assumption [1[2) and
Assumption [2| by which 1/ p sum to 1. Therefore, in these times,

br Jn — n br Jn 1
0 < AR} = e L S (65)

0<J!<1and AR} < n~1/2, (66)
This implies
b} 2
il =|ARp+ £ < —
Pk | ’ kT n | = U
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for large n. Note that also implies W;;_; < on~ 12 for k € K1. From these bounds we obtain

Jkl
f

Using these bounds in the definition of €7,

Z et (gt o7 )

n

3
<—, keki.
\/ﬁ’ SNG|

3 c ‘_" c
<l (X Jrw+r ¥ (FH+ ),

Taking expectation in the sum over KY,
nt
EEZ g — &kl Ek\ < E[IJQ—SZ\]JrgntS( c +C> nt,
n &= vn i n vn n? 3/2
ke k=1

which converges to zero with n — oco. Next, for the sum over Ky, bound |p}| by ¢/n 4+ AR} and proceed
with

E

3 jﬁ(;JrARg)]

ke

_Z 3/2+3IE

C

AR? AR}
Z N Lio<Arp<n-3/4y T \/ﬁﬂ{n—3/4<AR;;}

nt n73/4 9
Z W1{0<ARZ<M3/4} + ﬁ]l{n*3/4<ARg}

k=1

c 2
<t— +3n Y+ 3ZRIK
< \/ﬁ+ n +3- [1KCal],

where Ko = K5 = {k € [nt] : n=3/* < AR?}. Now,

ARY ~
nE (|l < nE[ > ngjﬂ < n 'E[R}].
kes

Using Lemma@ and and the Lipschitz property of the Skorokhod map, we bound this further by
E[R}] < 2B[| X"l + [IY"]l] < e(VE+1). (67)

This shows E [¢5] — 0 as n — oc. )
We next treat 7. By (66), AR? < n~'/2, and Thus by | AW < |J2]/v/n+ c//n.

nTt
€] < = 7 () — o ()| U,
k=1
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where U = (|J}| + 1)2. Note that [} — W | < |AW?|. Letting 6™ = n'/3, we have

nTt

C
|ﬁﬂS;;E:(wxﬁwﬂﬂwﬂ)1ﬂmhgﬂf%ﬂwqhﬂﬂwbyq)Uﬂ

k=1
j +c : ¢ nTt "
Zwm ( ’C}) UL ggomy + 171l 22 Uk g s0m)
k=1
n nt
wa< " 25) ZUI‘? (68)
c n
+ Hu”HxﬁZUk ]l{|j,?|>5”}' (69)
k=1

By the continuity of u” and the bound E[U}'] < ¢, the expectation of the expression in is bounded
by ctw, (u”,2n*1/6), which converges to 0 as n — oco. By Assumption [Ill| E[(U")?] < c¢. Hence the
expectation of the expression in is bounded by

Tn\4
—Z\/]E UM?ZP (|J7] > 67) < ct max EI(/E) — 0,

ke(nt] n4/3
where once again we have used Assumption This completes the progf that E[e]] — 0.
For €f, recalling that W™ is a pure jump process, we have fOT e SWhds = Y .7, W ¢}, where we

denote ¢} = flz/nl)/n e *ds. Now,

1 &7 nr nr o—k/n
—k
—g6 = Ze iy — sz—ﬂz = ZWZ—I e U |
k=1 k=1 k=1

while 0 < 97 —n~le™#/" < p=1(1—e~1/"). Therefore |e}| < ¢ (1- 6_1/") maxo<k<pr—1 Wy < ot(l—e 1/m),
where we used W) <« for k € [n7 — 1]. Hence, E[eg] — 0 as n — oo. A similar argument holds for 7.
We are left with 3. Using , we have that whenever AR} > 0, W)'_; is bounded above by n=1/2,
Hence, by ,
nTt x
‘E[Zu (W) ARZ} < e ELRD) < e ]| e (VE+1) 0,

k=1

by continuity of v and ¥/(0) = 0. Moreover, using the fact that nr is an {F]'}-stopping time and
E[JR1Fi_1] =0,
B[ (1) Likcnrin | =21 (50) Lpcnr e BRI | =00

The last two displays imply E[e5] — 0 as n — oo.
Having shown that E[e]'] — 0, 1 < i < 6, we have by that

liminf E [/ e_SVV;"”ds] > u(0) — limsupE [e_Tu(VVT")} .
0

n—o0 n—oo

Hence by the definition of U in and the bound , we have

U > u(0) — limsupE {e_Tu(Wf’)] . (70)

n—o0
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Now,

Ele"u(Wp)]| < \/E [e=2r E[u2(Wp)].

Moreover, denoting n = n(z,t,n) = {7 > U:Z—tJ} and recalling T = 7 A L"—;J,
E [6_27—] =E [e_%]ln] +E [e_QT]lnc]
< e—2(t—1) +P(nc)

= 2D L P([WT|; > ).
By Lemma P(|W"|; > z) < 2 'E[||W"||;] < cz~(t + 1). Due to the linear growth of u and Lemma
E[u>(WH] <E[[Ju o W"|,] < et +1)°.

Hence by ,
U > u(0) —c(e720D 4 o7 e+ 1) V2(t 4 1).

We can now take x — oo and then ¢ — oo to obtain U > u(0) = V(0). This completes the proof of the
lower bound . In view of the results of the previous section, this establishes part 1 of Theorem
namely that lim, V" = «(0) = V(0).

Part 2 of the result is nothing but a reformulation of , using the definition of ¢ in and the
definitions of H and H. Part 3 refers to the construction of the control process a*™ via ¥ as done in
, which we have just proved to be AO for the adversary. This completes the proof. O

Appendix

Proof of Lemmal[l] Fix¢ > 0 and n and denote m = [nt]. By the definition of B", B} = "(al, a},...)(s)
for 0 < s <t. Define f(af,...,al,) = B"(a},...,al,a*, a* a*", ...)(s) for 0 < s < t, where a*" = (7*", J*")

and 7" is a fixed member of II"™ and J*" is a fixed member of Rf;. The causality property implies
B? = f(al,...,a,) for all s € [0,t]. Therefore, for any measurable set C, since 5" is a measurable map,

{B{}icpy € CF = {f(at, - ap) € C} = {(a)kem) € SOV} € o (" mi"), b < [nt] € € [L]).
Because mj" is F}'_;-measurable, one has o ((J{", 71"), k < [nt], ¢ € [L]) = ') = 9t Therefore {B'} is
{Gf'}-adapted. O
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