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Abstract

We consider Palm distributions arising in a Markov process with time homoge-
neous transitions which is jointly stationary with multiple point processes. Moti-
vated by a BAR approach studied in the recent paper D}, we are interested in two
problems; when this Markov process inherits the same Markov structure under the
Palm distributions, and how the state changes at counting instants of the point pro-
cesses can be handled to derive stationary equations when there are simultaneous
counts and each of them influences the state changes. We affirmatively answer the
first problem, and propose a framework for resolving the second problem, which is
applicable to a general stationary process, which is not needed to be Markov. We
also discuss how those results can be applied in deriving BAR’s for the diffusion
approximation of queueing models in heavy traffic. In particular, as their new ap-
plication, the heavy traffic limit of the stationary distribution is derived for a single

server queue with a finite waiting room.

Keywords: Palm distribution, Markov process, point process, basic adjoint relation-
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1 Introduction

We mainly consider a Markov process with time homogeneous transitions which is jointly
stationary with multiple point processes. If these point processes have finite intensities, we
can define Palm distributions concerning them (e.g., see |2, [11]). In the recent paper [4],
these Palm distributions are used as one of the key tools for deriving a diffusion approx-

imation in heavy traffic for the stationary distribution of a multi-class queueing network
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with static buffer priorities (SBP) which has generally distributed exogenous inter-arrival
and service times. In particular, the Palm distributions are used to derive stationary
equations, which are called basic adjoint relationship, BAR for short, whose asymptotic
versions are called asymptotic BAR’s. Those BAR’s enable the diffusion approximation
of queueing networks in heavy traffic. This method coins a BAR approach. In those
derivations of BAR’s, the following two facts are used; (1st) the dynamics at the jump
instants of the process is unchanged under Palm distributions, and (2nd) simultaneous
exogenous-arrivals and/or service completions do not influence the BAR. (1st) is proved
for a marginal type of the Palm distribution in M], while, for (2nd), it is suggested to de-
compose the state change due to those simultaneous events into a sequence of intermediate
states in E, u] (see also the detailed Palm distribution in ]) :

These facts motivate us to consider them in a more general context than those studied
in [4], that is, for a general Markov process jointly stationary with multiple point processes
in which all the jump instants of the Markov process are counted by those point processes.
In this general framework, we have two questions; (Q1) what kind of Markov properties
are inherited when the probability law is changed to the Palm distribution, and (Q2) how
can the state changes of the process be handled in deriving BAR’s when point processes
have simultaneous counts and each of them change the state of the Markov process 7 We
refer to (Q1) and (Q2) as Palm problems.

We affirmatively answer (Q1) by Theorem B, and propose a framework for resolving
problems in (Q2). Namely, for (Q1), we show that, under the Palm distributions, the
strong Markov property is preserved with the same transition operator while the jump
kernel at state changes at counting instants of the point processes is unchanged if the
counting instants are predictable stopping times. For (Q2), we show the proposed frame-
work works well, for which the process is not needed to be Markov, namely, it is applicable
to a general stationary process. We then discuss how those results can be applied to derive
the BAR’s.

We consider two examples to see how the solutions for (Q1) and (Q2) work. The

Q]. We derive the BAR for

this network under the proposed framework. In this example, we focus on how (Q2)

first example is a generalized Jackson network, studied in

is resolved. The second example is a single server queue with a finite waiting room.
We derive the limit of its stationary distributions in diffusion scaling under heavy traffic
conditions. This limit is identical with that of the corresponding Brownian model (|7]).
This example demonstrates the power of the BAR approach. A further application can
be found in ]

This paper makes up four sections. In Section[2], we first give a framework for a general



continuous-time process and point processes which are jointly stationary motivated by a
queueing network, which answers (Q2). Then, we introduce a framework for a Markov
process. In Section B (Q1) is answered, and the BAR is derived under the proposed
framework for a piecewise deterministic Markov process. Finally, in Section [, the BAR
approach is applied to a generalized Jackson network and a single server queue with a

finite waiting room.

2 Modeling assumptions and BAR approach

In this section, we introduce a general framework for deriving the BAR. We start with an

example, which motivates to propose the general framework.

2.1 Motivated example

Consider a generalized Jackson network with d stations, G.J-network for short. This is the
queueing network which has d service stations for positive integer d. Those stations are
indexed by 1,2,...,d, and let J; = {1,2,....d}. Let K, be the index set of the stations
which have exogenous arrivals. K, is a subset of J;, but need not be J;. Namely, there
may be stations which do not have exogenous arrivals. At each station, customers are
served in the first-come first-served manner by a single server.

The inter-arrival times of exogenous customers are assumed to be 7.i.d., and the service
times at each station do so. Furthermore, they are independent, and positive a.s. (almost
surely). After service completions at station i, customers are independently routed to
station ¢ with probability p;; or leave the network otherwise. Let P = {p; ;4,7 € Ja},
which is called a routing matrix. For this network to be a non-explosive open network,
we assume that (I — P)™! < oo for the routing matrix P.

As is well known, this GJ-network can be described by a continuous-time Markov
process. For this description, let L;(t) be the queue length (including customers being
served) at station ¢ € J; at time ¢ > 0, and define a queue length process of the network
by L(-) = {(L1(t), La(t), ..., La(t));t > 0} with state space Z%, where Z, = {0,1,...}.
For ¢ > 0, let R;(t) be the remaining arrival time of an exogenous customer at station
j € K.. Similarly, let Ry ;(t) be the remaining service time at station j € J;. We
here conventionally define Ry ;(t) = the service time of the next customer (even if no
customer there) whenever service is completed at station j at time ¢. This convention does
not change L(+), and is important for the heavy traffic approximations in [3, 4]. However,
for a newly started service time to be independent of the past history of the system, we

have to replace the remaining service time by a newly and independently sampled service



time when the service starts. This is needed to well keep the Markov property of X|(-)
defined below under the convention, and only possible for the service times which are
independent of everything else at each station when they start to be processed.

For notational convenience, we put R;(t) = 0 for j € J; \ K.. Then, R;(t) is defined
forall j € K ={1,2,...,2d}. Let R(t) be the 2d-dimensional vector whose j-th entry is
R;(t). Define continuous-time process X (-) = {X(¢);t > 0} by

X(t) = (L(t),R(t)) € S = 7% x R¥.

where R} = [0,00). It is easy to see that X (-) is a Markov process with state space S.
As usual, we can assume without loss of generality that X (¢) is right continuous with
left-had-limits at all ¢ > 0 for each fixed sample. We denote its left-hand-limit at time ¢
by X (t—).

We next introduce counting processes. Let Ky ={d+1,d+2,...,2d}, and let K, =
K. U K,. Taking the convention on the remaining service times into account, we define
counting process N;(-) = {N;(t);t > 0} for j € K by

Nt = S UR(s) > Rys—) =0),  jEKt20, 1)
s€(0,t]
where 1(-) is the indicator function of proposition “”. Note that N;(¢) = 0 for j €

K\ K; = Jg\ K., which is called null, and that N;(t) for j € K, is finite for each
t > 0, that is, N;(-) is locally finite, as long as finitely many customers arrive at station
J in a finite time interval. Furthermore, N;(t) is right continuous because R;(t) is right
continuous. Obviously, all the discontinuous instants of X (-) are counted by some N,(-).

A counting process can be viewed as a point process, which is a nonnegative integer-
valued random measure on (R;,% (R.)) in which % (R, ) is the Borel field on R,. For
the counting process N;(-), define the point process N; through

Ni((0,8) = N;(t),  t>o0, (2.2)

where NN;(B) is the measure of B € % (R). Obviously, the counting process N;(-) is also
determined by point process N;, which is also called null for j € K\ K.

Thus, the point process N; and counting process N;(-) are different expressions of the
same stochastic process. It will be advantageous for us to use both of these expressions.
Note that the sample paths of N;(-) are right continuous with left-hand-limits because
X(-) has those properties. Note that NNV, is a simple point process, that is, AN;(t) =
N;(t) — N;(t—) <1 for t > 0 because the counting intervals are almost surely positive.

Then, we can construct a stochastic basis (2, %,F,P), where F = {%;t > 0} is a
filtration on €2, and a shift operator semi-group O, = {O;;t > 0} on it, namely, Oy(w) = w
and Og4(w) = O4 0 Oy(w) = O4(O(w)) for w € Q2 and s,t > 0, such that
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(2.a) X(-) and N;(-) for j € K are F-adapted, that is, X (¢) and N;(t) are F-measurable

for t > 0, and their sample paths are right continuous with left-had-limits.

(2.b) O, is B(RL®F)/F measurable, that is, {(t,w) € Ry xQ;0,(w) € A} € B(R,)F
for each A € ¥, where

BR)RF =0c({Bx A, BeB(R,),AcTF}),
in which o(4) denotes the minimal o-field containing ¢,

(2.c) F, X(-) and N;(-) for j € K are consistent with ©,, namely,

A€, implies ©;'A € Ty, s,t >0, (2.3)
X(t) 0 Os(w) = X (s +t)(w), s, t > 0,w € Q, (2.4)
Nj(t) 0 Ouw) = Nj(s + )(w) = Ny(s)w),  s,t>0weQ  (25)

where, for random variable W and A € &,

W o O4(w) =W(O4w)), 0'A = {w e Q;0,(w) € A}

Let T, ; for i € K. and T ; for j € Jg, be random variables which represent the inter-
arrival and service times at stations ¢ and j, respectively. Let a = (aq, g, ..., a4) be the

solution of the traffic equation:
d
Q= )\j + Zaipi,j, ] - Jd. (26)
i=1

Because of the condition (I — P)™! < oo, a uniquely exists and is finite. Define the
traffic intensities p; = a;/u;, where \; = 1/E(T,;) for i € K., \;, = 0 for i € J; \ K.,
and p; = 1/E(T};) for i € J4. Then, it is well known for the G.J-network that X(-) has a

unique stationary distribution if
(2.d) p; < 1forall i € J; and the distribution of T, is spread out for all for i € K.

If we take this stationary distribution as the distribution of the initial state X (0), then
Markov process X () and point process N; for j € K are jointly stationary processes,

where a point process is said to be stationary if its distribution is unchanged by time
shift. Since (2.35) implies

Ny(B)o®.(w)= Ny(B+s), BeBR.),

where B+ s = {u > s;u —s € B}. N, is indeed a stationary point process under the
probability measure for which X (+) is a stationary process. This is the typical framework

on which we work in this paper.



2.2 Framework for stationary processes

We aim to consider a Markov process, but (Q2) can be answered for more general pro-
cesses. Because of this, we start with a general continuous-time process X (-) = { X (¢);t >
0} with state space S and general point processes N; for j € K = {1,2,...,k}, where S
is a d + k dimensional real vector space with Euclidean norm for positive integers d and
k. Denote the Borel o-field on S by %(S). The index set of the non-null point processes
is denoted by K, C K. Here, K can be reduced to K, but it is convenient to keep both
of them for describing the dynamics of X (-). Let N;(-) = {N;(t);t > 0} be the counting
process determined by point process N; through (22I).

Taking the framework for the GG J-network process into account, we further assume that
there is a stochastic basis (2, % ,F,P) and a shift operator semi-group 0, = {©;;t > 0}

satisfying the following conditions.

(M1) The conditions (2.a), (2.b) and (2.c) of Section ZT] hold.

(M2) For each j € K, N, is a locally finite simple point process, and, for j € K \ K,

Nj is a null point process.

For the counting processes N;(-)’s, define Nuy(-) = {Nan(t);t > 0} by
Nan(t Z N;(t t>0.
jeK
Let N,y be the point process determined by the counting process Ny (). Note that Ny
may not be simple. We next generate a simple point process Ny from Nyy. To this end, let
to = 0, and let ¢, be the n-th jump instant of Ny (-) for n > 1, then define the counting
process Ny(-) = {No(t);t > 0} by

ilt <t), t > 0.
n=1

and let Ny be the point process determined by the counting process Ny(+). Obviously, Ny

is a simple point process.
(M3) All the discontinuous instants of X () are counted by Ny(-).

To answer (Q2), we next consider the state changes at the discontinuous instants ¢,,’s
of X(-) caused by the simultaneous counts of the N;(-)’s. Since ¢,’s are stopping times,
we need a o-fields up to a stopping time to describe such state changes. For this, we

introduce the following two o-fields for a stopping time 7.

Fr={AeF;An{r <t} e F, Vt > 0},
T =0(FoU{AN{t <7}; A€ Fy,t > 0}).



We are now ready to propose the following decomposition for the state changes of X|(+)

at instants ¢,,’s, which is answer to (Q2).

(M4) There are S-valued random variables Y;,, for j € {0} U K and n > 0 satistying

the following three conditions, where recall that to = 0: For n > 0,
(Md.a) Yo, = X(tn—), Yin = X(tn), and, for j € K, Y, =Y;_1, if AN;(t,) =0.
(M4.b) For j € K, Y, is a F, -measurable function of Y;_1 .
(M4d.c) Y;, is consistent with {0, ;n > 0}, that is, Y}, 0 O, = Y4, for m > 0.

We call Y}, an intermediate state for j € K\ {k}. We will see how (M4) works well in
Lemma 211 Note that X (¢,—) is %, _-measurable. This o-field has a important role to
describe the state change from X (¢,—) to X(¢,) in Sections 23 and Bl This is the reason
why not only %, but also &, _ are introduced.

Remark 2.1. In some queueing applications, assigning indexes to the point processes
may be important for (M4) to be satisfied. For example, consider the single server queue
in which customers are served autonomously in batches, then the queue length may be
differently changed depending on the order of the arrival and service completion when
they occur simultaneously. However, this is not the case for our applications because
(M4) is satisfied for any their order (see Section [A.1]). O

We now make a key distributional assumption:
(D1) The time-shift operator {©,;t > 0} on (Q, F,F,P) satisfies

P(A) = P(6;'A), A€ Fo,t > 0. (2.7)

Remark 2.2. The assumption (D1) is essentially equivalent to assuming that X (-) and
N; for j € K are jointly stationary. From this stationarity, X (-) can start at any time
s < 0. To see this, for fixed s < 0, define X(t) = X (¢t — s) for t > s, then

Xs(t) 0O, =X(t—5)00,=X({t+u—s)=X(t+u), t>s,u>0,

and the probability laws of {X(¢);t > s} and {X(¢);t > 0} are identical with that of
X(+). Hence, we can shift the starting time of X (-) from 0 to s < 0. Thus, X (0—) is well
defined, and

X(0-)00O,, =X(tw—), m>1 (2.8)
This X (0—) will be used under Palm distributions. d
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As for the point processes N; for j € K, it is a stationary point process by (D1). We
denote its intensity E[N;(1)] by «;, then a; = 0 for j € K\ K. For the non-null point

processes, we assume:
(D2) 0O0<aj; <ooforjeK,.

For stationary point process N; for j € K., we define Palm distributions on (£2, ).
Let t;,, be the m-th be the counting time of N;(-) for j € K. By the definition of Ny,
there is a unique n such that ¢;,, = ¢,. From the stationary assumption, 0 < t;,, < oo
for m > 1 and t;,, T co as m — oo. Since N;(-) is adapted to F, ¢;,, is a stopping time

with respect to the filtration F. Define the Palm distribution IP; on (Q, %) for j € K as

Z 1A © @tj,ml(tjym S 1)

m=1

It is easy to see that P;(AN;(0) = 1) = 1 because @[j’lm{ANj(O) =1} = {AN;(tjm) = 1}.
Recall the simple point process Ny which has the same counting time as N,;. Let

apg = E[No(1)], then ag < E[Nan(1)] = >-;cf, @;. Similarly to (2.9) we define the Palm

distribution concerning N, as

P;j(A) =a;'E : A€ T (2.9)

]P)(](A> = OéalE

ZlAOthl(tngl)], AcF. (2.10)

n=1
Note that this Palm distribution may be different from that of N,;. Namely,
1
]P)aH(A) = Oé;HlE |:/ 140 @tNaH(dt)] , AeF. (211)
0

Define Ah(t) = h(t) — h(t—) for the function h from R, to R which is right continuous
with left-hand-limits. Let f(X)(t) = f(X(¢)), then Af(X)(t) = f(X(t)) — f(X(t—)),
which is well defined for ¢ = 0 by Remark 2.2l Define

A f(X)(tn) = f(Vin) = [(Yjoam), G e Kn>1,f e CGS).

We note the following fact, which will be used together with Theorem [3.1] in applica-

tions.

Lemma 2.1. Under the assumptions (M1)-(M4), (D1) and (D2),

Eo [A; F(X)(0)[AN;(0) = 1] = E; [A; F(X)(0)],  j e Ky, (2.12)
aolo [Af(X)(0)] = Z ;B [A;F(X)(0)], (2.13)

where E; represents the expectation under P; for j € {0} U K.
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Remark 2.3. Equation ([2.13)) is obvious if N;’s have no common point. However, if they

have common points, then it is not immediate, and requires a proof.

Proof. We first prove (212)). Since, for j € K,

NE

A F(X)(En) AN, (tn) = 1) (fVin) = F (Vi) L(tn = tjm)

3
I}

NE

A f(X)(#m)1(tn = tjm),

we have
iﬁjf(X)(tn)l(ANj(tn) 1(t, < 1) Z Z A f(X)(Ejm) Lt = tjm)1(Ejm < 1)
- i il tn =tjm)1 ZA FX) ()1t < 1), (2.14)

Hence, taking the expectation of both sides of this equation and applying the definitions

Py and IP;, we have
oo [, £ (X)) L(AN; (0) = 1)] = ayE; [A, £(X)(0)]. (2.15)
Similarly, Oé(]]P(] [A]\G(O) = 1] = &4, SO

Eo [,/ (X)(0)JAN;(0) = 1] = Eo [A; £(X)(0)1(AN;(0) = 1)] /By [AN;(0) = 1]
= =0E, [,/ (X)(0)L(AN;(0) = 1]

Hence, (215) proves ([Z12). From (2I4), we have
ZAf 1(t, <1) ZZAJ‘ Ni(t,) = D)1(t, <1)

n=1 ]€K+

=5 S A () < 1).

m=1 JEK 4

Taking the expectation of this equation proves (Z.I3), O

2.3 Framework for a Markov process

Similar to the G J-network in Section 2.1} the process X (-) is a Markov process in most
applications. In this section, we first recall definitions on a Markov and strong Markov

processes, and introduce notations for them.



Definition 2.1. For stochastic process X (-) with state space S which is adapted to
filtration IF, define transition operators Ty = {Ty;¢ > 0} as

Tof(z) = EB[f(X(s +1)[X(s) =],  s,t=0,2€5 feC(S),

where Cy(S) is the set of all bounded continuous functions from [0, 00) to S. Then, the

X () is called a Markov process with respect to [ if
E[f(X(s+1))|F] =T f(X(s)) as. P, s, t >0, feCy9), (2.16)
and called a strong Markov process with respect to [ if for every finite stopping time 7,
E[f(X (7T +1))|%F] =T, f(X(7)) as. P, t>0,f e CyS). (2.17)

We next define kernels for the state transitions of X(-) at the counting instants of
No(-) under the assumptions (M1) and (M2).

Definition 2.2. Define jump trasition kernels Q, = {Q,,; n > 0} with respect to Ny by

E[f(X(0)[X(0-) =], n=0,
Ef (X)X (tn—) = 2], n=1,

Quf(z) = { z €S, f€CyS), (2.18)

where recall that ¢, is the n-th counting time of Ny(-).
The jump kernel @, has a similar conditional property to (2.17) of T,, as shown below.

Lemma 2.2. Assume (M1) and (M2). If X(+) is a strong Markov process with respect
to F and if 7 is finite and predictable stopping time, then

E[f(X(1)|F_] = E[f(X(r))|X(r=)] as. P, t>0,f€Cy(S). (2.19)
In particular, if #,s are predictable, then
E[f(X(t)|Fr,_] = Quf(X(ta—)) as. P, n>1,f € Cy(S). (2.20)
Proof. We refer to the following fact in Theorem 3 in Section 2.4 of A,
E[f(X(r+t))|F_] = E[f(X(r+1)|X(r=)) as. P, t>0,feCy(S), (221)

where Feller property is not needed because t > 0. Taking the limits of both sides of
(22T)) for ¢ | 0, we have (ZI9)) by the right-continuity of X (-). It remains to prove (2.20),
but this is immediate from ([2ZI9) because t,,’s are finite stopping times by (M2) and the
definition of N,. 0

Both of T, and Q, are important for our stochastic analysis, so we focus on them to

answer question (Q1).
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3 Main results

We now answer the questions (Q1).

Theorem 3.1. For positive integrers d and k, let X (-) and N; for j € K = {1,2,...,k} be
a process with state space S = R¥** and point processes, respectively, on (2, &, F,P) such
that they satisfy the assumptions (M1)—(M3), (D1) and (D2) and are jointly stationary. If
X(+) is a strong Markov process with respect to IF which has time homogeneous transition
kernel T,, then X (-) is also a strong Markov process with the same transition kernel T,

under Py. That is, for any finite stopping time 7,
Eo[f(X (7 +1))|%F] =T f(X (7)), as. Py, feCy(S),t>0. (3.1)

Furthermore, if ¢,’s are predictable stopping times for n > 1 and 5 € K., then, for
fe Cb(S )7

Eo(f(X(tn)|F,-) = Quf(X(t,—)), a.s. Py, n>0,5€ Ky, (3.2)
where recall ty = 0, and E stands for the expectation under the Palm distribution Py.

Remark 3.1. Not strong but just Markov property (2.16) is also unchanged under Py,

which is proved, replacing 7 by a positive constant in the proof below. O

Proof. Since (ZI) is equivalent to
Eolf (X(r +£))1a] = Eo [Tof(r)1a], f €Cy(S), A€ F t >0, (3.3)
(&) is obtained from (ZI0) if we prove
E[(f(X(r+1)14) 0O, 1(t, < 1)] = B[(Tf(r)14) 0O, 1(t, <1)], n>1.  (3.4)
Since X (1) 0 0y, () = X (1) (O, () = X (ta(w) + £)(w).
X(7+1) 06y, (w) = X (tn(w) + (70 6y,)(w) +1) (w).
Hence, [B4) is equivalent to

E[f(X(t, + 700y, +1))(1a00y)1(t, <1)]
=E[T;f(t, +700y,) (1400, )1(t, <1)], n > 0. (3.5)

Here, t, + 7 0 ©,, is a finite stopping time by Theorem 11 in Section 1.3 of H] Since
O, is consistent with F, ©;'A € %, .00, for A € F,. Hence, using the strong Markov
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property of X(-) under P, the left-hand side of (X)) for A € %, becomes

EE(f(X(t, + 700y, +1)1406; 1(t, < 1)|Fi,1r00,.)]
EE(f(X(t, + 700y, +1))|%,+r00,, )14 0Oy, 1(t, < 1)]
EE(f(X(t, +700y, +1))|X(t, +700y,))1a00; 1(t, < 1)
=E[T,f(t, +700y,)1400, 1(t, < 1)].

Thus, ([B4) is obtained, so (31l is proved. As for jump kernel Q,, for n > 1, [32) is
immediate from (2.20) because the transition structure of X(-) is unchanged under Py,
which is just proved. For n = 0, ([3.2)) follows from the definition of Py and the fact that

E[(f(X(0)1a) 0 O] = E[(Qof(X(0-))1a) 0Oy ],  n=1,A4€%F._.

Since ©; 'Ac %, _ for A€ Fy_, this is equivalent to

E[f(X(tn))lA] = E[an(X(tn_>>1A]7 n>1A¢€ gtnfv
which is immediate from (Z20) of Lemma Thus, the proof is completed. O
The following corollary is immediate from (3.2]) for n = 0 of Theorem [B.1]

Corollary 3.1. Under all the assumptions of Theorem B.1]

Eo[Af(X)(0)] = Eo[Qof (X(0-)) = F(X(0=))], [ € Cu(S). (3.6)

We consider the special case that the sample paths of Markov process X (-) are de-
terministically and continuously partially differentiable between adjacent discontinuous
instants. We call this X (-) a piecewise deterministic Markov process, which is known to
be a strong Markov process (e.g., see Section 25 of da]) Let X;(t) be the i-th entry of
X(t) fori e D={1,2,...,d+ k}, and denote its derivative by X/(t). Let CP(S) be the
set of all continuously partial differentiable function from S to R,. Define operator #€ on

CP(S) as

f(x), feC?(S),hieC(S),i€ D,

= hi(z)

€D

where C(9) is the set of all continuous functions from S to R, and function h; is determined
through X/(t) = h;(X(t)). Then, by elementary calculus, we have

FX(1) = f(X(0))
:/Ot:ﬂ?f( du+ZZ tin < OAf(X)(Ejm), =0, (3.7)

jeK n=1

Taking the expectation of (87) and applying Lemmal[2.1] we have the following lemma.
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Lemma 3.1. For the piecewise deterministic Markov process X (-) and point processes
N; for j € K satisfying the assumptions (M1)-(M4), (D1) and (D2),

E[AFXO)O)]+ Y B [Af(X)(0)] =0,  feCp(s), (3.8)

JEK
where C}(S) is the set of all bounded functions in C?(S).

Remark 3.2. Neither strong Markov nor the predictability of ¢,’s is needed for this
lemma to hold. However, we do need both properties to evaluate E; [A;f(X)(0)] using
the dynamics of X(:) at time 0 under Py. In our applications in Section @ they hold
true because X (-) is piecewise Markov and X (t—) has the information on ANy(t) for any

t > 0, which implies that t,,’s are predictable. O

Equation (3.8) is a stationary equation, and a special case of the rate conservation
law, but different from the standard one which assumes that N;’s do not have a common
point. We refer to ([B.8) as a basic adjoint relationship, BAR for short. It is shown in dﬂ]
that ([B.8]) can be used to characterize the stationary distribution of X (-).

4 Applications to queueing models

In this section, we apply the BAR of Lemma B.1] for two queueing models to see how the
answers to Q(1) and Q(2) works,

4.1 Generalized Jackson network

Let us consider the G'J-network of Section 2.1l Let T, ;, be the n-th inter arrival time
of exogenous customers at station j € K., let T} ;,, be the n-th service time at station 1,
and let W;(n) be the station to which the n-th service completion customer at station i is
routed or vanish otherwise. It is assumed that {1, ;,;m > 1} for i € K., {T§;,;n > 1}
and {U;(n);n > 1} for i € J; = {1,2,...,d} are sequences of i.i.d. positive random
variables which are independent of everything else. Note that P(V;(n) = ') = p; for
i,i" € Jy. Recall that N;(-) is the counting process of arrivals at station i for i € K, and
null for i € J; \ K., while N;(-) is the counting process of service completions at station
j—dfor j € K,. Recall that Ky ={d+1,d+2,...,2d} and K, = K. U K.

In Section 2.1 we described this network by X (t) = (L(t), R(t));t > 0} whose state
space is S = Zﬂlr X ]Rid. It is easy to see that X (-) is a piecewise Markov process, so it is
strong Markov as noted in Section [3l We assume the stability condition (2.d), then we can

consider X (-) to be a stationary process. Then, it can be shown that N; are stationary
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point processes with intensity a; obtained from (Z2.8]). Hence, (D1) and (D2) is satisfied.
Furthermore, the n-th counting time of N;(-) for j € K, t;, is predictable because
tin =inf{t > t;,_1; R;j(t—) = 0} for n > 1 by (2.I)). Then, the n-th counting instant ¢,
f No() is also predictable, which is the n-th jump instant of X (-). Since (M1)—(M3) are
obviously satisfied, all the assumptions in Theorem B.1] holds.

For this X (-) and the counting processes N; for K = {1,2,...,2d}, we define {Yj ,;n >
1,7 € {0} U K} in the following way. Let e; be the unit vector in R3? whose j-th entry
equals 1 while the other entries vanish. For j € J;, n > 1, define

Y, — { Yio1n+ €+ Tejn(t,)€drs ANj(trf) = 1 (obviously j € K.),
Yioin, otherwise,
where Tt j n;(,) is independent of Y; 1, under P. This Y}, is the state changed from
Y;_1, by exogenous arrivals at station j at time ¢,. For j € K, define

Yj1n—€i_q+ Z L(W;_q(l) = j)ej + Ty j_antn)€ars: AN;(t,) =1,

Yjn= j'eq

Yi i otherwise,
where T ;4 n,(t,) 15 independent of Y; ;. Similarly to the arrival case, this Y}, is the
state changed from Yj_, ,, by service completion at station j — d at time ¢,.

It is not hard to see that {Y],;j € K,n > 0} satisfy (M4), so Y;,,’s are intermediate
states. Note that these intermediate states describe the case that exogenous arrivals
occurs before service completions. However, the state change from X (¢,—) to X(¢,) is
unchanged for any order of exogenous arrivals and service completions in this network
model. Namely, (M4) is satisfied for any their order.

We next consider how the intermediate state changes are incorporated in computing
a BAR. In Section 3, S = R¥*_ while k = 2d and the state space S = Z, X Rid for the
G J-network. However, Z, x Rid can be embedded into R™* as topological spaces, so
all the results in Section [J are available for the G'.J-network. Since Xj(t) = L)(t) = 0,
Ri(t) = =1 for j € K, and R)(t) = 1(L;_4(t) > 1) for j € K, we have

HPX ) ==Y fordX(0) = Y foars XO)L(Li(1) 2 1), f € C(S),
€K i€y
where C'7(S) is the set of all functions from S to R which is partially continuously differ-
entiable. Obviously, ¢;,,’s are predictable, and f;(x) is the partial derivative concerning
the j-th entry z; of . Then, by Lemma [3.1] we have the BAR:

E[ D farg(X(0)) + D faans(X(O0))1(L5(0) > 1)

JjEK. Jj€Jq

=Y QB [f(Yio) = f(Yio10)l, [ E€CE(S), (4.1)

JEK

14



where [E; stands for the expectation under Palm distribution PP; concerning N;, and
)] _ { Ej [f(Y}—LO + €; + ed+jT6,j,Nj(tn)):| ’ ] € Kea
0)] — d .
> 51 i By [f(YVicro — €j-a+ejatear; T anyw)] s J€ K,
This is the way that we resolve (Q2).

E; [f(Yj,

To use (L)) for applications, it remains to evaluate the expectations under the Palm
distributions IP; in (41]). This is a hard problem. We resolve it by choosing a test function
f so that those expectations vanishes or is ignorable. In [3], the following test function

fo.r is chosen for parameter 6 € R? and scaling factor r € (0, 1], where R? = (—o0, 0].

for(w) = exp ((z,0) — (n(0,r),y. N1/r) = (C(0,7),y, AN1/r)), (4.2)

where = (2,y,,y,) for z € Z% and y,,y, € R%, and, for @ = (01,0, ...,0,), n(0,r) =

(7]1 (017 T)u 772(927 T)v s 7nd(9d7 T)) and C(eu T) = (Cl (97 T)v C2(07 T)u R Cd(97 T)) which are
uniquely determined by

! E [e_m(‘g"’r)(Te”'/\l/’")} for i € K., n;(0;,7) =0 for 1€ Jy\ K, (4.3)

d
Zpi,ife_eiw“E [e—g(e,r)(TS,ml/r)} =1, ieJy, (4.4)

i"=0
where T, ; and T ; are random variables subject to the same distributions as 7Tt ;, and
T jn, respectively, pip =1 — Zf,zlpi’,v and #y = 0. Since the dynamics of X (-) under P
is unchanged under Py by Theorem B we have, by (43,

Eo [A; fo (X)(0)1(AN;(0) = 1)] = Eo [(fo,r (Vi) = fo.r(Yj-10))1(AN;(0) = 1)]
= Eg | (for (Y1) [ O Tan 0 111 (AN; (0) = 1)]
= Eo [(fo, (Yj—1,0)1(AN;(0) = 1)] E [eP 0 Tesrl/n) 1] = 0.

Hence, E; [f(Y;o) — f(Yi—10)] = 0 for j € K. by (ZI2) of Lemma Il Similarly,
E;i_q[f(Y;0) — f(Yj_10)] =0 for j € K. Thus, it follows from (4.1]) for f = fe, that

> 0 (r6i, ) [frox (X (0)] + Y Gi(r6:, P)E [fr0,-(X(0)1(Li(0) > 1)) =0.  (4.5)

i€E ieJ
This is the BAR for deriving the weak limit of r L") asr | 0 in E], where X (") = (L), RM)
is the random vector subject to the stationary distribution of the r-th GGJ-network which

satisfies heavy traffic conditions as r | 0.

4.2 GI/G/1 queue with a finite waiting room

We next consider a single server queue which accepts customers only when its queue

length including a customer in service is less than the threshold ¢, > 0. In this model,
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customers arrive subject to a renewal process, and served in the FCFS manner. Their
service times are independent and identically distributed. We refer to this queueing model
as a GI/G/1/{y queue.

The GI/G/1/4y queue corresponds to a one-dimensional Brownian motion with two
reflecting barriers, which is fully studied in [7]. For example, the stationary distribution is
derived in Proposition 6.6 of [7]. We note that the GI/G/1/{y queue has slightly different
behaviors on the lower and upper boundaries while those of the reflecting Brownian motion
are basically the same reflecting structure. Nevertheless, it will be shown in Theorem [4.1]
that the heavy traffic limit of the stationary distribution of the scaled queue size agrees
with that of the reflecting Brownian motion.

This limiting distribution is closely related to that of a two node closed network which
has a fixed number of customers, studied in [§], but it is different from ours because the
arrival processes in a closed network are not renewal.

We index the GI/G/1/ly queue by r € (0, 1], which is also used as a scaling factor for
its queue size. Since we only consider its stationary distribution, we do not scale time.
For the r-th model, let E(()T) be the threshold, and let L") (¢) be the number of customers
in the system at time ¢. Let tg% be the n-th arrival time of a customer, and let Ts(cz be the

) _ ) _ )

service time of the n-th served customer. Let Te(rn = tg,n — te.n_1, Which is assumed to be

independent of {tgzl,; 0 <n' <n-—1}, and has a common distribution. Denote a random

)

variable subject to this distribution by T, Similarly, we assume that {7 3(72771 > 1}

is a sequence of 7.i.d. random variables, and denote a random variable subject to their
common distribution by 74",

We will use the following notations.

E(T™), A =1/m, o =E[(T") —m
mg”) — E(T(”)), p") = 1/m ", ol — E[(T(T) _ msr))2]7

m")

where all of those quantities are assumed to be finite and positive.

For the r-th model, let X (t) = (LO(¢), R1(¢), RY(t)), and let N7 (-) and N”(-)
be the counting processes for the arrival and service completion instants of customers,
respectively. Since we only consider a countable number of r € (0, 1] such that r | 0, we
can construct a stochastic basis (Q, %, F,P) such that X)(.), N and NI are defined
on a stochastic basis (Q,F ™ F") P) satisfying (¥, F") C (¥,F) and the conditions
(M1)-(M4) for all countable r’s. Obviously, X ™ (-) = {X)(¢);t > 0} is a strong Markov
process with respect to F(), and tg%, tgﬁi are predictable stopping times.

In our formulation of a Markov and counting processes in Section 2.2] this model has
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d =1 and k = 2. We assume the following assumptions, in which we write h(r) = o(r)

for a function h of variable r if lim, o h(r)/r = 0.
(4.a) {(Te(r))2; r € (0,1]} and {(Ts(r))2; r € (0,1]} are uniformly integrable.

(r)

(4.b) m" A 6l converge to me, \, 0., respectively, as 7 | 0. Similarly, m{”, u@, ot

converge to mg, i, 04, respectively, as r | 0.
(4.c) There is a b € R such that u™ — A" = rub+ o(r) as r | 0.
(4.d) 75 =ty + o(r).
Note that (4.b) and (4.c) imply A = pand p = \/u = 1. Furthermore, 1—p™ = rb+4o(r).
Assume that X()(-) has the stationary distribution, and let X = (L") RY), Rg))
be a random vector subject to this stationary dlstrlbutlon Let a = E[N ( )] for
1 = 1,2 under the stationary framework. Obviously, al = A" but a2 is not p() but
must be the arrival rate of customers who can get service. Hence, we only know that

al” < A" < o at this moment, but we can define the Palm distribution IP’Z(-T) concerning

point process Ni(r) for ¢ = 1,2. Then, we can see that

N7@ 1 t
— lim 1 ( ) G / 1(L(T)(u_) < f(()r))Nl(r)(du)
t—00 t Nl’" (t) 0

= AP0 (0-) < ), (4.6)

ag)

which is not a concrete expression for agr), but will be used to prove Theorem [4.1] below.
We aim to derive the limiting distribution of L") (t) as 7 | 0. We have the following

answer to this problem.

Theorem 4.1. For the GI/G/1/{y queue, assume that X)(-) has the stationary dis-
tribution and the conditions (4.a), (4.b), (4.c) and (4.d) are satisfied, then the limiting
distribution of 7 L") exists as r | 0, and has a density. Denote this density function by g,

then we have two cases.

(i) For b =0,
1
P(rL®) = 0) =P (rLO(0-) = ¢) = 5y (Vo2 + iPad)r + ofr), (4.7)
0
and ¢ is uniform on [0, £o).
. 2b
(11) For b 7£ 0, let ﬁ = W, then
bePto
N — ) =
P(rL'" =0) = e +o(r), (4.8)
T r T b
P (LO(0-) = 67) = —gp—r + o(), (4.9)
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and g is a truncated exponential function on [0, /o] with parameter . Namely,

B e
g(l’) = me A 5 T € [O,EO], (410)

where g(x) is decreasing for b > 0, while it is increasing for b < 0.

Remark 4.1. Since L")(t) is bounded by E((f), X (.) has a unique stationary distribution
under a mild regularity condition such that the distribution of 7 is spread out (e.g., see
H] for this condition and E] for the stability). O

Remark 4.2. The distributions obtained in (i) and (ii) agree with those of the corre-
sponding reflecting Brownian process [7, Proposition 6.6]. If this Brownian process is
obtained as the weak limit of the sequence of r X (r=2t) as r | 0, so called a process
limit in diffusion scaling, then (i) and (ii) are immediate from the tightness of the sequence
of the stationary distributions because their supports are uniformly bounded. Thus, (i)
and (ii) may not be new results. However, the present approach skips the derivation of
the process limit. Furthermore, it derives the finer asymptotic results, (L), (L8] and
(9), which may not be obtained through the process limit. These are the advantages of
the BAR approach. O

Proof. We first derive a BAR for this queueing model. Our first job is to find a good
test function for the BAR (B.8]). Similar to the G.J-network case (see (42)), we take the
following test function fy, parametrized by # € R and r € (0, 1].

For(XD) = LLO =0 OFED A= @) AL/,
where 7" (6), £ () are uniquely determined by

FR(e Oy Z 1 RS OWTAYy

We will use the test function f,¢,, replacing 6 by r6. As shown in B] (see also M]), 0" (r)

and £7)(r6) have the following asymptotic expansions as r | 0.
1
0" (r0) = Xr0 + S N02r%0% 4 o(r), (4.11)
1
€0(16) = 10+ S0l + o). (4.12)

Furthermore, by Lemma 5.8 of M], there are constant d., ds,a > 0 such that, for r € (0, 1]
and 0; € R satisfying r|0;| < a,

‘n(r)(re)(ul A1/7) 4+ CT(r8) (ug A 1/7’)‘ < 0] (de(rup A1) + dg(rus A 1)) . (4.13)
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Then, we can see from this and 7L < rﬁ((]r) < lo + o(r) that there is ry € (0, 1] for
each 6 € R such that

sup fre,r(U,R(r)) <1 %elo@-\(de,ﬁds), (4.14)
r(0,70] =4

sup f,,gm(L(’"),0,0) < 00, sup frg,r(L(’"),R(’")) < 0. (4.15)
re(0,ro) re(0,ro)

Hence, E [frg,r(L(T’), R(T’))] and Egr) [frg,r(L(T’), R(T’))] for i = 1,2 are well defined, and

: ] : (r) ™

lim & [fr0.-(0, R)] =1, lim E; [fro,(0,R)] =1, 0€eR, (4.16)
by the dominated convergence theorem, where recall that IP’Z(.T) is the Palm distribution
fort=1,2, and EY) is expectations concerning IP)Y). These facts legitimate computation
below.

Let us compute the BAR ([B.8) for f = f,g,. Since Ei[Afg,(XT(0)1(LM(0-) #
)] =0,

B [A S0, (X)) = (677 = DE [f0, (L (0-), R (0-)) (LD (0-) = )]
= (70 — 1)PRE) [~ CORD NN (L) (0—) = )]
= (77" = DB (LD (0-) = () 10,(0,0, B (0-))]

and B [A f,9,.(X™(0))] = 0. Furthermore, (R\")(t) = —1 and (R{?)/(t) = —1(L"(t) >
1). Hence, (B8) yields

(—ubr?@ + %M?’af + o )r?0? + o<r2>) E[¢"2” f,9,(0, R")]
+ (,ur@ — %u%—gﬁe? + 0(r2)) E[1(L") = 0) f,9.,.(0, R™)]
— (10 + O()e " ANOED 1L (0-) = €5) £0,(0,0, RS (0-))] = 0. (4.17)

This is an asymptotic BAR for our analysis. In this formula, f.,.(0, R*)) under E and
EY) can be replaced by constant 1 + o(1) because of (EI6). However, P(L(") = 0) and
IP’Y)(L(T’)(O—) = E(()T)) are unknown, so we need to see their asymptotic behavior.

Recall the definition of § in (ii) and note that § = § is the solution of the equation
—pb + £(N0? + 1P0?)0 = 0. Since A\/p =1, @IT) with 6 = 8 yields

P(L™) = 0) = (P + O(T))p(r)[pg")([/(r)(o_) = 6((;))) +o(r), (4.18)

where h(r) = O(r) if limsup, 4 |h(r)|/r is finite for a function h with variable r. We next
apply f(X0)(1) = R (t) to @), then

—P(L") > 0) + o ES[T0] = 0.
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By (E8) and ES[T7] = ()=, this formula yields
A1 =PP(LO0-) = £)) = o = (1 = P(LY) = 0)).
Hence,
1—p" =P(L"Y =0) — pWP (LD (0-) = ). (4.19)
Define functions ¢ and ) as
PO =E™ ] 900) =E"™ £, (0.RT), 0ER,

then, by (£I3) and ([@I4),
lim ™) =™ () =0, OeR. (4.20)

Hence, if the limit of 1/(")(6) is obtained as r | 0, then ¢ () has the same limit. Denote
this limit by ¢(0) if it exists. If we can show that ©(#) is the moment generating function
of a probability distribution on R, then, denoting this distribution by v, it can is shown
that the distribution of 7L(") weakly converges to 7 as | 0 by the weak convergence of
a family of distributions under equicontinuity (e.g., see Lemma 5.2 of [9]).
To compute ¢(), we separately consider the asymptotic BAR (£I7) for b = 0 and
b # 0. We first assume that b = 0. In this case, it follows from ([@I7) and (£I9) that
)
ww“)w) + #P(L(” =0) = o(r). (4.21)
Since this formula uniformly holds over r € (0, 1] for 6 such that |rf| < a for each finite
a, letting 6 — 0, we have
X202 + 07)
2
Hence, we have (A7), and therefore, it follows from (£20) and (L2I]) that

r =l P(L" = 0) + o(r).

el —1

i o™ (0) — Lm ™ () —
lim pt"7(9) = lim ¢ (6) o

(4.22)
which shows that v is the uniform distribution on [0, ¢y]. Thus, (i) is proved.
We next assume that b # 0. Substituting P(L") = 0) of [@IS) into {@IJ), it follows

from 1 — p{") = rb+ o(r) that

br = (7 + O(r) WP (L) (0-) = 6)) — pW B (L (0-) = £57) + o(r)
yields

(7 =1+ 0(r)BY (L7 (0-) = (7)) = br + ofr). (4.23)
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From this and substituting this into (LI8]), we have

"y (r r b
") be?*0

Then, substituting (£24]) and [£25]) into [IT) and letting r | 0 after dividing by 672,
we have, for 6 # 3,

P(L® = 0) = "PD[LO0-) = f7) (20 — ")

m ™ (0) = 1 B
L}ﬁ)l@b (0) = 17}&)1 (B — 0)X2(02 + 02)/2 ~ @ —1)(B—6) (4.26)
Hence,

(¢ — )5
(e —1)(B—0)
Obviously, this is the moment generating function of the distribution whose density is g
of (AI0). Thus, the proof of (ii) is completed. 0O

p(0) =

6+ 5.
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