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Abstract

In general, obtaining the exact steady-state distribution of queue lengths is not feasible. Therefore, our
focus is on establish bounds for the tail probabilities of queue lengths. Specifically, we examine queueing
systems under Heavy-Traffic (HT) conditions and provide exponentially decaying bounds for the probability
P(ϵq > x), where ϵ is the HT parameter denoting how far the load is from the maximum allowed load.
Our bounds are not limited to asymptotic cases and are applicable even for finite values of ϵ, and they get
sharper as ϵ → 0. Consequently, we derive non-asymptotic convergence rates for the tail probabilities. Unlike
other approaches such as moment bounds based on drift arguments and bounds on Wasserstein distance
using Stein’s method, our method yields sharper tail bounds. Furthermore, our results offer bounds on
the exponential rate of decay of the tail, given by − 1

x logP(ϵq > x) for any finite value of x. These can
be interpreted as non-asymptotic versions of Large Deviation (LD) results. To obtain our results, we use
an exponential Lyapunov function to bound the moment generating function of queue lengths and apply
Markov’s inequality.

We demonstrate our approach by presenting tail bounds for: (i) a continuous time Join-the-shortest
queue (JSQ) load balancing system, (ii) a discrete time single-server queue and (iii) an M/M/n queue.
We not only bridge the gap between classical-HT and LD regimes but also explore the large system HT
regimes for JSQ and M/M/n systems. In these regimes, both the system size and the system load increase
simultaneously. Our results also close a gap in the existing literature on the limiting distribution of JSQ in
the super-NDS (a.k.a. super slowdown) regime. This contribution is of an independent interest. Here, a
key ingredient is a more refined characterization of state space collapse for JSQ system, achieved by using
an exponential Lyapunov function designed to approximate the ℓ∞ norm.

Keywords: Classical heavy traffic, Large deviations, Tail probabilities, Join-the-shortest queue, Transform
Method, exponential Lyapunov function

1. Introduction

Queueing models are used to study performance of many systems such as cloud computing, data centers,
ride hailing, call centers etc. In general, obtaining the complete distribution of queue lengths in these systems
is intractable. Therefore, a common approach is to study asymptotic regimes. There are several popular
regimes such as Heavy Traffic (HT), large scale regime, or Large Deviations (LD). In the HT regime, the
system is loaded close to its maximum capacity while keeping the number of servers fixed. In the large-
systems regime, the system’s load is fixed, but the number of servers is increased to infinity. And in the LD
limit one studies the probability of rare events, that is, the tail probability for large thresholds. Recently,
the Many-Server Heavy-Traffic (Many-Server-HT) regime has gained more popularity, where the system is
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Exponential Tail Bounds on Queues 1.1 Main contribution

loaded to maximum capacity while simultaneously increasing the number of servers. The system’s behavior
varies greatly depending on how quickly the load increases relative to the number of servers. As such one
employs very different analysis techniques to study queueing systems in different regimes.

In the study of HT asymptotics, one typically scales the queue lengths using a parameter that represents
the system’s load. By denoting the load as 1− ϵ, the HT limit is achieved when ϵ approaches zero. Most of
the literature focuses on systems that satisfy the so-called Complete Resource Pooling (CRP) condition and
behave like a single-server queue in the limit. For such systems, it is well-known that the scaled queue length
follows an exponential distribution in the HT limit, which gives the tail probabilities of the limiting system.
However, the rate of convergence of the tail probabilities (of the pre-limit system) to the corresponding HT
value remains unknown.

Most real world systems involve Service Level Agreements (SLA), where customers are promised a specific
level of service, including the maximum delay they can expect. Motivated by this, in this paper, we focus
on establishing sharp bounds on the tail probabilities of scaled queue length of the pre-limit system, i.e., for
ϵ > 0. In particular, we get non-asymptotic bounds of the form

P(ϵq > x) ≤ κ(ϵ, x)e−θ(ϵ)x,

where q represents the total queue length in steady state. Here, θ(ϵ) gives the decay rate of the tail
probability of the pre-limit system, and θ(ϵ) converges to the correct HT value as ϵ → 0. Recent results
show the rate of convergence to HT in terms of the mean, moments, or Wasserstein’s distance (for references
on each of these, see Section 1.3). These methods focus on the entire distribution of the queue lengths
and drown the tail. For example, consider the second moment, and suppose ϵq converges in distribution
to the random variable Υ. Then, from existing results, one obtains that |E[ϵ2q2] − E[Υ2]| is O(ϵ), which
gives a valid bound. From these results, one can obtain bounds in terms of tail probability of the form
|P(ϵq > x)− P(Υ > x)| ≤ O(ϵ). However, these are not very informative as the tail probability itself can be
much smaller than O(ϵ). Therefore, the rate of convergence of tail probabilities cannot be obtained using
the existing methodologies. In this work, we correctly characterize θ(ϵ) to obtain the rate of convergence of
tail probability to the corresponding HT value. Our results are non-asymptotic in the sense that they are
valid whenever ϵ is small, and not just when ϵ → 0. Also, our results are precise when ϵ gets closer to 0,
recovering the HT results.

Our work bridges the gap between the LD, HT, and Many-Server-HT regimes. When one studies the
LD regime, the goal is to find the exponential rate at which the tail probability decays, which is precisely
given by θ(ϵ). As such, our tail bounds can be used to recover the non-asymptotic LD results. Thus, our tail
bounds are at a confluence of non-asymptotic HT and non-asymptotic LD. This extends the understanding
of tail behavior beyond the classical HT regime. To the best of our knowledge, such comprehensive LD
results have not been previously reported in the existing literature.

1.1. Main contribution
We illustrate our methodology by providing results for three well-studied systems, viz, a load-balancing

system under Join the Shortest Queue (hereafter referred to as the JSQ system), a discrete-time Single-
Server Queue (SSQ), and a multi-server system with a single queue (M/M/n queue). Our contributions for
each of these systems are mentioned below.

1.1.1. JSQ system
We consider a continuous-time system with n servers, each of them with its own queue. Jobs arrive

according to a Poisson process with rate λn, and are routed to the server with the shortest queue (breaking
ties at random). Further, the service times are exponentially distributed with rate µ. In the context of the
JSQ system, we consider the Many-Server-HT regime, where the system size n grows to infinity while the
HT parameter ϵn approaches zero. Specifically, we consider ϵn = n−α with α > 1 constant, and take the
limit as n → ∞. For the JSQ system, we have the following two contributions.
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Exponential Tail Bounds on Queues 1.1 Main contribution

Figure 1: Visual representation of the condition nϵn log 1
ϵn

< δ, where δ is a small constant.

• Tail probability: In Theorem 2, we show that the tail probability of the steady-state scaled total
queue length satisfies

1

1− ϵn
e−θnx ≤ P

(
ϵn

n∑
i=1

qi > x
)
≤ 2ex

(
1 + κ2nϵn log

1

ϵn

)
e−θnx,

where θn := 1
ϵn

log 1
1−ϵn

. The lower bound is valid for all values of n and ϵn, while the upper bound
holds when the term nϵn log

1
ϵn

is sufficiently small. The upper bound leverages the State Space
Collapse (SSC) property of the JSQ system, where the n-dimensional state vector collapses to a one-
dimensional subspace, so the JSQ system behaves like an SSQ. The SSC property holds only when
the load is sufficiently large, and so we need nϵn log

1
ϵn

to be sufficiently small. This is satisfied for
sufficiently large n, when ϵn = n−α with α > 1.

Figure 1 visually illustrates the condition discussed above. Region 1 represents values of n and α
where nϵn log

1
ϵn

is small, and our tail bounds for the JSQ system hold within this region. As α

approaches 1, satisfying the condition nϵn log
1
ϵn

< δ becomes more challenging, leading to a regime
change consistent with existing literature [1]. In Region 2, we believe that the HT approximation fails
to accurately describe the system dynamics. Finally, Region 3 corresponds to the range α ∈ [0, 1],
where the results and analysis techniques significantly differ from those presented in this paper.

We also obtain an LD result for the JSQ system, i.e., we have

lim
x→∞

1

x
logP

(
ϵn

n∑
i=1

qi > x
)
= −θn.

Our LD result concerning the scaled total queue length is asymptotically precise as ϵn approaches zero
in Many-Server-HT settings (provided that α > 1).

Importantly, our work provides an exact characterization of the decay rate of the tail probabilities
for the pre-limit system. This is possible because we establish both upper and lower bounds on the
tail probability. As a result, our research represents a significant advancement compared to existing
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Exponential Tail Bounds on Queues 1.1 Main contribution

literature. Thus, for JSQ, our result not only bridges the gap between HT and LD, but also connects
these to (some) many server regimes.

• Limiting distribution: In Theorem 1, we show that as n → ∞, all the (scaled) queue lengths
become identical and are exponentially distributed with mean 1, i.e., in the Many-Server-HT (i.e.,
ϵn = n−α with α > 1), we prove that

nϵnq
d→ Υ1,

where q is the queue length vector in steady state, Υ is an exponentially distributed random variable,
and 1 is a vector of all ones. Prior work [2] establishes such a result only for α > 2 and leaves the
regime 1 < α ≤ 2 open. This result thus fills the gap in the literature and in conjunction with all the
prior work [2], and completes our understanding of JSQ in all of the Many-Server-HT regimes. A key
step to this end is in establishing SSC for the JSQ system especially in the regimes α ∈ (1, 2]. Our
approach in establishing SSC result for the JSQ system uses a novel Lyapunov function, and differs
from the approach based on the drift arguments of [3] as used in prior work, [4, 5, 6]. Intuitively,
instead of working with the ℓ2 distance of the queue length vector from the one dimensional subspace,
our key idea is that one should work with the ℓ∞ distance which gives sharper bounds. However, since
the ℓ∞ distance is not easily amenable to drift arguments, we work with a Lyapunov function that can
be interpreted as a smooth approximation of the ℓ∞ distance.

1.1.2. Discrete time Single-Server Queue
We consider a discrete-time SSQ with general arrival and service distributions, characterized by mean

arrival rate λϵ and mean service rate µϵ, respectively. We introduce the parameter ϵ to represent the HT
condition, where λϵ = µϵ(1 − ϵ). Additionally, we define σ2

ϵ as the sum of the variances of the arrival and
service processes.

In Theorem 5, we obtain the following tail bound and LD result for the pre-limit system:

P(ϵq > x) ≤ eθϵxe
−θϵ(1−κ1ϵ)x, lim

x→∞

1

x
logP(ϵq > x) ≤ −θϵ(1− κ1ϵ).

Here, θϵ = 2µϵ

σ2
ϵ

and κ1 are defined in terms of the system parameters and moments of the arrival and
service processes. Also, the constant κ1 depend on the thrid moments of arrival and service. This result
exhibit the influence of a general arrival and service distribution on the decay rate of the tail probability
under non-asymptotic HT conditions and also provide a non-asymptotic LD result for the steady-state queue
length.

1.1.3. M/M/n system
An M/M/n queue is a multi-server system with a single queue, where the inter-arrival and service times

(of each server) are exponentially distributed, with rates λn and µ, respectively. To parameterize the Many-
Server-HT regime, we use λn = nµ(1− ϵn). In this case, we consider two separate quantities: (i) the number
of waiting customers, denoted by wn, and (ii) the number of idle servers, denoted by rn; and provide tail
probabilities for both quantities under proper scaling.

Our approach provides results in three different Many-Server-HT regimes, viz. Sub-Halfin-Whitt (Sub-
HW) regime when α ∈

(
0, 1

2

)
, Halfin-Whitt (HW) regime when α = 1

2 , and Super-Halfin-Whitt (Super-HW)
regime when α ∈

(
1
2 ,∞

)
. A brief overview of our results for the M/M/n system is presented in Table 1

below. More details are provided in Section 4.
The limiting distribution of the scaled number of waiting customers and the scaled number of idle servers

were established in [7] so we skip mentioning that here. However, one can easily verify that our results recover
the limiting distribution as n → ∞. Note that the probability of there being any idle server, i.e., P(rn > 0)
goes to zero in the Super-HW regime. As such, the tail bound on rn is useful only in Sub-HW and HW
regime. Similarly, the tail bound on wn is valid only in HW and Super-HW regimes.
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Exponential Tail Bounds on Queues 1.2 Key aspects of our approach

Sub-HW Halfin-Whitt Super-HW

ϵn = n−α with α ∈
(
0, 1

2

)
α = 1

2 α > 1
2

P(ϵnwn > x|wn > 0) O
(
e−θnx

)
P(ηnr̃n > x|rn > 0) O

(
e−

1
2x

2)
P(wn > 0) O

(
nα− 1

2 e−nϵn
)

→ p < 1 → 1

P(rn > 0) → 1 → 1− p < 1 O(n
1
2−α)

Table 1: A brief overview of our results for the M/M/n queue. Here, r̃n := rn − nϵn. The scaling parameter for
wn is the HT parameter ϵn, while the scaling parameter for r̃n is ηn := 1√

n(1−ϵn)
. Also, p is a constant given in

Theorem 8.b.

1.2. Key aspects of our approach
The key idea of this paper is to leverage the existence of the Moment Generating Function (MGF) of

the scaled queue length process in the vicinity of zero to obtain the decay rate of the tail probability. Let’s
consider a non-negative random variable X and a constant a > 0 such that E[eaX ] ≤ κ. By applying
Markov’s inequality, we can establish that P(X > x) ≤ κe−ax. This implies that the tail of X decays
exponentially with rate a. Thus, determining the appropriate decay rate of the tail probability reduces to
finding the largest a such that E[eaX ] is bounded by a constant.

We adopt this approach to derive tail bounds for the scaled steady-state queue-length process. We
establish an upper bound on the MGF of the scaled queue lengths, denoted as E[eθϵq], for a large range of
θ. To determine the correct range of θ, we approximate the behavior of the actual system by considering
its HT counterpart. By doing so, we also obtain the rate of convergence of the tail probabilities to their
corresponding values in the HT regime.

The use of exponential Lyapunov functions to study queue-length behavior was introduced as a transform
method to obtain HT results in [6]. To get tight pre-limit results, we use the same exponential test function,
but we bound the error terms in a more refined manner. As such, our technique is divided into three steps:
(i) derive the MGF (or an upper bound) of the scaled queue length, E[eθϵq], for a large range of values of
θ , (ii) approximate the MGF with its HT counterpart, and (iii) use Markov’s inequality and optimize over
the values of θ. In the process, we encounter three multiplicative terms that are required to characterize the
tail probability.

The first term is called the SSC violation. As mentioned before, JSQ system satisfies SSC in HT.
However, in non-asymptotic HT conditions, SSC is not fully satisfied. As such, the term SSC violation
accounts for the level to which SSC is violated in a pre-limit system. The second one is the pre-limit tail.
When the HT parameter ϵ is greater than zero, the decay rate of the tail probability deviates slightly from
its HT value, and we refers to this correct decay rate as the pre-limit tail. The third term is referred to as
the pre-exponent error. Our approach uses Markov’s inequality to compute bounds tail probabilities from
the MGF. However, Markov’s inequality incurs a cost while obtaining the tail bound, which is captured by
the pre-exponent error.

As a consequence, we easily obtain a LD result after characterizing a bound on the tail probability.
Mathematically, as E[eaX ] ≤ κ implies P(X > x) ≤ κe−ax, we also get limx→∞

1
x logP(X > x) ≤ −a. While

characterizing the LD result, the pre-limit error term plays a key role. The other two error terms, namely
the pre-exponent error and the SSC error, vanish as x → ∞. Therefore, the pre-limit error term is essential
for accurately characterizing the LD behavior of the system.

1.3. Related work
Most of the literature studying the HT behavior of various queues uses a methodology frequently called

‘diffusion limits.’ A non-exhaustive sample of articles using this method is [8, 9, 10, 11, 12]. Under this
approach, the scaled system is shown to converge to a Reflected Brownian Motion (RBM) in HT, and the
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Exponential Tail Bounds on Queues 1.3 Related work

α Regime Reference

α ↓ 0 Mean Field [22, 23, 24, 25, 15]

α ∈
(
0, 1

2

)
Sub-Halfin-Whitt [26, 27, 28]

α = 1
2 Halfin-Whitt [29, 30, 31, 32, 33]

α ∈
(
1
2 , 1
)

Super-Halfin-Whitt [34, 35]

α = 1 Non-Degenerate Slowdown [1]

α ∈ (1, 2]
Super-Slowdown

This Work

α > 2 [2]

α = ∞ Classic-HT [4, 36, 37, 10, 6, 38, 9]

Table 2: Literature review of asymptotic regimes for Load balancing system.

steady-state behavior of this RBM is studied. The final step is the so-called interchange-of-limit proof which
is usually remarkably challenging.

More recently, there has been an increased number of papers using alternative methods that do not require
the interchange-of-limits step. These are Stein’s method [13, 14, 15, 16], the BAR approach [17, 18, 19], and
the drift method [4, 6, 20]. All these methods have something in common with the work we present in this
paper and, at the same time, are substantially different.

In the first approach, i.e., the Stein’s method, one derives bounds for the Wasserstein distance [21]
between the pre-limit system and the limiting distribution, enabling one to obtain the convergence rates.
Similar to this, we also establish bounds that depict the similarity between the pre-limit system and the
limiting distribution. However, our focus lies in directly characterizing the tail probability. In the second
method, i.e., the BAR approach, the goal is to establish a certain equation, called Basic Adjoint Relationship
(BAR), in terms of the MGF of the steady state distribution of the limiting distribution. In contrast, we
direct work with the MGF of the pre-limit system.

In the third method, i.e., the drift method, the main idea is to use steady-state conditions and carefully
chosen test functions to compute bounds that are tight in heavy traffic. Within this method, the use of
exponential test functions contributed to the development of the transform method [6, 20]. Our work in this
paper is inspired by the transform method in the sense that using exponential test functions and careful
manipulation of the queue-length dynamics are essential to obtain the results. In contrast to the transform
method, which only focuses on the limiting distribution, we carefully compute the error terms also to obtain
the rate of convergence of the tail probabilities. To the best of our knowledge, the rate of convergence to
heavy traffic in terms of tail probabilities has been not been known before.

The literature on Many-Server-HT asymptotics is sub-divided in multiple categories depending on how
fast the load increases with respect to the number of servers. Using the parameterization ϵn = n−α with
α > 0 introduced above, different regimes are obtained depending on the value of α. The literature on
Many-Server-HT with α ∈ (0, 1] is vast and uses different analysis techniques. We direct the readers to [35]
and references therein for more details on Many-Server-HT with α ∈ (0, 1]. Closest to our work, in [2], it
is proved that for α > 2 the scaled total queue length is exponentially distribution in limit as n → ∞. In
our work, we close the gap between the result in [2] and the Non-Degenerate Slowdown (NDS) [39] regime
(α = 1), and we obtain the HT behavior for all α > 1.

Large Deviations (LD) is a popular regime when one needs to study the performance of a control policy
for routing or scheduling jobs. A comprehensive report on the application of large deviation theory to
queueing problems can be found in [40]. In [41], it was proved that the if the sequence of arrivals and
services follow a certain Large Deviation Principle (LDP), then, one can obtain the decay rate of the tail
probability of the associated queue length. This argument was used in [42, 43] to prove a LDP for the
queue length process of a single server process, with further generalization in [44]. Recently, there has been
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quite some work on establishing a LDP for the JSQ system, see [45, 46, 47] and the references therein. In
contrast to the existing literature, our work provides a LD result as a simple closed form expression in a
non-asymptotic LD regime. Notably, we also provide an upper bound on the pre-exponent term, which is
typically absent in previous works. Moreover, our work considers the JSQ system in a Many-Server regime,
and incorporates the crucial phenomenon of State Space Collapse. Such a phenomenon was considered in
[46], but only for a JSQ system of size 2.

In addition to proving a LDP, an intriguing research area involves the use of Lyapunov functions to
develop policies that minimize the probability of queue overflow [48, 49, 50]. The focus in [48, 49] is on
minimizing the decay rate of tail probability, and non-asymptotic large deviation results are not provided.
Another related research field examines queues with Gaussian input, which are particularly challenging to
analyze in most scenarios [51, 52]. These are related to ours in the sense that all compute tight bounds that
characterize the probability of rare events. However, the methodologies are different, and they focus on the
LD regime only. In this paper, we obtain LD results that are closely connected to the tail probabilities of
the queue lengths in HT and Many-Server-HT.

2. Join-the-shortest queue system

2.1. Model
We consider a continuous-time queueing system consisting of n SSQs in parallel, each serving jobs

according to first-come-first-serve. At any time t, let q(t) denote the queue length vector, where qi(t) is the
queue length of ith queue. For the ease of notation, we use q(t) to denote the total queue length at time t,
i.e., q(t) =

∑n
i=1 qi(t). Jobs arrive to the system according to a Poisson process with rate λn, and service

times are exponentially distributed with rate µ.
When a job arrives, it is dispatched according to JSQ, that is, the job is sent to the queue with index

i∗(t) ∈ argmin
i

qi(t),

breaking ties uniformly at random. Under the JSQ policy, the queue-length process {q(t)}t≥0 is a Continuous-
Time Markov Chain (CTMC). Further, it is well-known that the queue-length process is stable (positive
recurrent) if the arrival rate is strictly smaller than the total service rate (λn < nµ). In this work, we assume
that the system satisfies the stability condition. Under this assumption, the steady-state distribution of the
queue-length process {q(t)}∞t=0 exists, and we denote by πn. We use q to denote the steady-state queue
length vector, that is, q follows the distribution πn, and q :=

∑n
i=1 qi.

The system load is ρn := λn

nµ , and we define ϵn = 1 − ρn. Then, the system approaches HT as ϵn → 0.
We consider the JSQ system in HT and Many-Server-HT. In (classical) HT, the system size n is a constant,
and the HT parameter ϵn does not depend on n. Then, we drop the subscript n and take the limit ϵ → 0.
In the Many-Server-HT, the load and the number of servers increase together. Then, we consider ϵn = n−α

and take the limit as n → ∞. In this work, in case of Many-Server-HT we only consider the case when
α > 1, which is also known as super-slowdown regime. In both regimes, we aim to provide a tail bound on
the total queue length, i.e., a bound on P

(
ϵnq > x

)
.

2.2. Results for JSQ system
It is well known that the HT distribution of the scaled steady-state total queue length ϵq converges to an

exponential random variable as ϵ → 0 [6]. Further, as shown in [2], the result extends to Many-Server-HT,
where ϵnq converges to an exponential random variable in distribution if α > 2.

In Theorem 1, we complete the result by demonstrating that ϵnq converges in distribution to an
exponential random variable α > 1. Our result enhances the understanding of the behavior of the scaled
queue length in Many-Server-HT under a broader range of traffic conditions, encompassing values of α ∈
(1, 2].

7
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Theorem 1. Consider the JSQ system as presented in Section 2.1. Suppose the system satisfies the condition
λn = nµ(1− n−α), i.e., ϵn = n−α, where α > 1. Then, for any θ < 1, we have

lim
n→∞

E[eθn
−α ∑n

i=1 qi ] =
1

1− θ
, n1−αq

d→ Υ1, as n → ∞,

where Υ is an exponential random variable with mean 1.

Theorem 1 provides the limiting distribution of the steady-state scaled queue length vector as n → ∞
for all α > 1. The proof of Theorem 1 relies on the fact that the JSQ system satisfies SSC, where the n-
dimensional state vector of the system collapses to a one-dimensional subspace. More precisely, as n → ∞,
we have that n1−αqi ≈ n−α

∑n
j=1 qj for all i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , n}. The correct characterization of SSC in the

Many-Server-HT regime is crucial in proving Theorem 1 and in completing the result of [2] for all α > 1.
More details on SSC for the JSQ system in Many-Server-HT are provided in Proposition 3 in Section 2.3.
A proof sketch for Theorem 1 is provided in Section 2.4 and the details are provided in Appendix B.

Next, we provide the tail bound of the scaled steady-state total queue length for the JSQ system. In
Theorem 2, we provide a bound on the tail probability P(ϵnq > x) when the system size is finite.

Theorem 2. Consider the JSQ system as presented in Section 2.1. Suppose the system satisfies the condition
λn = nµ(1− ϵn), where ϵn is small enough such that nϵn log

(
1
ϵn

)
< θ⊥

4 , and let κ2 :=
4eκ2

⊥
θ⊥

, where κ⊥ and
θ⊥ are constants given in Proposition 3. Suppose θn := 1

ϵn
log 1

1−ϵn
Then, for all x > 1− ϵn we have

P
(
ϵn

n∑
i=1

qi > x
)
≤
[
2ex
(
1− κ2nϵn log ϵn

)]
e−θnx. (1)

Further, for any n ≥ 1 and ϵn ∈ (0, 1), we have the lower bound

P
(
ϵn

n∑
i=1

qi > x
)
≥ 1

1− ϵn
e−θnx. (2)

As a consequence, we have the following large deviation result.

lim
x→∞

− 1

x
logP

(
ϵn

n∑
i=1

qi > x
)
= θn =

1

ϵn
log

1

1− ϵn
∈
(
1,

1

1− ϵn

)
. (3)

Theorem 2 establishes the exponential decay of the tail of the total queue length for a JSQ system. The
bounds presented in Eq. (1) and (2) are valid for both the HT and Many-Server-HT regimes. Further, the
result in Theorem 2 is consistent with the fact that the distribution of the scaled steady-state total queue
length, i.e., ϵnq, converges to an exponential random variable in distribution, as n grows to ∞.

In Theorem 2, we are able to characterize the exact tail decay rate of the continuous time JSQ system.
Our result implies that, in Many-Server-HT with α > 1 and when the term nϵn log

(
1
ϵn

)
is small enough, the

decay rate of the JSQ system exactly matches the tail decay rate of an SSQ. This is a significant advancement
compared to existing literature. Previous work primarily focused on comparing the behavior of the JSQ
system with an SSQ in the limiting traffic condition, specifically as ϵn → 0. In contrast, our work examines
the behavior of a pre-limit JSQ system and directly compares it to the corresponding SSQ.

Remark 1. Tail probabilities are often better characterized by multiplicative rather than additive errors.
For instance, a bound of the form

∣∣∣P(ϵq > x)− exp
(
− 2µx

σ2

)∣∣∣ ≤ O(ϵ) can become very loose for large values
of x. An interesting example is presented in [53, Section 2.1], where the Central Limit Theorem provides
an approximation of N i.i.d. random variables by a normal distribution, but the error in the approximation
can be as large as O(1/

√
N), which is much larger than the tail itself. Thus, even if the tail probability

converges to an exponentially decaying tail in the limit, the error in the approximation may still decay slowly.
Therefore, concentration-inequality-type bounds (as in Theorem 5) better characterize the tail probability.

Additionally, Eq. (3) represents a significant result in the form of an LD principle. As ϵn → 0 in HT or
Many-Server-HT, we have θn → 1, and so, our LD result for ϵnq is asymptotically precise in both, the HT
and Many-Server-HT settings (provided that α > 1).
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2.2.1. Discussion on terms in Theorem 2:
Our bounds on tail probability on JSQ system, presented in Theorem 2, can be decomposed into terms

as discussed below.

• SSC violation: For the JSQ system, the SSC violation term is given by
(
1− κ2nϵn log ϵn

)
. In non-

asymptotic HT conditions (i.e., when ϵ > 0 in HT, or n < ∞ in Many-Server-HT), the SSC property
is not fully satisfied. This introduces an additional multiplicative term in the tail probability bound,
which is captured by 1− κ2nϵn log ϵn, and reflects the extent to which SSC is violated.

To get the SSC violation term below a certain threshold δ in HT, we need ϵ log
(
1
ϵ

)
to be on the order

of O
(
δ
n

)
. Similarly, in the Many-Server-HT scenario, it is required that n1−α log n is on the order

of O(δ), or alternatively, n must be at least Ω
(
exp

(
1

α−1 log
1
δ

))
, or n ∼ Ω

(
δ−

1
α−1
)

in magnitude.
Satisfying such conditions becomes increasingly challenging as α approaches 1. This is also shown in
Fig. 1 in Section 1.1. Furthermore, it is important to acknowledge that such conditions cannot be met
for α ≤ 1. These observations provide an intuitive argument for the failure of the SSC property (as
presented in this paper) when α ≤ 1. Essentially, for α ≤ 1, the notion of SSC deviates significantly
from the one considered in this paper.

It is worth noting that although a large system size, represented by n, is required for the SSC error
to be small, it remains bounded. Specifically, in the case of Many-Server-HT, it can be shown that
the term nϵn log

1
ϵn

is bounded by α
e(α−1) . Consequently, the SSC error is of order at most O

(
1

α−1

)
.

Therefore, it is reasonable to expect that even for moderate system sizes, the tail probability, P(ϵq > x),
exhibits exponential decay.

• Pre-limit tail: The pre-limit tail denotes the actual decay rate of the tail probability of ϵnq under non-
asymptotic HT condition, i.e., n < ∞. For the continuous-time JSQ system, we exactly characterize
the pre-limit tail, which is given by θn = 1

ϵn
log 1

1−ϵn
. In super-slowdown regime, as ϵn goes to zero,

the tail of ϵnq matches that of an exponential distribution with mean 1, as limn→∞ θn = 1. Further,
note that, the deviation of the pre-limit tail from the corresponding HT value is given by |θn − 1|,
which is of order O(ϵn).

In the case of continuous-time JSQ, the arrivals and service times follow an exponential distribution,
which is characterized by a single parameter, i.e., the arrival or service rate. The specific properties of
the exponential distribution allow for a more accurate analysis of the tail probability. Intuitively, this
distinction is the reason why we are able to precisely characterize the pre-limit tail for the JSQ system.
In case of general arrival and service distributions, as presented in the case of the discrete-time SSQ, we
do a second-order approximation to approximate the tail probability of the scaled queue length with
its HT counterpart. Consequently, we obtain an upper bound on the pre-limit tail. More arguments
are provided in Section 3.

• Pre-exponent error: In the context of the JSQ system, the pre-exponent error is represented by
the expression 2ex. This error term arises from using Markov’s Inequality to obtain tail-probability
bounds using MGF. To clarify this error term, consider a random variable X that follows an exponential
distribution with rate λ. In this case, the MGF of X is given by E[exp(θX)] = 1

1−θ/λ for all θ < λ.
As shown in Lemma 7 of Appendix A, by Applying Markov’s Inequality to the MGF and optimizing
over the value of θ, we obtain

P(X > x) ≤ eλxe−λx.

The upper bound differs from the actual tail of X by a multiplicative factor of eλx, which arises
from using Markov’s Inequality. We acknowledge that it may be possible to eliminate the Markov-
Inequality error by employing more complex techniques. However, we have chosen to rely solely on
Markov’s Inequality for our analysis to maintain simplicity.
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Exponential Tail Bounds on Queues 2.3 State Space Collapse for JSQ system

2.3. State Space Collapse for JSQ system
Next, we mathematically specify SSC for the JSQ system with λn = nµ(1− n−α) and α > 1.

Proposition 3. Consider the JSQ system as presented in Section 2.1. Suppose the system satisfies the
condition λn = nµ(1− ϵn), and let κ⊥ = 128 and θ⊥ = 1/96. Then, for ϵn ≤ 1/2, and θ ∈ (0, θ⊥), we have
that for all i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , n},

Eπn

[ n∑
i=1

e−θq⊥i +

n∑
i=1

eθq⊥i

]
≤ κ⊥n, Eπn

[
eθ|q⊥i|

]
≤ κ⊥, (4)

where q⊥i = qi − 1
n

∑n
j=1 qj.

As mentioned before, an essential component in establishing the limiting distribution (Theorem 1) and
the tail probability (Theorem 2) is to characterize SSC accurately. For the JSQ system, when SSC is achieved,
the queue-length vector q collapses to a subspace where all its coordinates become identical, implying that
the asymptotic behavior of the JSQ system closely resembles that of an SSQ.

In Proposition 3, we establish a specific notion of SSC by demonstrating that the MGF of the deviations
of the individual queue lengths and their average, referred to as the "perpendicular component" and denoted
by q⊥ = q − 1

nq1n, remains uniformly bounded within an interval around zero for all values of ϵn ≤ 1/2.
In particular, this result implies that all the moments of the perpendicular component remain uniformly
bounded, even in the limit as the system approaches HT conditions (ϵn → 0). In comparison, the elements
of the queue length vector q are on the order of 1

ϵn
. Consequently, as ϵn becomes small, we observe that

ϵnq ≈ ϵn
n q 1n (or equivalently, ϵnq⊥ ≈ 0n).

Intuition behind the choice of the Lyapunov function. In order to establish Proposition 3, we employ the
Lyapunov function

∑n
i=1 e

−θq⊥i +
∑n

i=1 e
θq⊥i , demonstrating its negative drift. It is worth noting that this

Lyapunov function differs from the one considered in [2], namely exp
(
θ∥q⊥∥2

)
, which yields the SSC result

in the Many-Server-HT regime for α > 2. However, exp
(
θ∥q⊥∥2

)
proves inadequate for establishing SSC

in the case of α ∈ (1, 2]. This limitation arises because, to show SSC in Many-Server-HT for α ∈ (1, 2], it
is necessary to obtain a bound for the MGF of ∥ · ∥∞-norm of the perpendicular component, denoted as
∥q⊥∥∞. Intuitively, for an n-dim vector x, if ∥x∥∞ is O(1), then it implies that ∥x∥2 is O(

√
n). However,

vice-versa need not hold. As such, a bound on ℓ∞ norm is sharper than a bound on ℓ2 norm, and it plays a
significant role while proving SSC for α ∈ (1, 2]. Furthermore, using exp

(
θ∥q⊥∥∞

)
as the Lyapunov function

proves challenging due to the non-smooth nature of the ∥ · ∥∞-norm. Consequently, we use the Lyapunov
function

∑n
i=1 e

−θq⊥i +
∑n

i=1 e
θq⊥i as a suitable alternative. This choice represents a smooth approximation

of exp
(
θ∥q⊥∥∞

)
and simplifies the technical aspects of the analysis compared to dealing directly with

exp
(
θ∥q⊥∥∞

)
. Similar exponential function was also used in the context of graphical allocation of balls in

bins in [54, 55].

2.4. Proof of Theorem 1 and Theorem 2
In this section, provide the proof sketches for Theorem 1 and Theorem 2. More details and precise

mathematical arguments are provided in Appendix B.

Lemma 4. Consider the JSQ system as presented in Section 2.1. Suppose the system satisfies the condition
λn = nµ(1− ϵn), where α > 1. Let

γn(θ) := nµ− λne
ϵnθ βn(q; θ) := µ

n∑
i=1

1{qi=0}e
θϵn

∑n
i=1 qi .

Then, for any θ < θn := − 1
ϵn

log
(
1− ϵn

)
, such that θnϵn < θ⊥, we have

Eπn

[
eθϵn

∑n
i=1 qi

]
=

1

γn(θ)
Eπn [βn(q; θ)]. (5)

Lemma 4 provides the MGF of the scaled total queue length ϵnq and is an intermediate step to prove
the results in Theorems 1 and 2. The proof of Lemma 4 is provided in Appendix B.
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Exponential Tail Bounds on Queues 2.4 Proof of Theorem 1 and Theorem 2

Technical note. It is important to note that the condition θnϵn < θ⊥ in Lemma 4 holds true for all θ < 0,
and when ϵn is small for θ ∈ (0, θn). Consequently, Eq. (5) is valid for all n and ϵn if θ < 0, but if θ ∈ (0, θn),
it can only be used for ϵn small enough. Essentially, we need to use the SSC result given in Proposition 3
to obtain the bounds in Theorems 1 and 2, and these are valid only under the condition θnϵn < θ⊥.

Proof of Theorem 1. Recall that we use the notation λn = nµ(1 − ϵn) and according to the theorem
statement, ϵn = n−α, where α > 1. Also, q =

∑n
i=1 qi. In order to prove Theorem 1, we use Lemma

4. We first prove the following claim.

Claim 1. For n ≥ 2, we have

Eπn

[
1{qi=0}

]
= ϵn, ∀i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , n}. (6)

And, for any θ < θn and ϵn small enough such that 2|θ|nϵn log
(

1
ϵn

)
< θ⊥, we have

n∑
i=1

Eπn

[
1{qi=0}

∣∣eθϵnq − 1
∣∣] ≤ 2eκ2

⊥
θ⊥

|θ|n2ϵ2n log
( 1

ϵn

)
,

where θ⊥ and κ⊥ are as defined in Proposition 3.

Proof of Claim 1 is provide in Appendix B. Now, according to the assumption, ϵn = n−α, where α > 1.
Under the α > 1 condition, the condition 2|θ|nϵn log

(
1
ϵn

)
< θ⊥ can be satisfied for n large enough, i.e., we

need n large enough such that 2α|θ|n1−α log n < θ⊥, or logn
nα−1 < θ⊥

2α|θ| . From Claim 1, we have that for any
θ < 1, (as θn ≥ 1), we have,

lim
n→∞

1

nϵn

n∑
i=1

Eπn

[
1{qi=0}

]
= 1,

and

lim
n→∞

1

nµϵn

∣∣∣Eπn
[βn(q; θ)]− µ

n∑
i=1

Eπn

[
1{qi=0}

]∣∣∣ ≤ lim
n→∞

1

nµϵn

n∑
i=1

Eπn

[
1{qi=0}

∣∣eθϵnq − 1
∣∣] = 0.

Thus, we have limn→∞
1

nµϵn
Eπn

[βn(q; θ)] = 1. Further, for any θ, we have

lim
n→∞

1

nµϵn
γn(θ) =

1

nµϵn

(
nµ− λne

ϵnθ
)
=

1

ϵn

(
1− eϵnθ + ϵne

ϵnθ
)
= 1− θ.

Thus, by using Lemma 4, for any θ < 1,

lim
n→∞

E[eθϵnq] = lim
n→∞

1

γn(θ)
Eπn

[βn(q; θ)] =
1

1− θ
.

This shows that the Moment Generating Function (MGF) of ϵnq converges to that of an exponential random
variable with mean 1. Now, by using [56, Theorem 25.10], we have that ϵnq

d→ Υ, where Υ is an exponential
random variable with mean 1.

Next, by using Proposition 3, for θ ∈ (0, θ⊥) we have that

1 ≤ lim
n→∞

Eπϵ

[
enϵnθ|q⊥i

|] ≤ lim
n→∞

(
Eπϵ

[
eθ|q⊥i

|])nϵn ≤ lim
n→∞

κnϵn
⊥ = 1,

where the second inequality follows by using Jensen’s Inequality. This implies that, for all i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , n},
we have nϵnq⊥i

d→ 0. Now, by definition of q⊥, we have, nϵnq = ϵnq1 + nϵnq⊥, where ϵnq
d→ Υ and

nϵnq⊥i
d→ 0 as n → ∞. Thus, we have nϵnq

d→ Υ1. This completes the proof.
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Proof of Theorem 2. Note that for ϵn ≤ 1/2, we have θn ≤ 2. Thus, the condition 2|θ|nϵn log
(

1
ϵn

)
< θ⊥ is

satisfied for any θ ∈ (0, θn) whenever ϵn is small enough such that 4nϵn log
(

1
ϵn

)
< θ⊥. Then, from Claim 1,

for any θ ∈ (0, θn), we have

Eπn [βn(q; θ)] ≤ µnϵn
(
1− κ2nϵn log ϵn

)
,

where, as θ ≤ θn ≤ 2, we can take κ2 :=
4eκ2

⊥
θ⊥

. Now, by using Markov’s inequality, we have that for all
θ ∈ (0, θn),

P
(
ϵnq > x

)
≤ e−θxE

[
eθϵn

∑n
i=1 qi

]
≤ µnϵn

(
1− κ2nϵn log ϵn

)
× 1

γn(θ)
e−θx

= µnϵn
(
1− κ2nϵn log ϵn

)
× 1

nµ− λneϵnθ
e−θx. (7)

Next, we optimize the upper bound over the values of θ ∈ (0, θn). By differentiation,

d

dθ

( 1

γn(θ)
e−θx

)
=

1

γ2
n(θ)

(
− xγn(θ) + λnϵne

ϵnθ
)
e−θx

Then, the derivative is equal to zero at

θ = θx,n :=
1

ϵn
log
( nµx

λn(x+ ϵn)

)
=

1

ϵn
log
( x

(1− ϵn)(x+ ϵn)

)
< θn,

where the last inequality is valid for any x > 0. Also, to ensure that θx,n > 0, we need that
x

(1− ϵn)(x+ ϵn)
> 1 =⇒ x > 1− ϵn.

Then, by substituting θ = θx,n, we have

1

nµ− λneϵnθx,n
e−θx,nx =

x+ ϵn
µnϵn

exp
(
− x

ϵn
log
( x

(1− ϵn)(x+ ϵn)

))
=

x+ ϵn
µnϵn

exp
(
− x

ϵn
log

1

1− ϵn
+

x

ϵn
log

x+ ϵn
x

)
≤ e(x+ ϵn)

µnϵn
exp

(
− x

ϵn
log

1

1− ϵn

)
.

Using the above result in Eq. (7) and x ≥ ϵn, we have

P
(
ϵn

n∑
i=1

qi > x
)
≤ 2ex

(
1− κ2nϵn log ϵn

)
exp

(
− x

ϵn
log

1

1− ϵn

)
.

This completes the first part of the proof. For the second, i.e., the lower bound in Eq. (2), we couple the
JSQ system with a Single Server Queue (SSQ) as follows, i.e., we consider a SSQ process {qssq(t)}t≥0, where
all the servers of the original JSQ system are pooled together to create a single server with service rate
nµ. Thus, {qssq(t)}t≥0 is an M/M/1 queue with arrival rate λn and service rate nµ. Then, the stationary
distribution of {qssq(t)}t≥0 is given by,

P(qssq = i) =
(
1− λn

nµ

)(λn

nµ

)i
= ϵn(1− ϵn)

i.

This gives us

P
(
ϵn

n∑
i=1

qi > x
)
≥ P(ϵnqssq > x) = (1− ϵn)

⌈
x
ϵn

⌉
≥ (1− ϵn)

x
ϵn

−1 =
1

1− ϵn
exp

(
− x

ϵn
log

1

1− ϵn

)
.

This completes the proof.
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3. Discrete time Single server queue

In this section, we present the bound on the tail probability for a SSQ. The aim is to show the affect of
a general arrival and service distribution on the decay rate of the tail probability P(ϵq > x). The model is
as follows.

3.1. Model for Single Server Queue
We consider a sequence of discrete-time SSQ indexed by the HT parameter ϵ, where q(t) denotes the

number of customers in the system (queue length) at the beginning of time slot t. Customers arrive to
the system as an i.i.d. process {a(t)}t≥0, with E[a(t)] = λϵ, Var(a(t)) = σ2

ϵ,a, and a(t) ≤ A almost surely.
Once the customers join the queue, the server decides to serve up to s(t) jobs waiting in the queues, with
E[s(t)] = µϵ, Var(s(t)) = σ2

ϵ,s, and s(t) ≤ A almost surely. Even though the server can process s(t)
customers, it is possible that there are not enough customers in the system, and some of the service gets
wasted. Hence, we call s(t) as the ‘potential’ service. Similar to the arrival process, the potential services
are also independent and identically distributed across time slots. Moreover, we assume that these potential
services are independent of the queue length vector. The queue evolution process is given by

q(t+ 1) = [q(t) + a(t)− s(t)]+ = q(t) + a(t)− s(t) + u(t), (8)

where [x]+ := max{x, 0} is used because the queue length cannot be negative. The term u(t) is the unused
service and represents the difference between the potential and actual service. By definition, the unused
service u(t) is positive only if q(t+ 1) = 0, which implies q(t+ 1)u(t) = 0 for all t. Also, the unused service
cannot be higher than the potential, and so, 0 ≤ u(t) ≤ s(t) ≤ A almost surely.

It is well known that λϵ < µϵ implies stability, that is, the Markov chain {q(t)}t≥0 is positive recurrent.
As a result, the system reaches steady state. We use πϵ to denote the steady state distribution of the queue
length process {q(t)}t≥0. We drop the symbol t to denote that variables in steady state, i.e., q follows the
steady state distribution πϵ, and q+ denote the state that comes after q, i.e., q+ = [q+a−s]+ = q+a−s+u,
where a and s follow the same distribution as a(t) and s(t), respectively.

3.2. Results for SSQ
In this section, we establish an upper bound on the tail of the queue length distribution for a system in

non-asymptotic HT. We consider λϵ = µϵ(1 − ϵ), so that as ϵ → 0, the system approaches HT conditions.
In Theorem 5, we provide a bound on the probability P(ϵq > x) when the HT parameter is bounded away
from zero.

Theorem 5. Consider the SSQ as defined in Section 3.1, with λϵ = µϵ(1− ϵ). Let σ2
ϵ := σ2

ϵ,a + σ2
ϵ,s,

θϵ :=
2µϵ

σ2
ϵ

, κ1 :=
2µϵE3

3σ4
ϵ

+ ϵ
9µ2

ϵA
4

σ6
ϵ

,

where E3 := max{0,E[(a− s)3]}. Let E[eϵθq(0)] < ∞ for all θ ≤ θϵ. Then, for all x > θϵ
(1+κ1ϵ)

, we have

P(ϵq > x) ≤ eθϵxe
−θϵ(1−κ1ϵ)x, ∀ϵ ∈ (0, 1). (9)

Further, as x → ∞, we have

lim
x→∞

1

x
logP(ϵq > x) ≤ −θϵ(1− κ1ϵ). (10)

The exponential decay of the tail of the queue-length distribution of an SSQ has been established by the
tail bound presented in Eq. (9). This result is consistent with the well-known fact that the distribution of
the scaled steady-state queue length ϵq converges to an exponential distribution as ϵ tends to zero. However,
our result provides a more detailed insight by characterizing the rate of convergence of the tail probability
to its corresponding HT value.
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Note that, SSQ is a one-dimensional system, and so, there is no concept of SSC in SSQ. Further, in case
of SSQ, the pre-exponent error is given by eθϵx. The reasoning for this is same as that in the case of JSQ
system. Therefore, we only discuss the pre-limit tail for the discrete time SSQ.

Pre-limit tail: As mentioned before, pre-limit tail refers to the actual decay rate of the tail probability
for the pre-limit system. Under general arrival and service distribution, as in the case of discrete time SSQ,
we provide an upper bound on the pre-limit tail, which given by θϵ(1− κ1ϵ). The steady-state distribution
of the pre-limit system need not follow an exponential distribution. As such, to obtain an exponential decay
rate on the tail probability, we employ a second order approximation to approximate the distribution with
an exponential. It is important to note that as ϵ approaches zero, the upper bound on the pre-limit tail
converges to the correct HT value, i.e. limϵ→0 θϵ(1− κ1ϵ) =

2µ
σ2 , where µ and σ are the limiting values of µϵ

and σϵ as ϵ → 0.
Note that the constant κ1 in the pre-limit tail depends on the third moment of (a− s), while the actual

decay rate of the tail probability in HT depends on the corresponding first and the second moment. Using
exponential Lyapunov functions, the HT distribution of a queueing system is generally obtained using a
second-order approximation of the MGF of (a − s), which involves the first two moments. As such, the
‘strength’ of this second-order approximation depends on the third moment of (a − s), which is essentially
captured by the dependency of the constant κ1 on E3 in Theorem 5.

3.3. Proof of Theorem 5
The first step to prove Theorem 5 is characterizing the steady-state distribution of ϵq in terms of its

MGF. For this goal, we consider the Lyapunov function V (x; θ) := eθϵx and obtain the following result.

Lemma 6. Consider an SSQ as defined in Section 3.1. Suppose the initial state q(0) satisfies E[eθϵq(0)] < ∞
for all θ < θ0 and for all ϵ ∈ (0, 1). Then, for any θ < θ0, we have

E[V (q(t+ 1); θ)] = (1− γϵ(θ))
t+1E[V (q(0); θ)] +

t∑
i=0

(1− γϵ(θ))
iE[βϵ(t− i; θ)], (11)

where γϵ(θ) := 1−E
[
eϵθ(a−s)

]
and βϵ(t; θ) := 1−E

[
e−θϵu(t)

∣∣q(t)]. Let Θϵ := {θ ∈ R : θ < θ0, E[eθϵ(a−s)] < 1}.
Then, for all θ ∈ Θϵ ∪ {θ : θ ≤ 0}, we have

Eπϵ
[V (q; θ)] := Eπϵ

[
eθϵq

]
=

1− Eπϵ [e
−θϵu]

1− E
[
eϵθ(a−s)

] . (12)

The expression in Eq. (12) was first introduced in [6] for θ in an interval around zero. In this work, we
have expanded the range of validity for Eq. (12) to a much larger interval given by Θϵ. Although it may
be difficult to fully characterize Θϵ for a fixed ϵ > 0, we can use Taylor’s approximation of the exponential
function to obtain a close enough subset. Accurately characterizing Θϵ is crucial to obtaining the correct
tail bounds. Our finite-time characterization of the queue-length distribution, as shown in Eq. (11), allows
us to achieve this expanded range of validity.

The proof of Lemma 6 follows by showing that, for any θ ∈ Θϵ, the right-hand side (RHS) in Eq. (11)
converges to a finite value. The details of the proof of Lemma 6 are presented in Appendix C.

Lemma 7. Suppose X is a non-negative random variable, and the MGF of X satisfies the inequality
E[eθX ] ≤ 1

1−θ/λ ,∀θ ∈ (0, λ), where λ > 0. Then, for any x > 1
λ , we have

P(X > x) ≤ eλxe−λx.

The proof of Lemma 7 is provided in Appendix A.

Proof of Theorem 5. By equating the drift of the queue length q(t) to zero in steady state, we prove the
following claim.
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Claim 2. For any θ ∈ R, 1− Eπϵ [e
−θϵu] ≤ ϵ2θµϵ.

Next, using Taylor’s expansion of the exponential function we obtain the following claim.

Claim 3. For any θ ∈
(
0, θϵ

(1+κ1ϵ)

)
, 1− E

[
eϵθ(a−s)

]
≥ θϵ2µϵ

(
1− θ

θϵ

(
1 + κ1ϵ

))
.

The proofs of Claims 2 and 3 are provided in Appendix C. Next, we use the Lemma 6. Note that, by
the assumption E[eθϵq(0)] < ∞ for θ < θϵ, we have that

(
0, θϵ

(1+κ1ϵ)

)
⊆ Θϵ. Then, by Lemma 6 and the

above mentioned claims, we have

E
[
eϵθq

]
≤
(
1− θ

θϵ

(
1 + κ1ϵ

))−1

, ∀θ ∈
(
0,

θϵ
(1 + κ1ϵ)

)
.

Afterwards, the result in Theorem 5 follows simply by using Markov’s inequality as shown in Lemma 7.

4. M/M/n system

4.1. Model
An M/M/n system (also known as Erlang-C) is a multi-server queue with n servers, a single queue, and

follows a continuous-time first-come-first-serve service discipline. Customer arrivals follow a Poisson process
with rate λn, and each server has an exponentially distributed service time with constant service rate µ.
The rate µ is independent of the system size; thus, the subscript n is omitted.

To represent the system’s dynamics, we use qn(t) to denote the number of customers in the system
at time t. We use wn(t) = [qn(t) − n]+ to denote the number of customers waiting in the queue, and
rn(t) = [n− qn(t)]

+ for the number of idle servers at time t.
The queue-length process {qn(t)}t≥0 is a CTMC, and it is well known that it is stable (positive recurrent)

if λn < nµ. To be consequent with the previous sections, we assume that λn = nµ (1− ϵn). Further, a
stationary distribution πn exists under this stability condition. Similarly to previous sections, we drop the
index t to denote steady-state variables.

Similarly to the JSQ system, to study the Many-Server-HT asymptotics of this system, we define the
load ρn := λn

nµ = 1 − ϵn and consider ϵn = cn−α, where c > 0 is a constant, and α > 0 a parameter (as in
the JSQ system). In this case, we are interested in α ∈ (0, 1].

As explained in the introduction, the steady-state dynamics of the system vary with the value of α. We
study three regimes: (i) Sub-HW, where α ∈

(
0, 1

2

)
, (ii) HW, where α = 1

2 , and (iii) Super-HW where

α ∈
(

1
2 ,∞

)
.

4.2. Results on wn and rn

In this section, we provide separate tail bounds on the number of idle servers and the number of waiting
customers because the scaling parameter is different. In Theorem 8 we present our results for the number
of idle servers rn.

Theorem 8. Consider the M/M/n queue as given in Section 4.1 with λn = nµ(1− ϵn). Let r̃n := rn−nϵn,
and ηn := 1√

n(1−ϵn)
.

(a) Super-HW regime: Suppose ϵn = cn−α with α > 1
2 . Then, if n2α−1 > 4c2, we have

P(rn > 0) ≤ 4eπcn−α+ 1
2 , lim

n→∞
P(rn > 0) = 0, (13)

and there exist a constant κ1, independent of n, such that,

P
(
ηnr̃n > x

)
≤ κ1c

nα− 1
2

e−
1
2x

2

.
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(b) HW regime: Suppose ϵn = cn− 1
2 . Then,

lim
n→∞

P(rn > 0) =

√
2πc exp

(
c2

2

)
Φ (c)

1 +
√
2πc exp

(
c2

2

)
Φ (c)

, (14)

and there exist constant κ2, such that

P
(
ηnr̃n > x

)
≤ κ2e

− 1
2x

2

.

(c) Sub-HW regime: Suppose ϵn = cn−α with α ∈
(
0, 1

2

)
. Then, there exists constant κ3 such that

P(rn > 0) ≥ 1− κ3

c
nα− 1

2 e−cn
1
2
−α

, lim
n→∞

P(rn > 0) = 1,

and we have

P(ηnr̃n > x) ≤ e−
1
2x

2

, P(ηnr̃n < −x) ≤ e−
1
2x

2+2eϵnx
2

.

Theorem 8 provides the tail bounds on the number of idle servers in the M/M/n queue in each of the
three regimes considered in the paper.

Remark 2. Note that we do not provide a LD result for rn, as we did in the case of SSQ and JSQ systems,
as the number of idle servers rn is always bounded by n. As such, for the pre-limit system (i.e., when the
system size n is finite), we have that

P(ηnr̃n > x) = 0, ∀x >
√
nρn.

Next, we provide the results for the number of waiting customers wn.

Corollary 9. Consider the M/M/n queue as given in Section 4.1 with λn = nµ(1 − ϵn). Then, for any
{ϵn}n≥0 such that ϵn → 0 as n → ∞, and for any θ < 1, we have

lim
n→∞

E
[
eθϵnwn

∣∣wn > 0
]
=

1

1− θ
, [ϵnwn|wn > 0]

d→ Υ,

where Υ is an exponential random variable with mean 1. Further, for any x > ϵn, we have

1

(1− ϵn)2
e−θnx ≤ P(ϵnwn ≥ x|wn > 0) ≤ 1

1− ϵn
e−θnx,

where θn = 1
ϵn

log 1
1−ϵn

. As a consequence, we get the LD result

lim
x→∞

1

x
P(ϵnwn ≥ x) = lim

x→∞

1

x
P(ϵnwn ≥ x|wn > 0) = θn. (15)

Corollary 9 provides the limiting distribution of the steady state number of waiting customers in the
system. For any n and ϵn, the distribution of [wn|wn > 0] can be exactly characterized. As will be depicted
in Lemma 10, it turns out that [wn|wn > 0] follows a geometric distribution with parameter ϵn. Such a result
can also be derived by simply solving for the steady-state distribution of an M/M/n queue. Furthermore, as
we can exactly characterize the distribution of [wn|wn > 0], there is no need for using Markov’s inequality
to get a tail bound on the number of waiting customers. Hence, we do not obtain the pre-limit nor the
pre-exponent error in the case of the number of waiting customers.
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Remark 3. It is worth noting that although the conditional distribution [wn|wn > 0] follows a geometric
distribution, it is possible for the probability P(wn > 0) to approach zero. This can be observed by examining
the bounds on P(rn > 0) provided in Theorem 8. Specifically, in the Sub-HW regime, we have

P(wn > 0) ≤ 1− P(rn > 0) ≤ κ3

c
nα− 1

2 e−cn
1
2
−α

.

It is well-known that P(wn > 0) decreases to zero in this regime. However, we additionally characterize the
rate at which this convergence occurs.

Remark 4. The results presented in Theorem 8 and Corollary 9 only consider Many-Server-HT regimes.
There, the HT parameter ϵn approaches zero as the system size n grows. One can also consider a conventional
HT regime, where the system size n is constant and the HT parameter ϵ → 0 (using the notation λn =
nµ(1 − ϵ)) independent of n. In this case, the tail bound for the relevant quantities closely aligns with
the tail-bound results obtained in the Super-HW regime. By employing similar calculations as, it can be
shown that the number of waiting customers exhibits the same tail bounds as presented in Corollary 9 after
replacing ϵn by ϵ. Furthermore, the probability P(rn > 0) is on the order of O(ϵ). Moreover, in conventional
HT, there is no need for a tail bound on rn as rn ≤ n and n is a constant.

4.2.1. Steady-state distribution of wn and rn
In this section, we provide the complete characterization of the steady state distribution of {qn(t)}t≥0.

Specifically, we provide the MGF of the steady-state number of waiting customers (wn) and idle servers
(rn).

Lemma 10. Consider the M/M/n queue as given in Section 4.1 and suppose λn = nµ(1− ϵn). Define

Gn(t) := exp
(
− nϵnt− n(1− ϵn)(e

−t + t− 1)
)
.

Then, we have the following results.

(a) For any θ ∈ R, we have

E
[
eθrn

∣∣∣rn > 0
]
= G−1

n (θ)

(∫ 0

−∞
Gndt

)−1 ∫ θ

−∞
Gndt.

(b) For any θ < log 1
1−ϵn

, we have

E
[
eθwn

∣∣∣wn > 0
]
=

1

1− 1
ϵn

(1− e−θ)
.

Further, we have P(qn = n) =
(

1
ϵn

+ n
∫ 0

−∞ Gn(t)dt
)−1

, and

P(wn > 0) =
1− ϵn
ϵn

P(qn = n), P(rn > 0) = nP(qn = n)

∫ 0

−∞
Gn(t)dt.

Lemma 10 provides the steady state distribution of rn and wn for any value of n and ϵn. The results in
Theorem 8 are derived by using the result in Lemma 10.a, Markov’s inequality. Lemma 10.a indicates that
the distribution of [rn|rn > 0] closely resembles that of a truncated normal random variable. By replacing
Gn(t) with G̃n(t) := exp

(
− nηnϵnt− 1

2 t
2
)
, we have that the function

G̃−1
n (θ)

(∫ 0

−∞
G̃ndt

)−1 ∫ θ

−∞
G̃ndt
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defines the MGF of a truncated normal random variable, specifically [Yn|Yn > 0], where Yn follows a normal
distribution with mean nηnϵn and variance 1.

Intuitively, for large values of n, we can approximate Gn(ηnt) by G̃n(t) because 1
η2
n

(
e−ηnt+ηnt−1

)
≈ t2

2 ,
where ηn = 1√

nρn
. Consequently, we observe that, for large n, the distribution of [ηnrn|rn > 0] closely

matches the distribution of [Yn|Yn > 0], where Yn is defined above. Consequently, for large values of n,
[ηnr̃n|rn > 0] closely matches the distribution of a truncated standard normal random variable. In the proof
of Theorem 8, use this idea to establish tail bounds on rn in each of the three regimes.

The result in Corollary 9 immediately follows from Lemma 10.b just be observing that the MGF of
[wn|wn > 0] matches with that of a geometric random variable with parameter ϵn. The mathematical
details for results provided in this section (Section 4.2) is provided in Appendix D.
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A. Essential Lemmas and their proofs

Proof of Lemma 7. The proof simply follows by using the Markov’s inequality and then optimizing over the
value of θ. For any θ ∈ (0, 1/λ), we have

P(X > x) ≤ e−θxE[eθX ] ≤ 1

1− θ/λ
e−θx. (A.1)

As the above inequality is valid for any θ ∈ (0, λ), we can minimize the RHS in the above inequality over the
range (0, λ). Now, the derivative of the RHS equates to zero when θ = θ∗ := λ

(
1− 1

λx

)
, where θ∗ ∈ (0, λ)

whenever x > 1/λ. Thus, for any x > 1/λ, by substituting θ = θ∗ in Eq. (A.1), we get the result.

Lemma 11. Consider a Discrete Time Markov Chain {x(t)}t≥0, where x(t) ∈ Rd for all t ≥ 0. Let the
Markov chain be positive recurrent, with stationary distribution π, and x∞ be a random variable that follows
the distribution π. Suppose f : Rd × R → R+ is a Lyapunov function such that following conditions hold.

C1. There exists θ0 > 0 such that ∀θ < θ0, we have,

E[f(x(t), θ)] < ∞, ∀t ≥ 0.

C2. There exists θ1 > 0 such that for all θ < θ1, the function f satisfies the negative drift condition,

E[∆f(x(t+ 1), θ)|x(t)] = −γ(θ)f(x(t), θ) + β(x(t), θ), (A.2)

where for all θ < θ1, one of the following conditions is satisfied

1. There exists β̄(θ) such that

γ(θ) > 0, E[β(x(t), θ)] < β̄(θ), lim
t→∞

E[β(x(t), θ)] exists.

2. There exists a function b(θ) < ∞ such that

E[f(x(t), θ)] ≤ b(θ), ∀t ≥ 0.

Then, we have that for all θ < min{θ0, θ1},

Eπ[f(x∞, θ)] =
1

γ(θ)
Eπ[β(x∞, θ)] < ∞.

Proof of Lemma 11. For the complete part of the proof, we assume that θ < min{θ0, θ1}. From, we
Condition C1, we have that E[f(x(t), θ)] < ∞, ∀t ≥ 0. Thus, in Eq. (A.2) in Condition C2, we can
take expectation on both sides to get that,

E[f(x(t+ 1), θ)] = (1− γ(θ))E[f(x(t), θ)] + E[β(x(t), θ)].

Depending on the value of γ(θ), we consider two cases.

• Case 1: γ(θ) ≥ 1. In this case, we have that 1− γ(θ) < 0. Then, as f(x(t), θ) ≥ 0, from the previous
equation, we have

E[f(x(t+ 1), θ)] ≤ E[β(x(t), θ)] ≤ β̄(θ).

As E[f(x(t), θ)] is uniformly bounded by β̄ for all t ≥ 0,

E[f(x∞, θ)] = lim
t→∞

E[f(x(t+ 1), θ)] ≤ β̄(θ).

Thus, under steady state, we can rewrite Eq. (A.2) in Condition C2 as,

E[f(x∞, θ)] = (1− γ(θ))E[f(x∞, θ)] + E[β(x∞, θ)].

This gives us the result. Note that the above result also holds when we directly have that E[f(x(t), θ)]
is uniformly bounded, as mentioned in Condition C2 part (2).
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• Case 2: γ(θ) ∈ (0, 1). In this case, we can use Eq. (A.2) in Condition C2 recursively, to get that

E[f(x(t+ 1), θ)] = (1− γ(θ))t+1E[f(x(0), θ)]

+

t∑
i=0

(1− γ(θ))iE[β(x(t− i), θ)]. (A.3)

Now, as limt→∞ E[β(x(t), θ)] exists, and is equal to E[β(x∞, θ)], we have that

lim
t→∞

t∑
i=0

(1− γ(θ))iE[β(x(t− i), θ)] =
1

γ(θ)
E[β(x∞, θ)],

lim
t→∞

(1− γ(θ))t+1E[f(x(0), θ)] = 0.

Substituting the above in Eq. (A.3) gives us the result.

B. Proof of results in Section 2

Proof of Proposition 3. For any i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , n}, we consider the following exponential Lyapunov functions

V⊥i(x; θ) = eθx⊥i = eθ(xi−x̂), U⊥i(x; θ) = eθx⊥i = e−θ(xi−x̂),

where x̂ = 1
n

∑n
i=1 xi.

First, note that the total queue length at any time t is less than the total number of arrivals till time
t. And as the arrivals follow a Poisson process, the total number of arrivals till time t is a Poisson random
variable with parameter λnt. This gives us that

E[V⊥i(q(t); θ)] ≤ exp
(
λnt
(
eθ − 1

))
< ∞.

Thus, V⊥i(·) satisfies the Condition C1 of Lemma 11. Similarly, U⊥i(·) also satisfies the Condition C1 of
Lemma 11.

Suppose G denotes the generator matrix of the underlying CTMC of the JSQ system. Then, the drift of
V⊥i(q(t); θ), denoted by ∆V⊥i(q(t); θ), is given by

E
[
∆V⊥i(q(t); θ)

∣∣q(t)] :=∑
q′

G(q′,q(t))
[
V⊥i(q

′; θ)− V⊥i(q(t); θ)
]
.

Using this, we have

E
[
∆V⊥i(q(t); θ)

∣∣q(t)]
= λn

(
eθq⊥i(t)+θ

(
1− 1

n

)
1{i=i∗} + eθq⊥i(t)− θ

n1{i ̸=i∗} − eθq⊥i(t)

)
+

n∑
j=1

µ

(
eθq⊥i(t)−θ

(
1− 1

n

)
1{j=i} + eθq⊥i(t)+

θ
n1{j ̸=i} − eθq⊥i(t)

)
1{qj>0}

= λne
θq⊥i(t)

(
eθ
(
1− 1

n

)
1{i=i∗} + e−

θ
n1{i ̸=i∗} − 1

)
+ µeθq⊥i(t)

n∑
j=1

(
e−θ
(
1− 1

n

)
1{j=i} + e

θ
n1{j ̸=i} − 1

)
1{qj>0}
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= λne
θq⊥i(t)

((
eθ − 1

)
e−

θ
n1{i=i∗} + e−

θ
n − 1

)
+ µeθq⊥i(t)

((
e−θ − 1

)
e

θ
n1{qi(t)>0} +

(
e

θ
n − 1

)∑
j

1{qj>0}

)
,

where i∗ is the index chosen by the JSQ dispatcher.
Next, we consider the function V⊥(x; θ) =

∑n
i=1 V⊥i(x; θ). Then, the drift of V⊥(q(t); θ) is just the sum

of the drifts of V⊥i(q(t); θ), that is,

E
[
∆V⊥(q(t); θ)

∣∣q(t)]
=

n∑
i=1

E
[
∆V⊥i(q(t); θ)

∣∣q(t)]
= λn

(
eθ − 1

)
e−

θ
n eθq⊥,min(t) + λn

(
e−

θ
n − 1

) n∑
i=1

eθq⊥i(t)

+ µ

n∑
i=1

eθq⊥i(t)
((

e−θ − 1
)
e

θ
n1{qi(t)>0} +

(
e

θ
n − 1

)∑
j

1{qj>0}

)
= λn

(
eθ − 1

)
e−

θ
n eθq⊥,min(t) + λn

(
e−

θ
n − 1

) n∑
i=1

eθq⊥i(t)

+ µ
(
e−θ − 1

)
e

θ
n

n∑
i=1

eθq⊥i(t) + nµ
(
e

θ
n − 1

) n∑
i=1

eθq⊥i(t)

− µ
(
e−θ − 1

)
e

θ
n

n∑
i=1

eθq⊥i(t)1{qi(t)=0} − µ
(
e

θ
n − 1

) n∑
j=1

1{qj(t)=0}

n∑
i=1

eθq⊥i(t).

Next, by using θ > 0, q⊥,min(t) = mini
{
qi(t)− 1

n

∑n
j=1 qj(t)

}
< 0, and eθq⊥i(t)1{qi(t)=0} = e−

θ
n

∑n
j=1 qj(t)1{qi(t)=0} ≤

1, we have

E
[
∆V⊥(q(t); θ)

∣∣q(t)] ≤ λn

(
eθ − 1

)
e−

θ
n + nµ

(
1− e−θ

)
e

θ
n

+
(
λn

(
e−

θ
n − 1

)
+ µ

(
e−θ − 1

)
+ nµ

(
e

θ
n − 1

)) n∑
i=1

eθq⊥i(t)

For any θ > 0, we have that

− 1

n
eθ ≤ e−

θ
n − 1

1− e−θ
≤ − 1

n
,

1

n
≤ e

θ
n − 1

1− e−θ
≤ 1

n
eθ,

This gives us that, for any θ > 0,

1

1− e−θ
E
[
∆V⊥(q(t); θ)

∣∣q(t)] ≤ λne
θ + nµe

θ
n +

(
−λn

n
+ µ(eθ − 1)

) n∑
i=1

eθq⊥i(t)

≤ 2nµeθ − λn

n

n∑
i=1

eθq⊥i(t) + µθeθ
n∑

i=1

eθq⊥i(t) (B.1)

By using similar calculation as in Eq. (B.1), and defining U⊥(x; θ) :=
∑n

i=1 U⊥i(x; θ), we have that

E
[
∆U⊥(q(t); θ)

∣∣q(t)]
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= λn

(
e−θ − 1

)
e

θ
n e−θq⊥,min(t) + λn

(
e

θ
n − 1

) n∑
i=1

e−θq⊥i(t)

+ µ
(
eθ − 1

)
e−

θ
n

n∑
i=1

e−θq⊥i(t) + nµ
(
e−

θ
n − 1

) n∑
i=1

e−θq⊥i(t)

− µ
(
eθ − 1

)
e−

θ
n

n∑
j=1

e−θq⊥i(t)1{qi(t)=0}

− µ
(
e−

θ
n − 1

) n∑
j=1

1{qj(t)=0}

n∑
i=1

e−θq⊥i(t).

Thus, for any θ > 0, by using q⊥i(t) = q⊥,min(t) = − 1
n

∑n
j=1 qi(t) whenever qi(t) = 0, we have

1

1− e−θ
E
[
∆U⊥(q(t); θ)

∣∣q(t)]
≤ −λne

−θq⊥,min(t) +

(
λn

n
eθ + µ(eθ − 1)

) n∑
i=1

e−θq⊥i(t)

− µe−θq⊥,min(t)
n∑

j=1

1{qj(t)=0} +
µ

n
eθ

n∑
j=1

1{qj(t)=0}

n∑
i=1

e−θq⊥i(t)

(a)

≤ −λne
−θq⊥,min(t) +

(
λn

n
eθ + 2µ(eθ − 1)

) n∑
i=1

e−θq⊥i(t)

(b)

≤ −λne
−θq⊥,min(t) +

λn

n

n∑
i=1

e−θq⊥i(t) + 3µθeθ
n∑

i=1

e−θq⊥i(t), (B.2)

where (a) follows by using e−θq⊥,min(t) ≥
∑n

i=1 e
−θq⊥i(t) and

∑n
j=1 1{qj(t)=0} ≤ n; and (b) follows by using

λn

n eθ = λn

n + λn

n (eθ − 1) ≤ λn

n + µθeθ.
Before proceeding with the next step, we provide a bound on the following function.

D(x; θ) := −e−θxmin +
1

n

n∑
i=1

e−θxi − 1

n

n∑
i=1

eθxi ,

where x ∈ Rn such that
∑n

i=1 xi = 0 and xmin = mini xi. Then, xmin ≤ 0. Suppose I+ = {i : xi ≥ 0} and
I− = [n]\I+. Suppose n+ = |I+| and n− = |I−|

1. Case 1: Consider the case
n+ ≥ n/4, and n− ≤ 3n/4.
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In this case, we have

D(x; θ) = −e−θxmin +
1

n

∑
i∈I+

e−θxi +
1

n

∑
i∈I−

e−θxi − 1

n

n∑
i=1

eθxi

(a)

≤ −e−θxmin +
n+

n
+

n−

n
e−θxmin − 1

n

n∑
i=1

eθxi

=
n+

n

(
1− e−θxmin

)
− 1

n

n∑
i=1

eθxi

(b)

≤ 1

4

(
1− e−θxmin

)
− 1

n

n∑
i=1

eθxi

≤ 1

4
− 1

4n

n∑
i=1

e−θxi − 1

n

n∑
i=1

eθxi ,

where (a) follows by using xi ≥ 0 for all i ∈ I+; and (b) follows by using xmin ≤ 0.

2. Case 2: Consider the case
1

n

n∑
i=1

e−θxi ≤ 1

2
e−θxmin +

1

2n

n∑
i=1

eθxi .

In this case, we easily have that,

D(x; θ) ≤ −1

2
e−θxmin − 1

2n

n∑
i=1

eθxi ≤ − 1

2n

n∑
i=1

e−θxi − 1

2n

n∑
i=1

eθxi

3. Case 3: Consider the case

1

n

n∑
i=1

e−θxi >
1

2
e−θxmin +

1

2n

n∑
i=1

eθxi and n+ ≤ n/4.

In this case, suppose
∑

i∈I+ xi = B, then
∑

i∈I− −xi = B as
∑n

i=1 xi = 0. Further, as n− ≥ 3n/4,
suppose I−

1 is the collection of indices of n
2 smallest elements in I− and I−

2 = I−\I−
1 . Then, for any

i ∈ I−
1 and j ∈ I−

2 , we have xi ≤ xj .

We can argue that for any j ∈ I−
2 , we have −xj ≤ 2B

n . This can be shown by contraction. Suppose
∃j ∈ I−2 such that −xj > 2B

n . Then, −xi >
2B
n for all i ∈ I−1 . As |I−1 | = n

2 , we have
∑

i∈I− −xi ≥∑
i∈I−

1
−xi > B. This creates a contradiction as

∑
i∈I− −xi = B. Thus, −xj ≤ 2B

n for all j ∈ I−
2 .

This implies that,

1

n

n∑
i=1

e−θxi ≤ 1

n

∑
i∈I+

e−θxi +
1

n

∑
i∈I−

2

e−θxi +
1

n

∑
i∈I−

1

e−θxi

≤ n+

n
+

1

n

∑
i∈I−

2

e
2θB
n +

1

2
e−θxmin

≤ 1

4
+

1

2
e

2θB
n +

1

2
e−θxmin . (B.3)

Next, we have further two cases

– Case 3.1: θB ≤ n
2 . In this case, we have that e

2θB
n ≤ e.
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– Case 3.2: θB ≥ n
2 . In this case, by using the Jensen’s inequality,

1

n

n∑
i=1

eθxi ≥ 1

n

∑
i∈I+

eθxi ≥ n+

n
e

θB
n+ ≥ 1

4
e

4θB
n ,

where the last inequality holds as θB ≥ n
2 , and so, n+

n e
θB
n+ is minimized by taking n+ = n

4 . Thus,
by using the assumption 1

n

∑n
i=1 e

−θxi > 1
2e

−θxmin + 1
2n

∑n
i=1 e

θxi and Eq. (B.3), we have that

1

8
e

4θB
n ≤ 1

4
+

1

2
e

2θB
n ≤ 3

4
e

2θB
n .

This gives us that e
2θB
n ≤ 6.

Thus, in both the above cases, e
2θB
n ≤ 6. This gives us

1

n

n∑
i=1

e−θxi ≤ 1

4
+ 3 +

1

2
e−θxmin ≤ 4 +

1

2
e−θxmin .

And thus,

D(x; θ) ≤ 4− 1

2
e−θxmin − 1

2n

n∑
i=1

eθxi ≤ 4− 1

2n

n∑
i=1

e−θxi − 1

2n

n∑
i=1

eθxi

By combining the results from Case 1, Case 2 and Case 3, we get

D(x; θ) ≤ 4− 1

4n

n∑
i=1

e−θxi − 1

2n

n∑
i=1

eθxi (B.4)

Now, from Eq. (B.1) and (B.2), for any θ > 0, we have

1

1− e−θ

(
E[∆V⊥(q(t); θ)|q(t)] + E[∆U(q(t); θ)|q(t)]

)
≤ 2nµeθ + λnD(q(t); θ) + µθeθ

n∑
i=1

eθq⊥i(t) + 3µθeθ
n∑

i=1

e−θq⊥i(t)

(a)

≤ 2nµeθ + 4λn +
(
µθeθ − λn

2n

) n∑
i=1

eθq⊥i(t)

+
(
3µθeθ − λn

4n

) n∑
i=1

e−θq⊥i(t)

(b)

≤ 8nµ+
(
2µθ − λn

2n

) n∑
i=1

eθq⊥i(t) +
(
6µθ − λn

4n

) n∑
i=1

e−θq⊥i(t)

(c)

≤ 8nµ− λn

8n

n∑
i=1

eθq⊥i(t) − λn

8n

n∑
i=1

e−θq⊥i(t),

where (a) follows using Eq. (B.4); (b) follows by taking θ < 1/2, and so eθ < 2; and (c) follows by using
θ ≤ λn

48nµ . Thus, the Lyapunov function V⊥(·) + U⊥(·) satisfies the Condition C2 of Lemma 11. Thus, by
using Lemma 11, the drift is zero in steady state, i.e.,

Eπn
[∆V⊥(q; θ)] + Eπn

[∆U(q; θ)] = 0.
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So, for any n ≥ 2, by picking θ⊥ := 1
96 ≤ λn

48nµ , we have that for any 0 < θ ≤ θ⊥,

Eπn

[ n∑
i=1

e−θq⊥i +

n∑
i=1

eθq⊥i

]
≤ 64n2µ

λn
=

64n

1− ϵn
≤ 128n,

where the last inequality holds whenever ϵn ≤ 1/2. Now, as the servers are homogeneous, by using symmetry
of the JSQ system, we have

Eπn

[
eθ|q⊥i|

]
≤ Eπn

[
eθq⊥i

]
+ Eπn

[
e−θq⊥i

]
≤ 128.

This completes the proof.

Proof of Lemma 4. Recall that we use the notation λn = nµ(1 − ϵn) and q =
∑n

i=1 qi. Consider the
exponential Lyapunov function

V (x; θ) := exp
(
θϵn

n∑
i=1

xi

)
. (B.5)

Note that the total queue length at any time t is less than the total number of arrivals till time t. And
as the arrivals follow a Poisson process, the total number of arrivals till time t is a Poisson random variable
with parameter λnt. This gives us that

E[V (q(t); θ)] ≤ exp
(
λnt
(
eθϵn − 1

))
< ∞.

Thus, V (·) satisfies the Condition C1 of Lemma 11.
Next, the drift of the function V (·) is given by

E[∆V (q(t); θ)|q(t)] =
[
λn

(
eϵnθ − 1

)
+ µ

(
e−ϵnθ − 1

) n∑
i=1

1{qi(t)>0}

]
V (q(t); θ)

=
(
1− e−ϵnθ

)[
λne

ϵnθ − nµ
]
V (q(t); θ)

+ µ
(
1− e−ϵnθ

) n∑
i=1

1{qi(t)=0}V (q(t); θ)

=
(
1− e−ϵnθ

)(
− γn(θ)V (q(t); θ) + βn(q(t); θ)

)
,

where

γn(θ) := nµ− λne
ϵnθ, βn(q(t); θ) := µ

n∑
i=1

1{qi(t)=0}V (q(t); θ).

Then, we have that

γn(θ) > 0 for any θ < θn :=
1

ϵn
log
(nµ
λn

)
= − 1

ϵn
log
(
1− ϵn

)
. (B.6)

Note that as θn ≥ 1, γn(θ) > 0 holds for any θ ≤ 1.
Next, by using Eq. (B.5), we have

E[βn(q(t); θ)] ≤ nµE[V (q(t); θ)] < ∞. (B.7)

And, in steady state, for θ ∈ (0, θn)

Eπn [βn(q; θ)] = µ

n∑
i=1

Eπn

[
1{qi=0}e

θϵnq
]
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(a)
= µ

n∑
i=1

Eπn

[
1{qi=0}e

θnϵn(qi−q⊥i)
]

= µ

n∑
i=1

Eπn

[
1{qi=0}e

−θnϵnq⊥i

]
≤ µ

n∑
i=1

Eπn

[
eθnϵn|q⊥i|

]
(b)
= κ⊥nµ, (B.8)

where (a) follows by using q⊥i = qi − 1
nq by definition; and (b) follows by using Proposition 3, whenever

θnϵn < θ⊥ for all θ ∈ (0, θn), where θ⊥ is as given in Proposition 3. Then, for any θ ∈ (0, θn) and ϵn ≤ θ⊥
θn ,

by combining Eq. (B.6), (B.7) and (B.8), we have that V (·) satisfies the Condition C2 of Lemma 11. Thus,
by using Lemma 11, we have that for any θ ∈ (0, θn)

Eπn
[V (q; θ)] =

1

γn(θ)
Eπn

[βn(q; θ)]. (B.9)

Further, when θ < 0, we easily have

Eπn
[V (q; θ)] = Eπn

[
eθϵnq

]
≤ 1, Eπn

[βn(q; θ)] ≤ µ

n∑
i=1

Eπn

[
1{qi=0}

]
≤ nµ.

Thus, as Eπn [V (q; θ)] and Eπn [βn(q; θ)] are bounded, by Condition C2 of Lemma 11, we have that for any
θ < 0, the Eq. (B.9) is still satisfied. This completes the proof.

Proof of Claim 1. By using Lemma 4 and taking θ < 0 and θ → 0, we have

µEπn

[ n∑
i=1

1{qi=0}
]
= lim

θ→0−
Eπn

[βn(q; θ)]

= lim
θ→0−

γn(θ)Eπn [V (q; θ)]

= nµ− λn

= nϵnµ.

Also, by symmetry, we have Eπn

[
1{qi=0}

]
= Eπn

[
1{qj=0}

]
for all i, j. Thus, we get,

Eπn

[
1{qi=0}

]
= ϵn, ∀i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , n}.

Further, we have

n∑
i=1

Eπn

[
1{qi=0}

∣∣eθϵnq − 1
∣∣] (a)

=

n∑
i=1

Eπn

[
1{qi=0}

∣∣eθnϵn(qi−q⊥i) − 1
∣∣]

=

n∑
i=1

Eπn

[
1{qi=0}

∣∣e−θnϵnq⊥i − 1
∣∣]

(b)
= nEπn

[
1{qi=0}

∣∣e−θnϵnq⊥i − 1
∣∣]

(c)

≤ nEπn

[
1
p
{qi=0}

] 1
pEπn

[∣∣e−θnϵnq⊥i − 1
∣∣r] 1

r

(d)

≤ θn2ϵ
1+ 1

p
n Eπn

[
|q⊥i|rer|θ|nϵn|q⊥i|

] 1
r
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(e)

≤ θn2ϵ
1+ 1

p
n Eπn

[
|q⊥i|2r

] 1
2rEπn

[
e2r|θ|nϵn|q⊥i|

] 1
2r

(f)

≤ θn2ϵ
1+ 1

p
n × 2κ⊥r

θ⊥
× κ⊥, (B.10)

where (a) follows by using q⊥i = qi − q; (b) follows by using the symmetry of the system as the servers
are homogeneous; (c) and (e) follows by using Hölder’s inequality by choosing r, p > 0 and 1

r + 1
p = 1; (d)

follows as |ex − 1| ≤ |x|e|x| for all x ∈ R and Eq. (6); and (f) follows by using Proposition 3, by choosing n
large enough such that 2r|θ|nϵn < θ⊥.

Now, by choosing r = − log ϵn and p = log ϵn
log ϵn+1 , we have

n∑
i=1

Eπn

[
1{qi=0}

∣∣eθϵnq − 1
∣∣] ≤ 2eκ2

⊥
θ⊥

αθn2ϵ2n log
( 1

ϵn

)
,

where the inequality holds whenever 2|θ|nϵn log
(

1
ϵn

)
< θ⊥.

C. Proof of results in Section 3

Proof of Lemma 6. First, we show that the MGF of q(t) exists for any t ≥ 0 and for any θ < θ0. Note that
as a(t) ≤ A almost surely, we have, q(t) ≤ q(0) +At,∀t ≥ 0. Thus, by assumption V (q(0); θ) < ∞, we have

E
[
eθϵq(t)

]
≤ E[V (q(0); θ)]eθϵAt < ∞, ∀t ≥ 0.

This shows that V (·) satisfies the Condition C1 of Lemma 11. Further, the MGF of a(t), s(t) and u(t) also
exists as they are bounded random variables, as given in Section 3.1. Next, the recursion in Eq. (8) gives us
that, q(t+ 1)− u(t) = q(t) + a(t)− s(t). We write this in an exponential form and take expectation to get

E
[
eθϵ(q(t+1)−u(t))

∣∣q(t)] = E
[
eθϵ(q(t)+a(t)−s(t))

∣∣q(t)]
= E

[
eθϵ(a−s)

]
V (q(t); θ)

= (1− γϵ(θ))V (q(t); θ), (C.1)

where the second equality follows as the arrival and the potential service are identically distributed across
time, and are independent of the queue length process. Using the relation q(t+ 1)u(t) = 0,∀t ≥ 0, we have

E
[
eθϵ(q(t+1)−u(t))

∣∣q(t)] = E[V (q(t+ 1); θ)|q(t)] + E
[
e−θϵu(t)

∣∣q(t)]− 1

= E[V (q(t+ 1); θ)|q(t)]− βϵ(t; θ).

Substituting this in the Eq. (C.1), we arrive at

E[V (q(t+ 1); θ)|q(t)] = (1− γϵ(θ))V (q(t); θ) + βϵ(t; θ). (C.2)

By taking expectation on both sides, we get

E[V (q(t+ 1); θ)] = (1− γϵ(θ))E[V (q(t); θ)] + E[βϵ(t; θ)]. (C.3)

Now the result in Eq. (11) follows by recursively using the Eq. (C.3).
Further, we can rewrite Eq. (C.2) as

E[∆V (q(t); θ)|q(t)] = −γϵ(θ)V (q(t); θ) + βϵ(t; θ).

As u(t) ≤ A, for any θ ∈ R, βϵ(t; θ) ≤ e|θ|ϵA. Further, γϵ(θ) > 0 for any θ < θϵ. Thus, V (·) satisfies the
Condition C2 of Lemma 11. Thus, from Lemma 11, we get that for all θ < min{θ0, θϵ},

E[V (q; θ)] = lim
t→∞

E[V (q(t); θ)] =
1

γϵ(θ)
lim
t→∞

E[βϵ(t; θ)] =
1− Eπϵ

[e−θϵu]

1− E
[
eϵθ(a−s)

] .
This completes the proof.
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Proof of Claim 2. By simply equating the drift of the queue length to zero in steady state, that is

Eπϵ

[
E[q(t+ 1)− q(t)|q(t)]

]
= 0,

we have that

Eπϵ [u] = E[s− a] = ϵµϵ.

Since ey ≥ 1 + y for all y ∈ R, we have

1− Eπϵ
[e−θϵu] ≤ θϵEπϵ

[u] = ϵ2θµϵ.

Proof of Claim 3. We have

E
[
eϵθ(a−s)

]
≤ 1 + θϵE[a− s] +

1

2
ϵ2θ2E[(a− s)2] +

1

6
ϵ3θ3E[(a− s)3] (C.4)

+ ϵ4θ4E[(a− s)4eϵθ(a−s)]

≤ 1− θϵ2µϵ +
1

2
ϵ2θ2(σ2

ϵ + ϵ2µ2
ϵ) +

1

6
ϵ3θ3E3 + (ϵθA)4E[eϵθ(a−s)] (C.5)

where the second inequality holds by the properties of the arrival and the service process and by using
E3 := max{0,E[(a− s)3]}. This implies that

E
[
eϵθ(a−s)

]
≤ 1

1− (ϵθA)4

(
1− θϵ2µϵ +

1

2
ϵ2θ2(σ2

ϵ + ϵ2µ2
ϵ) +

1

6
ϵ3θ3E3

)
.

Thus, to ensure E
[
eϵθ(a−s)

]
< 1, we only need

1− θϵ2µϵ +
1

2
ϵ2θ2(σ2

ϵ + ϵ2µ2
ϵ) +

1

6
ϵ3θ3E3 ≤ 1− (ϵθA)4.

This translates to the condition,

−µϵ +
1

2
θ(σ2

ϵ + ϵ2µ2
ϵ) +

1

6
ϵθ2E3 ≤ −ϵ2θ3A4.

By simple calculations, we have that the above inequality holds true whenever

θ ∈

(
0, µϵ

(1
2
σ2
ϵ + ϵ

µϵE3

3σ2
ϵ

+ ϵ2µ2
ϵ + ϵ2

4µ2
ϵA

4

σ4
ϵ

)−1
)
.

Thus, by choosing

κ1 :=
2µϵE3

3σ4
ϵ

+ ϵ
9µ2

ϵA
4

σ6
ϵ

, θ̃ϵ :=
2µϵ

σ2
ϵ (1 + κ1ϵ)

,

we get that

E
[
eϵθ(a−s)

]
< 1, ∀θ ∈

(
0, θ̃ϵ

)
. (C.6)

Further, from Eq. (C.4), for any θ ∈
(
0, θ̃ϵ

)
, we also have

1− E
[
eϵθ(a−s)

]
≥ θϵ2µϵ −

1

2
ϵ2θ2(σ2

ϵ + ϵ2µ2
ϵ)−

1

6
ϵ3θ3E3 − (ϵθA)4E[eϵθ(a−s)]

(a)

≥ θϵ2µϵ −
1

2
ϵ2θ2(σ2

ϵ + ϵ2µ2
ϵ)−

1

6
ϵ3θ3E3 − (ϵθA)4

(b)

≥ θϵ2µϵ

(
1− θ

σ2
ϵ

2µϵ

(
1 + κ1ϵ

))
,

where (a) follows by using Eq. (C.6); and (b) follows by using θ < θ̃ϵ ≤ 2µϵ

σ2
ϵ

.
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D. Proof of results in Section 4

D.1. Proof of Lemma 10
Proof. Consider the function V1(x; θ) = eθ[x−n]+ . Then, from the definition of qn(t) and wn(t), V1(qn(t); θ) =
eθwn(t), and similarly, V1(qn; θ) = eθwn . Suppose an(t) is the total number of arrivals till time t. Then, an(t)
follows Poission distribution with parameter λnt, and wn(t) ≤ qn(t) ≤ an(t). This gives us that,

E[V1(qn(t); θ)] = E[eθwn(t)] ≤ E[eθan(t)] = eλnt(e
θ−1) < ∞.

Thus, V1(·) satisfies Condition C1 of Lemma 11.
Suppose G denotes the generator matrix of the underlying CTMC of M/M/n + M queue. When the

number of jobs in the system is q, the drift of V1(q; θ), denoted by ∆V1(q; θ) is defined as

E[∆V1(q(t); θ)|q(t) = q] :=
∑
q′∈W

G(q′, q) (V1(q
′; θ)− V1(q; θ)) .

Then,

E[∆V1(q(t); θ)|q(t) = q]

= λnV1(q + 1; θ) + µmin{n, q}V1(q − 1; θ)− (λn + µmin{n, q})V1(q; θ)

= eθ[q−n]+
(
λn

(
eθ − 1

)
1{q≥n} + nµ

(
e−θ − 1

)
1{q>n}

)
=
(
eθ − 1

) [
eθ[q−n]+

(
λn − nµe−θ

)
1{q>n} + λn1{q=n}

]
=
(
eθ − 1

) (
λn − nµe−θ

)
eθ[q−n]+

−
(
eθ − 1

) (
λn1{q<n} − nµe−θ1{q≤n}

)
.

We define

γn(θ) := −
(
λn − nµe−θ

)
,

βn(q; θ) :=
(
nµe−θ1{q≤n} − λn1{q<n}

)
.

Then, we have

E[∆V1(qn(t); θ)|qn(t)] =
(
eθ − 1

) (
− γn(θ)V1(qn(t); θ) + βn(qn(t); θ)

)
.

Note that for any

θ < θn := − log
(λn

nµ

)
= log

1

1− ϵn
,

we have γn(θ) > 0. Further, βn(·) is a bounded function as, βn(qn(t); θ) ≤ nµ
(
eθ − 1

)
, and then, as qn(t)

converges to qn in distribution, we have

E[βn(qn; θ)] =
(
eθ − 1

) (
nµe−θP(qn ≤ n)− λnP(qn < n)

)
Thus, V1(·) also satisfies Condition C2 of Lemma 11. Then, we get that for all θ < θn, we have

E[eθwn ] =
nµe−θP(qn ≤ n)− λnP(qn < n)

nµe−θ − λn
. (D.1)

By putting θ = 0 in the above equation, we get

nµP(qn ≤ n)− λnP(qn < n) = nµ− λn = nµϵn.
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This implies that,

−nµϵnP(wn > 0) + λnP(qn = n) = 0. (D.2)

Further, E[eθwn ] = E[eθwn1{wn>0}] + P(qn ≤ n). Combining this with Eq. (D.1) and (D.2), we arrive at

E
[
eθwn1{wn>0}

]
=

nµϵnP(wn > 0)

nµe−θ − λn
.

This implies that,

E
[
eθwn

∣∣∣wn > 0
]
=

nµϵn
nµe−θ − λn

=
1

1− 1
ϵn

(1− e−θ)
.

Next, we evaluate the MGF of rn. Consider the function V2(x; θ) = eθ[n−x]+ . Then, from the definition
of qn(t) and rn(t), V2(qn(t); θ) = eθrn(t), and similarly, V2(qn; θ) = eθrn . The drift of V2(q; θ), denoted by
∆V2(q; θ) is defined as

E[∆V2(qn(t); θ)|qn(t) = q] :=
∑
q′∈W

G(q′, q) (V2(q
′; θ)− V2(q; θ)) .

Then,

E[∆V2(qn(t); θ)|qn(t) = q]

= λnV2(q + 1; θ) + µmin{n, q}V2(q − 1; θ)− (λn + µmin{n, q})V2(q; θ)

= eθ[n−q]+
(
λn

(
e−θ − 1

)
1{q<n} + µmin{n, q}

(
eθ − 1

)
1{q≤n}

)
= eθ[n−q]+

(
λn

(
e−θ − 1

)
+ µ(n− [n− q]+)

(
eθ − 1

))
+ λn

(
1− e−θ

)
1{q≥n} − nµ

(
eθ − 1

)
1{q>n}

= (1− e−θ)
(
− γ̃n(q; θ)V2(q; θ) + β̃n(q; θ)

)
,

where

γ̃n(q; θ) :=
(
λn − µ(n− [n− q]+)eθ

)
,

β̃n(q; θ) :=
(
λn1{q≥n} − nµeθ1{q>n}

)
.

Note that V2(q; θ) ≤ eθn. Thus, as V2(·) is uniformly bounded, in steady-state, for any θ ∈ R, we have

E[∆V2(qn; θ)] = 0.

and so,

E[γ̃n(qn; θ)V2(qn; θ)] = E[β̃n(qn; θ)].

This gives us that for any θ ∈ R,(
λne

−θ − nµ
)
E
[
eθrn

]
+ µE

[
rne

θrn
]
= λne

−θP(qn ≥ n)− nµP(qn > n). (D.3)

Further, E[eθrn ] = E[eθrn1{rn>0}] + P(qn ≥ n), and

E[rneθrn ] = E[rneθrn1{rn>0}] =
d

dθ
E[eθrn1{rn>0}].
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Substituting this in Eq. (D.3), we have(
n(1− ϵn)e

−θ − n
)
E[eθrn1{rn>0}] +

d

dθ
E[eθrn1{rn>0}] = nP(qn = n).

Solving the above differential equation gives us that

E
[
eθrn1{rn>0}

]
= nP(qn = n)G̃−1

n (θ)

∫ θ

−∞
Gn(t)dt,

where
Gn(t) = exp

(
−nt− (1− ϵn)(e

−t − 1)
)
= exp

(
− nϵnt− (1− ϵn)(e

−t + t− 1)
)
.

By substituting θ = 0, we get

P(rn > 0) = nP(qn = n)

∫ 0

−∞
Gn(t)dt. (D.4)

Thus, we finally get

E
[
eθrn1{rn>0}

]
= P(rn > 0)G̃−1

n (θ)

(∫ 0

−∞
Gn(t)dt

)−1 ∫ θ

−∞
Gn(t)dt.

This implies that, for any θ ∈ R,

E
[
eθrn |rn > 0

]
= G̃−1

n (θ)

(∫ 0

−∞
Gn(t)dt

)−1 ∫ θ

−∞
Gn(t)dt.

Next, we calculate the steady state values of P(rn > 0), P(wn > 0) and P(qn = n). Note that

P(rn > 0) + P(qn = n) + P(wn > 0) = P(qn < n) + P(qn = n) + P(qn > n) = 1.

We use this to solve for P(qn = n). By using Eq. (D.2) and (D.4) to get that(
λn

nµϵn
+ 1 + n

∫ 0

−∞
Gn(t)dt

)
P(qn = n) = 1.

This gives us that

P(qn = n) =

(
1

ϵn
+ n

∫ 0

−∞
Gn(t)dt

)−1

.

Now, the result follows using Eq. (D.2) and (D.4).

Proof of Theorem 8. First note that for any a, b and s1, s2, we have∫ s2

s1

exp
(
at− 1

2
bt2
)

=

√
2π

b
exp

(a2
2b

)[
Φ
(√

bs2 −
a√
b

)
− Φ

(√
bs1 −

a√
b

)]
, (D.5)

where Φ(·) denotes the CDF of a standard normal random variable. First, we prove the result for the
number of idle servers when the system is in Super-HW regime. In this regime, ϵn = cn−α where α > 1

2 .

For convenience, we use ρn = 1− ϵn and ζn :=
√

nϵ2n
ρn

. For system in Super-HW regime,

ζn =
( c2n1−2α

1− cn−α

) 1
2 ≤ 2cn

1
2−α,
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where the last inequality follows by assuming n ≥ 4c2. Further, if nα− 1
2 > 2c, we have ζn ≤ 1 Now,∫ θ

−∞
Gn(t)dt

=

∫ θ

−∞
exp

(
− nϵnt− nρn(e

−t + t− 1)
)
dt

=

∫ ∞

−θ

exp
(
nϵnt− nρn(e

t − t− 1)
)
dt

=

∫ ∞

−θ

exp
(
nϵnt−

1

2
nρnt

2
)
exp

(
− nρn

(
et − 1

2
t2 − t− 1

))
dt

(a)

≤
∫ ∞

0

exp
(
nϵnt−

1

2
nρnt

2
)
dt

+ exp
(
− 1

6
nρnθ

3
)∫ 0

−θ

exp
(
nϵnt−

1

2
nρnt

2
)
dt

(b)

≤
√

2π

nρn
exp

(1
2
ζ2n

)
Φ
(
ζn

)
+

√
2π

nρn
exp

(1
2
ζ2n − 1

6
nρnθ

3
)[

Φ
(√

nρnθ + ζn

)
− Φ

(
ζn

)]
,

where (a) follows by using et − 1
2 t

2 − t − 1 ≥ 1
6 t

3 for t < 0; and (b) follows by using Eq. (D.5). This also
gives us that

nϵn

∫ 0

−∞
Gn(t)dt ≤

√
2πζn exp

(1
2
ζ2n

)
Φ
(
ζn

)
≤

√
2πeζn, (D.6)

where the last inequality follows by using ζn ≤ 1 whenever nα− 1
2 > 2c. This implies that, in Super-HW

regime,

P(rn > 0)
(a)
=

nϵn
∫ 0

−∞ Gn(t)dt

1 + nϵn
∫ 0

−∞ Gn(t)dt
≤ nϵn

∫ 0

−∞
Gn(t)dt ≤ 4eπcn−α+ 1

2 , (D.7)

where (a) follows by using Lemma 10.b. This proves the probability bound presented in Eq. (13). Next, we
provide a bound on the tail probability. We also have,∫ 0

−∞
Gn(t)dt

=

∫ 0

−∞
exp

(
− nϵnt− nρn(e

−t + t− 1)
)
dt

=

∫ ∞

0

exp
(
nϵnt− nρn(e

t − t− 1)
)
dt

≥ exp
(
ζn
) ∫ ∞

1/
√
nρn

exp
(
− nρn(e

t − t− 1)
)
dt

(a)

≥ exp
(
ζn
) ∫ ∞

1/
√
nρn

exp
(
− 1

2
nρnt

2 − nρnt
3et
)
dt

≥ exp
(
ζn
) ∫ 1

1/
√
nρn

exp
(
− 1

2
nρnt

2 − enρnt
2
)
dt

≥ exp
(
ζn
) ∫ 1

1/
√
nρn

exp
(
− 4nρnt

2
)
dt
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=
1

√
nρn

exp
(
ζn
) ∫ √

nρn

1

exp
(
− 4t2

)
dt,

where (a) follows by using et − t− 1 ≤ 1
2 t

2 + t3et for all t ≥ 0. This gives us that∫ 0

−∞
Gn(t)dt ≥

1

κ̃1
× 1

√
nρn

exp
(
ζn
)
, (D.8)

where κ̃1 :=
( ∫ 2

1
exp

(
− 4t2

)
dt
)−1. Further, we have that for any θ ∈ (0,

√
nρn),∫ θ/

√
nρn

0

Gn(t)dt

=

∫ θ/
√
nρn

0

exp
(
− nϵnt− nρn(e

−t + t− 1)
)
dt

≤
∫ θ/

√
nρn

0

exp
(
− 1

2
nρnt

2 − nρn
(
e−t − 1

2
t2 + t− 1

))
dt

(a)

≤
∫ θ/

√
nρn

0

exp
(
− 1

2
nρnt

2 +
1

6
nρnt

3
)
dt

(b)

≤ 1
√
nρn

∫ θ

0

exp
(
− 1

2
t2 +

1

6
√
nρn

t3
)
dt

(c)

≤ 1
√
nρn

∫ θ

0

exp
(
− 1

3
t2
)
dt

≤ 1
√
nρn

∫ ∞

0

exp
(
− 1

3
t2
)
dt

(d)

≤
√
3π

2
√
nρn

, (D.9)

where (a) follows by using e−t − 1
2 t

2 + t − 1 ≥ −1
6 t

3; (b) follows by substituting t → 1√
nρn

t; (c) follows
for θ <

√
nρn; and finally, (d) follows by using Eq. (D.5). Now, by using Lemma 10.a and substituting

r̃n = rn − nϵn, for θ ∈ (0,
√
nρn), we have

E
[
exp

( 1
√
nρn

θr̃n

)∣∣∣rn > 0
]

= exp
(
nρn(e

− θ√
nρn +

θ
√
nρn

− 1)
)[

1 +

(∫ 0

−∞
Gn(t)dt

)−1 ∫ θ√
nρn

0

Gn(t)dt
]

(a)

≤ exp
(θ2
2

)[
1 + κ̃1

√
3π

2
exp

(
− ζn

)]
, (D.10)

where (a) follows by using e−x + x− 1 ≤ x2

2 for any x ≥ 0 and Eq. (D.8) and (D.9). Note that the result in
Eq. (D.10) is valid for all three regimes.

Next, by using Markov’s inequality, for any θ > 0 and x ≥ 0,

P
( 1
√
nρn

rn > x+ ζn

∣∣∣rn > 0
)
≤
[
1 + κ̃1

√
3π

2

]
exp

(
− θx+

θ2

2

)
.

As rn ≤ n, we only consider the range of x for which x + ζn ≤ 1√
nρn

n, which gives x <
√
nρn. Then, by

substituting θ = x <
√
nρn in the previous equation, we have

P
( 1
√
nρn

rn > x+ ζn

∣∣∣rn > 0
)
≤
[
1 + κ̃1

√
3π

2

]
e−

x2

2 . (D.11)
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Now, result in Theorem 8.a follows by using Eq. (D.7) and picking

κ1 := 4eπ
[
1 + κ̃1

√
3π

2

]
.

This completes the proof of Theorem 8.a.
Next, we consider the HW regime. In this case, we have ϵn = cn− 1

2 , and

ζn =
c√

1− cn− 1
2

.

Further, ∫ 0

−∞
Gn(t)dt−

√
2π

nρn
exp

(1
2
ζ2
)
Φ
(
ζn
)

=

∫ ∞

0

exp
(
nϵnt− nρn(e

t − t− 1)
)
dt−

∫ ∞

0

exp
(
nϵnt−

1

2
nρnt

2
)
dt

=

∫ ∞

0

exp
(
nϵnt−

1

2
nρnt

2
)(

exp
(
− nρn

(
et − 1

2
t2 − t− 1

))
− 1
)
dt

(a)

≥ −nρn

∫ ∞

0

(
et − 1

2
t2 − t− 1

)
exp

(
nϵnt−

1

2
nρnt

2
)
dt

(b)

≥ −nρn

∫ ∞

0

t3et exp
(
nϵnt−

1

2
nρnt

2
)
dt

(c)

≥ − 1

nρn

∫ ∞

0

t3 exp
(
(1 + 2c)t− 1

2
t2
)
dt

(d)

≥ − κ̃2

nρn
,

where (a) follows by using ex − 1 ≥ x for all x ∈ R; (b) follows by using et − 1
2 t

2 − t− 1 ≤ t3et for all t ≥ 0;
(c) follows by substituting t → 1√

nρn
t and using 1√

nρn
+ ζn ≤ (1 + 2c) when the system is in HW regime

and n ≥ 4c2; and (d) follows by taking κ̃2 :=
∫∞
0

t3 exp
(
(1 + 2c)t− 1

2 t
2
)
dt. This gives us that

nϵn

∫ 0

−∞
Gn(t)dt ≥

√
2πζn exp

(1
2
ζ2
)
Φ (ζn)− κ̃2

ϵn
ρn

.

Combining the above inequality with Eq. (D.6), we have

−κ̃2
ϵn
ρn

≤ nϵn

∫ 0

−∞
Gn(t)dt−

√
2πζn exp

(1
2
ζ2
)
Φ
(
ζn
)
≤ 0.

Thus, we have

lim
n→∞

nϵn

∫ 0

−∞
Gn(t)dt = lim

n→∞

√
2πζn exp

(1
2
ζ2n

)
Φ (ζn) =

√
2πc exp

(
c2

2

)
Φ (c) ,

and so,

lim
n→∞

P(rn > 0) = lim
n→∞

nϵn
∫ 0

−∞ Gn(t)dt

1 + nϵn
∫ 0

−∞ Gn(t)dt
=

√
2πc exp

(
c2

2

)
Φ (c)

1 +
√
2πc exp

(
c2

2

)
Φ (c)

.
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Next, by using Eq. (D.10) and Markov’s inequality, we have

P
( 1
√
nρn

rn > x+ ζn

)
≤ P

( 1
√
nρn

rn > x+ ζn

∣∣∣rn > 0
)

≤
[
1 + κ̃1

√
3π

2

]
e−

x2

2 ,

where the last inequality follows by same calculations as in Eq. (D.11). Now, result in Theorem 8.b follows
by picking

κ2 :=
[
1 + κ̃1

√
3π

2

]
.

This completes the proof of Theorem 8.b.
Finally, we consider the Sub-HW regime, i.e., ϵn = cn−α where α ∈

(
0, 1

2

)
. In this case,

ζn =
( c2n1−2α

1− cn−α

) 1
2 ≥ cn

1
2−α.

As such ζ → ∞ as n → ∞. From Eq. (D.8), we have that

nϵn

∫ 0

−∞
Gn(t)dt ≥

1

κ̃1
ζn exp

(
ζn
)
.

Then,

1− P(rn > 0) =
1

1 + nϵn
∫ 0

−∞ Gn(t)dt
≤ κ̃1ζ

−1
n exp

(
− ζn

)
≤ κ̃1

c
nα− 1

2 e−cn
1
2
−α

.

Thus, for α ∈
(
0, 1

2

)
, by choosing κ3 = κ̃1, we have

P(rn > 0) ≥ 1− κ3

c
nα− 1

2 e−cn
1
2
−α

, lim
n→∞

P(rn > 0) = 1.

Next, by using Eq. (D.10) and Markov’s inequality, we have

P
( 1
√
nρn

r̃n > x
)
≤ P

( 1
√
nρn

rn > x
∣∣∣rn > 0

)
≤
[
1 + κ̃1

√
3π

2
e−cn

1
2
−α
]
e−

x2

2 .

Further, for θ > 0, we have
(∫ 0

−∞ Gn(t)dt
)−1 ∫ −θ

∞ Gn(t)dt ≤ 1. Then,

E
[
exp

(
− 1

√
nρn

θr̃n

)∣∣∣rn > 0
]
≤ exp

(
nρn

(
e

θ√
nρn − θ

√
nρn

− 1
))

≤ exp
(1
2
θ2 +

θ3
√
nρn

e
θ√
nρn

)
,

This gives us that

P
(
− 1

√
nρn

r̃n > x
∣∣∣rn > 0

)
≤ e−θx exp

(1
2
θ2 +

θ3
√
nρn

e
θ√
nρn

)
.

By substituting θ = x in the above equation, we get that for any x ≥ 0,

P
(
− 1

√
nρn

r̃n > x
∣∣∣rn > 0

)
≤ exp

(
− 1

2
x2 +

x3

√
nρn

e
x√
nρn

)
.
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Note that −r̃n ≤ nϵn as rn ≥ 0. Hence, we consider the range of x such that √
nρnx < nϵn, or x < ζn. For

any x ≥ ζn, the above inequality holds trivially. Then, for x < ζn, we have x√
nρn

≤ ϵn
ρn

≤ 2ϵn ≤ 1, assuming
nα > 2c (which holds when n ≥ 4c2). Then,

P
(
− 1

√
nρn

r̃n > x
∣∣∣rn > 0

)
≤ exp

(
− 1

2
x2 + 2eϵnx

2
)
.

This completes the proof.
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