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Abstract

We investigate the long-run behavior of single-server queues with Hawkes arrivals
and general service distributions and related optimization problems. In detail, utiliz-
ing novel coupling techniques, we establish finite moment bounds for the stationary
distribution of the workload and busy period processes. In addition, we are able to
show that, those queueing processes converge exponentially fast to their stationary
distribution. Based on these theoretic results, we develop an efficient numerical al-
gorithm to solv the optimal staffing problem for the Hawkes queues in a data-driven
manner. Numerical results indicate a sharp difference in staffing for Hawkes queues,
compared to the classic GI/GI/1 model, especially in the heavy-traffic regime.
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1 Introduction

As one of the most fundamental queueing model, the single-server queue is used to describe
service systems with scarce but reusable recourse. Recent empirical studies found that
arrivals in many real queueing systems exhibit a clustering or self-exciting behavior; that
is, an arrival may increase the possibility of new arrivals. In some cases, such clustering
behavior is intrinsic to the underlying system. For example, in the stock market, it is a
common practice to split a large order into small child orders to reduce transaction cost.
As a consequence, one observed arriving order may be followed by a sequence of other child
orders (Abergel and Jedidi, 2015). As a natural extension of the classic Poisson process,
Hawkes process has been used to model arrivals with self-excitement such as order flow
in stock market (Abergel and Jedidi, 2015), infected patients during pandemic (Bertozzi
et al., 2020), and the internet traffic in social media (Zhao et al., 2015).

To understand the impact of self-excitement in the arrival process on the long-run per-
formance of service systems, Koops et al. (2018) and Daw and Pender (2018) provided
analytic solutions to steady-state moments on the number of people in system for different
infinite-server systems with Hawkes arrivals. In particular, Daw and Pender (2018) study
the systems with Markovian Hawkes arrivals and phase-type/deterministic service times,
whereas Koops et al. (2018) study the cases with non-Markovian Hawkes arrivals and ex-
ponential service times. Because of the dependence between customer arrivals and sojourn
times, it is difficult to obtain analytic results for finite-server queues with Hawkes arrivals,
including the most fundamental single-server queue (see the dicussion on p.941 of Koops
et al. (2018)). Instead, simulation algorithm was developed in Chen (2021) to generate
unbiased samples from the steady-state distribution of Hawkes/G1I/1 queue.

Although analytic expression of the steady-state distribution might not be available for
finite-server queues with Hawkes arrivals, it is still possible to carry out theoretic analysis for
better understanding on the long-run behavior of such systems and to obtain useful applica-
tion implications. In this paper, we establish theoretic results on the steady-state moments
and rate of convergence to stationarity for a general class of Hawkes/GI/1 queues with
non-Markovian Hawkes arrivals and general distributed service times. As an application
example, we then develop an efficient numerical algorithm for performance optimization of
Hawkes/G1/1 systems under the guidance of the theoretic results.

In detail, we first construct an explicit representation of stationary queueing functions
for the Hawkes/GI/1 under certain tail conditions on the self-excitation function of the
Hawkes process and the service time distribution. Then, we establish existence of higher-
order moments for the stationary workload process and busy period. Finally, we obtain the

main theoretic result in this paper, showing that the queueing processes of Hakes/GI/1



queue converge to their stationary distributions exponentially fast in total variation norm.
Our proof techniques root in the cluster representation of Hawkes process (Koops et al.,
2018). It first enables us to dominate the stationary Hawkes/G1/1 system with an auxiliary
GI/GI/1 system and thus establish the moment bounds. For the ergodicity analysis, we
utilize a coupling approach to obtain a finite-time bound and more explicit characterization
on the convergence rate. Previous works on convergence rate analysis for queueing models
usually resort to the so-called synchronous coupling, e.g. Chen et al. (2023a) for GI/GI/1
queue, Blanchet and Chen (2020) and Banerjee and Budhiraja (2020) for reflected Brownian
motions. In synchronous coupling, a transient system is coupled with a stationary system
such that they have independent initial system states but share the same arrival and service
processes. In our setting, however, the initial system state is not independent of future
arrivals due to the self-exciting behavior in Hawkes arrivals, and thus synchronous coupling
is not applicable. To tackle this issue, we construct a different semi-synchronous coupling
leveraging the cluster representation of Hawkes process. In particular, we split the Hawkes
arrivals, via the cluster representation, into two groups - those dependent on the initial state
and those independent of the initial state - so that the coupled system shared the same
arrivals that are independent of the initial state. We believe the semi-synchronous coupling
technique is of independent research interest and can be used for analysis of stochastic
systems with Hawkes or other auto-correlated input processes.

As an application example, we then develop an online learning algorithm for optimal
staffing/capacity sizing of Hawkes/G1 /1 system under the guidance of the theoretic results
we have developed. The algorithm is designed using the framework proposed in Chen et al.
(2023a) for which the choice of algorithm hyper-parameters and the performance guarantee
rely highly on the ergodicity behavior of the underlying queueing system. Based on the
exponential convergence result, we are able to design an online learning algorithm with
logarithmic regret bound for optimizing service capacity in Hawkes/G1 /1 systems. Utilizing
this algorithm as an efficient numerical tool, we then carry out an empirical study on the
impact of self-excitement in arrival process to decision making in service systems. The
numerical results illustrate that ignoring self-excitement or auto-correlation in the arrival
data could lead to significant under-staffing in service systems. In addition, we design a
set of numerical experiments to investigate Hawkes/GI/1 queue in heavy traffic. In the
literature, the “square root rule” is a well-known rule of thumb for optimal capacity sizing
or staffing queues in heavy traffic, see for example, Garnett et al. (2002); Whitt (2004);
Zeltyn and Mandelbaum (2005); Lee and Ward (2018) and the references therein. With
the square root staffing rule, the system would usually enjoy the efficient use of the servers
but still with a quality guarantee of the service at the same time. Our numerical results,

however, show that the square root rule does not hold in this example of service capacity



sizing for Hawkes/G1/1 queues, indicating different asymptotic behavior of Hawkes/GI/1
queues in the heavy traffic. We believe these numerical findings not only bring application
insights to decision makings in service system with self-exciting arrivals, but could also

potentially lead to some new theoretic development.

Organization of the paper. In Section 2, we review the related literature. In Section 3,
we introduce the preliminaries of Hawkes process and our main model, the Hawkes/GI/1
queue. The main theoretic results are presented in Section 4. In Section 5, we introduce our
key building blocks, namely, the construction of the stationary version of Hawkes queue
and the auxiliary M/GI/1 queue. Then we give the proof of the moment bounds for
stationary Hawkes queues. In Section 6, we show that the Hawkes/GI/1 queue converges
to its steady state exponentially fast. As an application example, we introduce the optimal
service capacity sizing problem in Section 7 and develop the online learning algorithm along
with the regret bound analysis. Numerical results are reported in Section 8. Finally, we

conclude the paper in Section 9.

2 Related Literature

The present paper is related to the following two streams of literature.

Queues with Hawkes arrivals. Our paper relates to literature about queues with
Hawkes arrivals. Hawkes process is initially introduced by sequel papers of Alan Hawkes in
(Hawkes, 1971a,b; Hawkes and Oakes, 1974) to model the occurrence of earthquakes in seis-
mology and epidemics. Gao and Zhu (2018) applies heavy-traffic analysis to Hawkes/GI /oo
and shows that the properly scaled queue length process converges to a Gaussian process
as background intensity grows, whose covariance kernel depends on the excitation function
and the service times, which has no closed form in general. Koops et al. (2018) investi-
gates the number of customers in a Hawkes/M /oo queue and applies analytical methods to
provide transient moment bounds of the number of customers in the system. Daw and Pen-
der (2018) analyzes Hawkes/ P H /oo and Hawkes/ D /oo models with exponential excitation
function and obtains the transient and stationary moment bounds of the number of cus-
tomers in the system. As it is difficult to obtain analytic solution to finite-server systems
with Hawkes arrivals, Chen (2021) proposes a perfect simulation algorithm to generate

samples exactly from the steady-state of Hawkes/G1I/1 queue.

Staffing with Non-standard Arrival Processes. Our paper also relates to a small and

emerging literature on staffing service systems with non-standard arrival processes. Zhang



et al. (2014) uses a doubly stochastic Poisson process (DSPP) with a rate driven by a Cox-
Ingersoll-Ross (CIR) process to model the overdispersion of the arrivals in a call center.
The authors also suggest to use safety staffing in accordance to the level of overdispersion.
Sun and Liu (2021) also consider CIR driven DSPP as arrival input and suggest that the
square-root staffing calibrated by the overdispersion level could achieve probability of delay
target in heavy-traffic. Heemskerk et al. (2022) investigate the staffing problem for many-
server queue with Cox arrival process via an offered-load approach using analytic results
for infinite-server queue with the same arrival process as developed in Heemskerk et al.
(2017). Daw et al. (2019) considers the staffing problem for queues with batch arrivals
and finds out that it is asymptotically optimal to set the service capacity by mean arrival
rate plus additional safety staffing level proportional to batch sizes as batch sizes grow
to infinity. Here we consider the staffing problem under Hawkes arrivals and develop a

numerical solution that works in a data-driven manner.

3 Preliminaries and Main Model

In this section, we introduce the Hawkes process considered and the corresponding Hawkes/G1 /1
queue. Specifically, we first introduce the Hawkes process in Section 3.1 and then its sta-
tionary version in Section 3.2. Finally, we introduce our main model, i.e., the Hawkes/GI /1

queue and its corresponding stochastic processes in Section 3.3.

3.1 Hawkes Process

Mathematically, a Hawkes process is a counting process N(t) that satisfies

A(t)At + o(At), n=1
P(N(t + At) = N(t) = n|F(t)) = { o(At), n>1
1 = A(t)At +o(At), n=0,

as At — 0. Here F(t) is the associated filtration, and A(¢) is the conditional intensity that

satisfies
N(t)

A(t) = Ao+ Y h(t—t,). (1)

Here )¢ is the background intensity and t;, to,--- are the time of arrivals, and h(:) :

R* — RT is called the excitation function. From equation (1), the Hawkes process has

self-exciting property and once an arrival happens, the arrival rate will grow instantly.
Following Koops et al. (2018), we introduce an equivalent cluster representation of

Hawkes process. This representation basically describes Hawkes process as a kind of



branching-process with immigrants, and is useful in our construction of stationary Hawkes

process and analysis on the stationary Hawkes/GI/1 queue.

Definition 1 (Cluster representation of Hawkes Process). Consider a time (possibly infi-
nite) T'> 0, and define a sequence of random events and their corresponding arrival time

{t, <T :n > 1} according to the following procedure:

1. Consider a set of immigrants that arrives at time {t; < T : 1 > 1}, according to a

time homogeneous Poisson process on [0,T] with rate \g.

2. For each immigrant time t}, | > 1, define a cluster Cy, which is the set for the arrivals
brought by immigrant . We index the events in C; by k > 1 and represent the events
by ef = (k,tF,pF). Here tF is the arrival time of this event and p¥ is the index of the
parent event of this event. By this representation, we represent the [-th immigrant

event as e; = (1,t},0).

3. The cluster C, is generated by a branching process. Initialize k = 1 and C; = {e} }.
For events in Cy, let n = |CY|, i.e., the current cardinal of cluster C;. Generate
the descendant events of mext generation e}”l = (n+ 1,t}”1,k), e ,el”JrA = (n+
A,t;”rA,k:) following inhomogeneous Poisson proecess on [tF,T] with rate function
At) = h(t —tF). Update k < k + 1 and combine e}, --- ™ into the C). Keep

this procedure until no new events happens.

4. Collect the arrival times of all events from all cluster as {t, : n > 1} = U{tF k =
1, ’Cl‘}

Let m = fooo h(t)dt. According to Definition 1, m is the expected number of events of
the next generation that can be generated by a single event. For those events ef that are
not an immigrant, let us define their birth times as bf = tF —#] ' Conditional on |C|, by
the property of inhomogeneous Poisson distribution, {bf : | > 1,k > 2} are i.i.d. positive
random variables with probability density function f(t) = h(t)/m for ¢ > 0. The arrival
time of the first event ¢; is called the arrival time of cluster C;. The arrival time of the
last event is denoted by §; = max; tf“ and is called the departure time of cluster ;. In

the rest of the paper, we will specify the distribution of a Hawkes process by parameter

(Ao, m, f(+))-

3.2 A Stationary Hawkes Process

For the Hawkes process with parameters (Ao, m, f(-)) to be stable in the long term, intu-

itively, each cluster should contain a finite number of events on average. Therefore, we



shall assume that m < 1 throughout the paper. This is a common assumption used in the
literature and it is known that the Hawkes process has a unique stationary distribution
under this assumption (Hawkes and Oakes, 1974; Brémaud et al., 2002). Following Chen
(2021), we can construct a stationary Hawkes process via cluster representation as follows.

First, we extend the homogeneous Poisson process {t; } of the immigrants, or equiva-
lently, the cluster arrivals, to time interval (—oo, 00). For this two-ended Poisson process,
we index the sequence of immigrant arrival times by {£1,+2,...} such that t!, <0 < ¢!
and generate i.i.d. copies of clusters {Cy; : [ = 1,2, ...} for each [ following the procedure
described in Definition 2. Then, the collection of all the events in {Cy; : [ =1,2,...} form
a stationary Hawkes process on (—oo,00). In particular, for any pair of a < b on the real

line, define
N(CL, b) = | Uloifoo {(katfvpf> k= 1727 ) |Cl‘7a < tf < b}|7

as the number of events in {Cy; : [ = 1,2,...} that arrive on [a, b]. Then, we have, for any
a <bands >0, N(a,b) < N(a+ s,b+ s) following the fact that the two-ended Poisson
process {t},,t1,,...} is stationary on (—oo, 00) and that the clusters {Cy,; : 1 = 1,2,...} are

i.i.d. and independent of the two-ended Poisson process.

3.3 The Hawkes/GI/1 Model and Assumptions

We consider a single-server queue where customers arrive according to a stationary Hawkes
process with parameters (Ao, m, f(+)) throughout this article. Following Section 3.2, the
stationary Hawkes process is a two-ended process on (—oo,00). A usual way to index
customers is by the order of their arrival times. In particular, the n-th customer arriving
after 0 is indexed by n while the last n-th customer arriving before 0 is indexed by —n, for
n =1,2,.... Note that there is no customer arriving exactly at time 0 almost surely. Then,
the corresponding arrival time is denoted as {t, :n =1,2,...}.

To facilitate analysis using cluster representation of the Hawkes process, we introduce
a second way to index customers. Recall that {C; : | = £1,42,...} is the set of i.i.d.
clusters of the stationary Hawkes process. We denote by a pair of numbers (I, k) as the
customer corresponding to the k-th event in cluster Cj;. The corresponding arrival time
is tF. Note that there is a one-one correspondence between the indices n and (I, k) as
illustrated by Figure 1. Throughout the paper, we will use these two ways of indexing
customers alternatively.

Upon arrival, customer n (or (I, k)) brings to the system a job of size V,, (or V}*) which
follows the distribution of a positive random variable V' with continuous pdf g(-). To include

job size information, we shall write each event in C; as e = (k, ¥, p¥ V/*). Customers are
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Figure 1: Illustration of the job labels. Each rectangle represents an arrival. In the top
panel, the jobs are labeled according to the arrival times. In the bottom panel, the jobs

are labeled by clusters.

served FIFO and the server processes jobs at a constant rate u > 0, i.e., the service time
for a customer with job size V' is equal to V/u. Without loss of generality, we assume that
E[V] = 1.

Next, we define the queueing processes of interest. First, let W (t) be the total amount
of workload in the system at time ¢. Given the initial value W (0), the dynamic of W(t)
for t > 0 can be defined as follows. Let N(¢) be the number of arrivals on time [0,¢) and

define the process
N(t)

R(t) = Z V, — ut for all ¢t > 0. (2)
n=1
Then, we have
dW (t) = dR(t) + dL(t), with L(0) =0, dL(t) > 0 and W (t)dL(t) = 0.

Here the function L(t)/p equals to the server’s idle time by time ¢. In addition, we have a
closed-form expression for W (t) for given W (0) and R(t):

W(t) = W(0) + R(t) — 0 A min {W(0) + R(s)}. (3)

0<s<t

In addition to the workload process, we are also interested in the so-called observed busy
period process X (t). In particular, for any ¢ > 0, X (¢) is defined as the time elapsed since

the last time when the server is idle, i.e.,
X(t) 2t —sup{s <t:W(s) =0}

8



We close the section by presenting the technical assumptions on the Hawkes/GI/1
queue. First, to ensure that the Hawkes/GI/1 queue is stable, we impose the following
stability condition saying that the average arrival rate of jobs should be smaller than the

service rate.

Assumption 1 (Stability Condition). We assume that there exist ¢ > 0 and p > 0 such

that
E[V]

'1—m

peB= [ pl, Ao <p-—e.

In addition, we also impose light-tail conditions on the birth time b of the Hawkes
process and individual workload V. These conditions will be mainly used in the proof of

geometric ergodicity of the Hawkes/GI/1 queue.

Assumption 2 (Light-tailed Birth Time). The birth time b of the Hawkes process has a

continuous density f(-) and finite moment generating function around 0, i.e.
1(6) = Efexp(6b)] < 0,
for some 6 > 0.

Assumption 3 (Light-tailed Individual Workload). The individual workload V' has a finite

moment generating function in a neighborhood of the origin, i.e.,

Yy (0) = Elexp(6V)] < 0.

4 Main Results

In this part, we present the main results on the long-run behavior of the Hawkes/GI/1
queue and some proof ideas. In Section 4.1 we first construct a stationary version of
Hawkes/G1/1 queue so that we can explicitly characterize the steady-state distributions of
the queueing processes. In Section 4.2, we present the finite moment results on the steady-
state workload and busy periods, which are analog of the results in (Asmussen, 2003,
Chapter X) for the GI/GI/1 model. Finally, in Section 4.3, we present the exponential
ergodicity results in the form of exponentially-decay memory on the initial state and explain

the coupling idea used in the proofs.

4.1 A Stationary Hawkes/GI/1 Queue

Suppose Assumption 1 holds. We shall construct a stationary version of the Hawkes/GI/1

queue following the same idea as in Loynes (1962). For a two-ended stationary Hawkes



process as introduced in Section 3.2, we index the arrivals after time 0 by n = 1,2, ..., and
arrivals before time 0 by n = —1,—2,---. Recall that for all £ > 0, we have defined N(t)
as the number of arrivals in [0,¢). Now, we define N(—t) as the minus of the number of

arrivals in [—¢,0]. For any ¢t € R and s > 0, define

N(t)
R (t,s) & Z Vo, — us.
)

n=N(t—s

Since the counting process N(-) is stationary and V,, are i.i.d., R (¢,-) follows the same
distribution as R (0,-) for all ¢ € R. Under Assumption 1, for each t > 0, R (t,s) is a
process of negative drift and will go to —oo as s — 0o. Therefore, we can define

W(t) 2 max R (t,s).
The following proposition shows that W() is a stationary version of the workload process

of the Hawkes/GI/1 queue with service rate p.

Proposition 1. Under Assumption 1, {W(t) : t > 0} is a stationary process. Besides,
the dynamic of W (-) follows the workload process of a Hawkes/GI/1 queue with customers
arriving according to the stationary Hawkes process N (t) with i.i.d. job sizes V,, and served

with rate p.

Similarly, we can also construct a stationary version of the observed busy period. For
any t > 0, define

X(t) = argmax R (t, s). (4)

s>0

Proposition 2. The process X(-) is stationary. In addition, for each t > 0, X(t) equals

the observed busy period corresponding to the workload process W()

4.2 Moment of Stationary Distributions

Following the construction in Section 4.1, we shall denote the stationary workload and the
stationary observed busy periods of Hawkes/GI/1 queue by W and X, respectively. Our
first main result is on the existence of moments and moment generating function of W and

busy time X.
Theorem 1. Under Assumptions 1 and 2, the following statements are true.

(a) IfE[V}H] < oo, then E[W*] < oo and E[X*] < co.

10



(b) In addition, if Assumption 3 holds, then

Elexp(6,W)] < 0o, and Elexp(e6,X)] < oo,
where 01 is a positive constant specified in (8) and € is defined in Assumption 1.

Theorem 1 is an analogue of theorem 2.1 in (Asmussen, 2003, Chapter X) and theorem
5.7 in (Asmussen, 2003, Chapter VIII). For the proof of workload, the main idea is to
bound W (-) from above using an M/GI/1 queue following the idea in Chen (2021). For the
proof of the busy period, we connect the busy period with the workload of another Hawkes
queue but with a smaller service rate. The proof details including the construction of the
M/GI/1 queue and the Hawkes queue with a smaller service rate will be given in Section

D.

4.3 Exponential Ergodicity of Associated Queueing Process

Our second main result is the geometric (exponential) ergodicity of the Hawkes/GI/1 queue.
Following the idea in Chen et al. (2023b), we show that two Hawkes/GI/1 queues with
different initial states can be properly coupled so that they will converge to each other
exponentially fast, i.e., the dependence of the queueing process on the initial state of the
system decays exponentially fast. In the setting of Hawkes/GI/1 queues, such dependence
on the initial state can be attributed to two different sources: (i) the impact of initial
congestion level in the queuing system, which is reflected by the initial values of the queueing
process; (ii) the impact of Hawkes arrivals before time 0 on future arrivals. The proof
method of Chen et al. (2023b) based on synchronous coupling can only deal with the
first source of dependence in the setting of GI/GI/1. To deal with the second source of
dependence that is caused by Hawkes arrivals, we shall design a new coupling called semi-
synchronous coupling utilizing the cluster representation of Hawkes processes introduced
in Section 3.1.

A key insight from the cluster representation is that at any time point ¢, the impact
of Hawkes arrivals in the past on the future only lies in those clusters that arrive before
time t and depart after time ¢t. To accurately describe this insight and our new coupling

method, we need to introduce some extra notations. For each t € R, we define
No(t) = {(k 1, o1 Vi) = (hotf, 0 VIF) € st tf < 8,6, > ),

where §; is the departure time of cluster Cj as defined in Section 3.1. In other words, Ny(t)
is a union of all clusters that arrive before time ¢ but last after time ¢. As the clusters that
arrive after time ¢ are independent of clusters that arrive before time ¢, customer arrivals
after time ¢ are independent of W (t) conditional on Ny(t). We call the set Ny(t) the Hawkes

11



memory at time t. At time 0, Ny(0) captures all impact of Hawkes arrivals before time 0
to future arrivals, so it is natural to include Ny(0) as part of the initial system state.
Next, we introduce two stochastic processes that are derived from Ny(-) and useful in

our proofs. First, we define the total residual job size at time t as

Jo(t) = > v, (5)
(k,th.pF VF)ENG(¢),th >t
i.e., the total size of jobs that will arrive after time t from clusters that have arrived before

time t. Then, we define the residual life time of past history as
L0<t) = max{tf : (k’,tf,pf, Wk> € NO(t)}:

i.e., the remaining time to the last event of the past history.

Now we are ready to introduce our new coupling design for the Hawkes/G1/1 queue.
Consider two Hawkes/GI/1 queues with given initial workload W*(0), system busy time
X"(0) and Hawkes memories N}(0) for i = 1,2. We couple two systems such that they
share the same customer arrivals (including their individual workload) from the clusters
that arrive after time 0, i.e., they share the same sequence of clusters after time 0. We call
this a semi-synchronous coupling as the two systems do not exactly share the same arrivals
and service times after time 0 due to customers from Ny (0) and NZ(0). An illustration is
given in Figure 2.

In the Theorem 2 below, we show that two Hawkes/G1/1 queues that are semi-synchronously

coupled will converge to each other exponentially fast. The proof is given in Section 6.

Theorem 2. Suppose that two Hawkes/GI/1 queues with initial states (W*(0), X*(0), Ng(0))
and (W?(0), X%(0), N2(0)) are semi-synchronously coupled and that Assumptions 1 to 3
hold. Then, there exists two positive constants 1,6 > 0 such that for all m > 1

E[|W(6) — W20 Fo] < DY exp (=t = 1+ 26)uLy = 0W(0) + J5(0)))1)
and
E [IX1(0) = X2(0)"|Fo] < (X1(0) + X2(0) +)"™ D exp (~(nut — (n+20)uLi — 6(V'(0) + J5(0)))-)

where Ly(0) and J4(0) are the total residual job size and residual lifetime corresponding to

NE(0) fori = 1,2, respectively, and
Do = [W'(0) — W?(0)| + max(Jy, J3),
measures the difference between the initial states (W*'(0), X*(0), Na(0)) and (W?2(0), X2(0), NZ(0)).

12
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t

Figure 2: Ilustration of semi-synchronous coupling. Each rectangle represents a job and
the jobs on the same line form a cluster. The Hawkes Memories N} (0), N3(0) are different

and the clusters coming after time 0 (shared jobs) are the same.

Remark 1. The value of constants n and 6 will be specified in (9) in Section 6. In fact,
this theorem could be modified to bound

E[f (W () — W*(t)])| Fo]

for any monotonic f(-) with f(0) =0 by directly replace D' into f(Dy) in the right-hand

side.

As a direct result, we obtain exponential convergence to steady-state distribution (ex-
ponential ergodicity) for the workload process and the observed busy period process of
Hawkes/G1/1 queue (for exponential ergodicity, see (Down et al., 1995)). Let P*(-|1¥(0), X (0), N(0))
be the probability measure of (W (t), X (t), N(t)) conditional on the initial state (W (0), X (0), N(0))
and let 7 be the stationary probability measure P>°(-), then we have the following Corollary
1.

Corollary 1 (Exponential Ergodicity). Under Assumption 1 to 3, we have for any initial
state (W (0), X (0), No(0)),

P (-] W(0), X(0), No(0))—7|l7v < min{e ™ (My+exp((n+26)uLo+0(W (0)+Jy(0)))), 1}

for a constant My > 0.
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5 Proof of Theorem 1

We first introduce an auxiliary M/GI/1 queue to dominate the workload of the Hawkes/GI/1
queue in Section 5.1. Then, the analysis on the moments of steady-state workload W and

X are given in Section 5.2 and 5.3, respectively.

5.1 An Auxiliary Dominant M/GI/1 Queue

We consider a single-server queue coupled with the Hawkes/GI/1 queue such that its
customers arrive at {§;, : [ = +1,42,---}, ie., departure times of the clusters of the
stationary Hawkes process. By reversibility, one can check that {9, : | = 1, £2, ...} forms
a two-ended Poisson process with rate A\g on (—o00,00). We let the job size brought by

customer [ equal to
|Ci

Si=> VP forl==£1,42, .,
k=1

i.e., the total amount of workload brought by all customers from cluster C; of the Hawkes/G1/1

queue. Following Definition 1, {S;}; is an i.i.d. sequence. In addition, by Assumption 1,

AE[S:] = o)

<pu—e<p.
_m —_—

Therefore, the system as described above is indeed a stable M/GI/1 queue. For all t € R
and s > 0, define

R(t,s) = Z S; — us.

t—s<&;<t
Following the same argument as in Proposition 1, this M/GI/1 queue has a stationary
workload process
W (t) = max R (L, s).

s>0

Similar to Jy(t), for any t € R, define the backward total residual job size as

Jo () = > v (6)

Then, the auxiliary M/GI/1 queue dominates the Hawkes/GI/1 queue in the following
sense: the stationary workload W(t) of the Hawkes queue can be bounded by the stationary
workload W (t) of the M/GI/1 queue plus the backward total residual job size J&™(t).

Proposition 3. For anyt > 0,
(a) W(t) <W(#) + J§(¢);
(b) W(t) and J: (t) are independent.
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5.2 Moments of the Stationary Workload

Given Proposition 3, in order to show that 1/ (0) has finite moment, it suffices to show
that both TW(0) and J$ (0) have finite moment. Note that 1W(0) is the stationary work-
load process of an M/GI/1 queue and has been extensively studied in the literature (see
(Asmussen, 2003, Chapter X), (Wolff, 1989, Chapter 9) and references therein), so what

remains is to bound the moments of J§ (0). We first introduce some technical lemmas.

Lemma 1. There exist constants 0y, 01 > 0 such that

log s(00) — log ( I expwot)f(t)dt) < m—1—log(m), )

1/1\/(81) < wb<90/2)7 and %(lﬁgl (91) — 1) — 91 < 0, (8)

where 1y and s, are the moment generating functions of V4 and S;.
Proposition 4. Under Assumptions 1 and 2, the following statements are true.
(a) IfE[V"] < oo, E[Jy(0)"] and E[J§ (0)"] < oco.
(b) If in addition, Assumption 3 holds, then
Elexp(610(0))],  Elexp(61J5(0))] < oo,
with 01 specified in (8), and Yy (), Yp(-) being the m.g.f. of Vi and b respectively.

Now we are ready to prove that W has finite moments and moment generating function
under proper assumptions on the service time distribution. Following Proposition 3, we

have i
W) < (W(0) + g7 (0) <257 (W) + (J5 (0)).
Recall that W (0) is the stationary workload process of an M/GI/1 queue with job size S
and arrival rate Ag. It’s known that as long as E[SF*!] < oo, the stationary workload T (0)
has finite k-th moment (see theorem 2.1 in (Asmussen, 2003, Chapter X)). We compute
k+1

E [Slk-‘rl} —E Z ‘/22 S E[|Cl|k+l]E[‘/1k+l],

where the last inequality holds as V! are i.i.d and independent of |Cj|. Note that |Cy] is the
total number of descendants in a Poisson branching process and since m < 1, |C)] follows
Borel distribution, which has any finite k-moment (Dwass, 1969). Therefore, E[Sf1!] < occ.
By Proposition 4, E[(J§(0))*] < oo. Therefore,

E[VW (0)"] < 27 (BIW(0)'] + E[(Ji(0))"]) < oo.
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We next verify the workload part of statement (b). By Proposition 3, W (0) is indepen-
dent of Jy. So,

~ A A

Elexp(6,1/(0))] < Elexp(6,1/(0) + 6,75 (0))] = Elexp(6:, W (0))|Efexp(6: J:(0)))].

A

From Proposition 4, we have E[exp(6;J5(0))] < co. We next show that Elexp(6; 1/ (0))] <
co. Notice that 17(0) is the stationary workload of an M/GI/1 queue. Then, by transfor-
mation version of the Pollaczek-Khinchin formula (see Section 5.1.2 of Daigle (2005)),

E[eXp(91W<O))] - 91 + )\_(01(1__,015; (91))

< 00,

as long as p = uj\—fn)ﬂ < 1 and 814—%(1 —1bg,(01)) > 0, which is guaranteed by the definition

of #; in (8). As a consequence, we can conclude E[exp(6;W(0))] < oo.

Remark 2. In fact, our procedure shows that under Assumption 1 to 3, any Hawkes queue
with service rate y > p — € has finite m.g.f in the domain (0,0:1]. Thus, since the ¢ is
arbitrary, we have that all moments for the stationary workload for the Hawkes queue
are finite as long as the Hawkes queue is stable and the job size V' has a finite moment

generating function around 0.

5.3 Moments of Stationary Observed Busy Period

It is known that in a stable GI/GI/1 queue, the observed busy period (in terms of how
many customers served) has all finite moments under the stationary distribution (Nakayama
et al., 2004) if the service times have finite moment generating function around 0. In this
section, we show that a similar result holds also for the Hawkes/GI/1 queue but in terms of
real-time. In particular, X (0) has finite moments under certain conditions (observed busy
period part of Theorem 1). However, we could not follow the analysis in Nakayama et al.
(2004) due to the crucial difference between Hawkes models and the GI/GI/1 model.

In the proof of the moment bounds of stationary waiting time, we introduce an auxiliary
M/GI/1 queue, and the upper bound for the M/GI/1 queue could give a bound for the
workload of Hawkes queues. However, unfortunately, the dominant relationship of workload
cannot help the observed busy period due to the existence of J§ (t). Our solution is to
bound X (0) by the last passage time of R (0,u) and connect this last passage time with
a stationary workload of another Hawkes queue but with a smaller service rate.

By definition, X (0) = arg max, s, (0, u). Since max,>q R7(0,u) > 0, then X(0) can
be bounded by the following last passage time of R (0,u),

X(0) <7 =sup{u>0:R(0,u) >0}
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Although the dominance of workload does not imply the dominance of busy time as
mentioned ahead, we could find a pathwise connection between 7 and the workload process

of another Hawkes queue as follows. Recall that

u>0 u>0

is the stationary workload of a Hawkes queue under service rate p. Similarly, we have

—N(—u)
W.(0) = sup {R(0,u) + cu} = sup Z Vi—(u—¢e)u

u>0 u>0 .
i=—1

is the stationary workload of another Hawkes queue with service rate ;1 —e. By Assumption
1, W.(0) is also well-defined. The following lemma connects 7 with W, (0).

Lemma 2. Suppose Assumption 1 holds, then we have
T<W(0)/e
Proof. Proof of Lemma 2 By definition, R (0,7) = 0. Using this relation, we have

e = RT(0,7) + &7 < sup{R*(0,u) + eu} = W.(0).

u>0
Consequently, 7 < W.(0) /e. O

Since W.(0) is the stationary workload of Hawkes queue with service rate j— e, we have
proved that it has the corresponding moment bounds in Section 5.2. Then, we are ready

to finish the proof of second part of Theorem 1. For statement (a), it’s clear that
E[X*(0)] < E[f*] < E[W.(0)"]/"

By the first part of Theorem 1, E[IW.(0)¥] < oo as long as E[V;*"!] < co. This finishes the
proof of (a).

For statement (b), following the same analysis,
Elexp (6, X*(0))] < E[exp(e6:7)] < Elexp(8,W.(0))] < oo

where the last inequality follows the proof in Section 5.2.

6 Proof of Theorem 2 and Corollary 1
We first prove Theorem 2 in Section 6.1 and then prove Corollary 1 in Section 6.2.
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6.1 Proof of Theorem 2

We first show that the difference between two semi-synchronously coupled workload pro-

cesses is always bounded by the initial difference.

Lemma 3. Suppose that two Hawkes/GI/1 queues are semi-synchronously coupled with
initial states (W1(0), N3(0)) and (W?(0), N2(0)) respectively. Let Ji(0) be the total residual
job sizes in NK(0) for i =1,2. Then

(WH(t) = W(1)| < [WH(0) — W?(0)] + max(J; (0), J5(0))

Next, we show that two coupled workload processes W'(¢) and W?(t) will eventually
converge, and we can then give out the ergodic rate based on the “mixing time”. For
i = 1,2, recall that N}(0) is the “past history” of Hawkes processes and the L} is the last

arrival time in N}(0), i.e.,
Ly = maxc{t} : (k, 5, pE, Vi) € Ni(0)}.
Clearly, L{ is part of the Hawkes memory N;(0). Define two hitting times
7 = min{t : W(t) = 0,t > Lj}.

The following lemma shows that the coupled workload processes W!(t) and W?(t) will

always equal after these hitting times.

Lemma 4. Suppose that the conditions in Lemma 3 hold. Then, for all t > max(7,T2),
W) = W2(t) and X'(t) = X2(t).

Given Lemmas 3 and 4, we have, for any non-negative and non-decreasing function f(-)
on R* with f(0) =0,

f (]Wl(t) — Wz(t)|) < f(Dp) 1 (max(my, 1) >1).

As a consequence, the analysis of the convergence rate for the Hawkes queues can be

reduced to analyzing the tail probability of the hitting times 7 and 7. For this purpose,

we have
Let ) (0 /2 0 )
minbo/ 4, U1
0 = - (0q, , 9
( 777) 6H’1&X{ﬂ,1}(771+291) ( 1 771) ( )
with

Ao
m=g (- 2 wa ) - 1) >0 (10

DN | —
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Proposition 5. Suppose that two Hawkes/GI/1 queues are semi-synchronously coupled
with initial states (W1(0), X1(0), NL(0)) and (W?2(0), X?(0), N3(0)) respectively. Let Fo =
o (W¥(0), X*(0), Ni(0),i = 1,2), then

i

P(r; > t|Fy) < min{e "te1+20uls HWHO+I50) 1},
with n and 6 defined in (9).

Our idea is to construct two dominant M/GI/1 queues starting from time L} and
estimate the hitting times of M/GI/1 queues by a super-martingale. Specifically, define
the forward process

R(t,s) = Z S; — us.
t<t] <t+s
By the same argument of Proposition 3, the forward process also has the dominance rela-
tionship by
R(t,s) < Jo(t) + R(t, s).

Therefore, when the M/GI/1 queue starting from the time Lj clears, the Hawkes/GI/1
queue must have already cleared, i.e.,
7 — LY <7 =min{t > 0: Wi(L)) 4+ Jo(LE) + R(L, t) = 0}.
To estimate 7;, we define the following super-martingale
Mi(t) = exp(O(W(LE) + Jo(Lb) + BR(LY, £) + npt).

With the help of M;(t), we could give an exponential moment bound of 7;, which gives
the hitting time distribution via Markov inequality. The full proof of Proposition 5 is in
Section 10.4.

With Proposition 5, we are ready to complete the proof of Theorem 2. Recall that

fFWHE) = W2(#)]) < f(Do) 1 (max(my, 1) > 1),

E [/ (W) = W2(1)]) | o < f (Do) P(max(ry, 72) > t]F0).

By Proposition 5, we can summarize that

E[f (W' @) - w2(0))) | 7]
<f (Do) P(max(ry, 1) > t|Fo) < f (Do) ZP@- > t|Fp)

<f(Do) Y minfexp ((n+ 20)uLy + O(W*(0) + Jj(0) — npt)) , 1}.

i=1
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Similarly, for the busy period, we notice that
Xt — X2(1)] < (X'(0)+ X2(0)+t) L(m VT > t).
Therefore, by Proposition 5,
E[|x(t) - X?(t)}fo} < (X10) + X2(0) + )" P(ry V 75 > t|Fo)
2

< e (X(0) + X2(0) + 1) Y minfelrOE OOV OO 13,
=1

6.2 Proof of Corollary 1

To show the exponential ergodicity, we rely on our semi-synchronous coupling construction
and Proposition 5. Let W(-), X(-), No(+) be the (transient) Hawkes/G1/1 with initial state
(W(0), X(0), No(0)) and (W(-), X(-), No(-)) be a stationary Hawkes/GI/1 queue semi-
synchronously coupled with (W (-), X(-), No(-)). Let B be the o-field of (W (t), X (t), No(t)),
then by definition,
[IP*(-[W(0), X(0), No(0)) — 7|z
—sup [B((W (£), X(0), Na(t)) € AII(0), X(0), No(0)) = PV (2), X(0), No(t)) < )

<P(W(t) # W (1), X(t) # X (1), No(t) # N ()| (0), X(0), No(0))

Note that by our construction, (W (t), X (t), No(t)) coincide with (W (t), X (t), N(t)) as long
as t > max(m, 7y) (Lemma 4). Consequently, we have
IP*(-[W(0), X (0), No(0)) — v
<E[P(max(1,72) > t|Fo)|W(0), X (0), No(0)]
<min{e " (M, + exp((n + 20)uLo + O(W(0) + Jy(0)))), 1}
where My = Elexp((n + 20)uLo + 0(W(0) + Jo(0)))] < co. The last inequality is by

Proposition 5.

7 Application Example: Online Learning for Hawkes/GI /1

Queue

In this section, we introduce an application of the theory developed in Section 4. Specifi-
cally, we introduce an online learning problem for Hawkes/G1/1 queues and design the first
online learning algorithm for the staffing problem of Hawkes/GI/1 queues. In addition,
we analyze the efficiency of this algorithm via the regret analysis and the convergence rate
of the algorithm, the heart of which is the moment bounds and the ergodicity results in

Section 4.
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7.1 Problem Setting and Assumptions

We consider a Hawkes/GI/1 queue in which the customers arrive following a stationary
Hawkes process with unknown parameter (Ao, m, f(+)) and the i.i.d. job size follows a
positive random variable V' with mean 1 with service rate p as in Section 3. In the staffing
problem, the service provider’s goal is to find the best choice of 1 € B = [u, fi] to balance
between the staffing cost (per unit time) and the penalty of congestion:

min f(p) = hoE[Weo(11)] + c(n), (11)

neB

where W, (p) is the steady-state workload process under the staffing level o and ¢(u) is the
corresponding staffing cost. For the ease of notation, let’s denote w(u) = E[Wa(1)]. We
shall additionally impose the following assumption for the rest of this article to guarantee
the convexity of the objective, which is a common practice in online learning literature

(Hazan et al., 2016).

Assumption 4 (Service Cost). We assume the staffing cost function c(u) is convex, con-

tinuously differentiable and non-decreasing in .

The form of the staffing problem (11) has a long history in traditional queueing systems
(see, for example, (Maglaras and Zeevi, 2003; Lee and Ward, 2014; Nair et al., 2016; Chen
et al., 2023b) and references therein). However, in problem (11), the workload E[W ()]
has no closed form even for GI/GI/1 queue, let alone more complicated Hawkes/GI/1
queue, so the problem (11) is intractable analytically. Therefore, we design the first on-
line learning algorithm for the Hawkes staffing problem (11) without knowledge of the

information of Hawkes arrivals (to the best of our knowledge).

7.2 Online SGD-Based Algorithm and the System Dynamics

In this section, we introduce our algorithm designed for the Hawkes/GI/1 queue. Our
algorithm is designed based on the framework of Gradient-based Online Learning in Queues
(GOLIiQ) algorithm in our recent paper Chen et al. (2023b), which is an algorithm specially
designed for GI/GI/1 queue for a similar problem. Although we could not directly apply
GOLiQ to the Hawkes system due to the difference between Hawkes queues and GI/GI/1
queue, our moment bound and ergodicity results in Section 4 provide us the key ingredients

to design and efficiency analysis of the new algorithm (Algorithm 1
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Algorithm 1 Online Algorithm for Hawkes/G1/1 Queues (GOLiQ-Hawkes)

Require: number of cycles L, parameters Ty, n, for k = 1,2, ..., L, initial value u;, warm-

up rate &
1: forn=1,2,...,L do
2: operate the system under py until time 7}

3:  observe X(t) for ¢t € [0, T}]
4: estimate gradient by

ho Tk

H.o—___ "
: (1 =Tk Jer,

Xy (t)dt + ()

5: update: ;.1 = min (max(,uk — M Hp, 1), /1)
6: end for

Our algorithm falls into the category of gradient descent method. In our algorithm,
we organize the time into successive cycles according to the hyperparameter T}, the cycle
length. To mitigate the bias introduced by the transient state of the queue, the algo-
rithm sends T to oo as k — oo. In each cycle, the algorithm operates the system un-
der p and builds a gradient estimator Hj with data collected within the cycle. At the
end of the cycle, the system updates pxyr; by an SGD rule. Due to the cyclic design,
we use the under-script ; to denote the corresponding stochastic process in cycle k, e.g.,
Ni(t), Wi(t), Xi(t), Jox(t) - - - being the corresponding arrival, workload, busy time, total
residual job sizes, etc., in cycle k.

The heart of Algorithm 1 is its gradient estimator. In our case, the challenge is to
estimate w'(u), which has no closed form, from data without involving any unknown Hawkes
information, i.e., the parameters (\g, m, f). For this purpose, we apply a pathwise analysis
to the Hawkes system and derive a convenient expression of the derivative of w(u) by the

following representation theorem.

Proposition 6. Suppose Assumption 1 holds. Then, for a Hawkes/GI/1 queue with

stationary input, the derivative of the mean steady-state workload w(p) satisfies

where X, is the steady-state of the observed busy period (in continuous time) for u € B.

Moreover, w(u) is Lipchitz continuous for u € B, i.e.,

lw(pn) — w(pe)| < E [ Xoo(p)] |11 — pal-
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With this gradient representation, we apply a finite time sample average in each cycle
to estimate the gradient in Algorithm 1. The key of Proposition 6 is to analyze the gradient
pathwisely. In detail, by the construction in Section 5, we could prove that almost surely,

W,(0) = (maX R;(O,u)), = —X,(0).

u>0

Therefore, once we can interchange the derivative and the expectation, then Proposition 6
is at hand and the interchange could be guaranteed by the moment condition in Theorem

1. For more details, see the full proof in Section 10.5.3.

7.3 Regret Analysis

In this section, we show the efficiency of GOLiQ-Hawkes by providing corresponding per-
formance bounds. Specifically, we consider the regret as the performance measure, which
is commonly used in online learning literature, e.g., Hazan et al. (2016) and references
therein. In a nutshell, regret is the difference between the performance of the system under
the online learning algorithm and the performance under the optimal staffing level p*. In

detail, the regret accumulated in cycle k is defined by

Ty
Re= B [cuiti+ho [ Wit~ f0)1; (12
N 0 th ti 1 t
~ € optimal COS

the cumulative cost in cycle k

As a result, the total regret in L cycles is R(L) = Yr_, Ry.

Although we could not directly apply the analysis of GOLiQ to GOLiQ-Hawkes due
to the differences between Hawkes arrivals and renewal arrivals, the analysis framework
of GOLiQ in Chen et al. (2023b) sheds some light on the analysis of GOLiQ-Hawkes.
Essentially, the success of GOLiQ is substantiated by (i) the boundedness of key queueing
functions in each cycle; (ii) the geometric ergodicity of GI/GI/1 queue; and (iii) the convex
structure of the revenue management objective. In other words, if we could provide the
parallel conditions of (i) to (iii) ahead in the Hawkes version, GOLiQ-Hawkes would have
an efficient convergence rate as GOLiQ does. Fortunately, our results in Section 4 provide
these properties adapted to Hawkes queue’s version. We summarize these three properties
as follows and note that these properties are direct results of our analysis in Section 4. The

proofs of these properties are collected in Appendix Section 10.5.

Corollary 2 (Boundedness of Queueing Functions). Suppose Assumption 1 to 3 hold. For

any control sequence . € B, with

min(Qo/Q, 61)

(0m) = 6 max(ji, 1)(ny + 26;) +(O1,m)
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as defined in (9), the following queueing terms
E[Wi ()], E[Xx(1)*"], E[Jo(£)*"], B[O+ 2uton] E[OWHO] B[00 0]
are bounded by a constant M.

Corollary 3 (Ergodicity of Queueing Functions in Each Cycle). Suppose that Assumption
1 to 3 hold. Let Wk(t) be a stationary workload process semi-synchronously coupled with
Wi(t). In addition, let Xi(t), Xi(t) be the corresponding busy time. Then, there exists a
constant A such that for m = 1,2,

E HWk(t) —Wk(t)‘m] < Ae—mt
K HXk(t) - Xk(t)’m] < Ae05mmt

where 1 is specified in (9).

Corollary 4 (Convex and Smoothness). Suppose Assumption 1 to J hold. The objective
function f(u) has a continuous first-order derivative denoted by V f(u). There exist finite
positive constants Ko <1 and Ky > K such that for all p € B

1o (p = p*)Vf(p) > Ko(p — p*)?

2. |V ()| < Ki|p — p|

Armed by the boundedness, exponential ergodicity and convex property, the efficiency
of GOLiQ-Hawkes could be summarized by the following theorem. In short, we will show
that with properly chosen hyper-parameters 7, and T, GOLiQ-Hawkes is efficient in the
sense that it has a logarithmic regret, which also indicates that the decision ;. of GOLiQ-

Hawkes will also converge to the clairvoyant policy p* in a rapid speed.
Theorem 3. Under Assumption 1 to J, let Ty, = ar + crlog(k), . = c k™ with any
or > 2(nu&) ' max(log(84/Ky), 1), and ¢, > 2k™" /Ky,

and any ar > 0, where n is specified in (9), £ is the warm-up rate in Alg.1, A is defined
in Corollary 3, and Ky is the strong convexity constant in Corollary 4. Then there exists
a constant Cqig > 0 such that, for all L > 1,

R(L) < Cyylog(L)?.

In particular, we have
R(L) = O(log(L)*) = O(log(My)*),

with My, = 25:1 Ty, i.e., the total units of time elapsed in L cycles.
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Remark 3. Compared to conventional log(L) regret for online gradient descent Hazan et al.
(2016), the additional logarithm comes from the transient behavior of the Hawkes queues

and the exponential convergence rate of Hawkes queues.

With the three critical properties of Hawkes queues, the efficiency of GOLiQ-Hawkes
could be provided following the analysis framework of Chen et al. (2023b). Basically, the

key idea of the analysis is to decompose the regret into the following two parts:
T

Ry, =E [ho 0 Wi(t) — w(uk)dt}

Roy = E[f () — f(p")] T

Then the total regret cumulated in L cycles is decomposed accordingly as

L L L
R(L)=> Ri=» R+ Rop= Ri(L)+ Ra(L).
k=1 k=1 k=1

Intuitively, Ry(L) is the regret caused by transient behavior of the queueing system (regret
of the transient behaviors). On the other hand, Rs(L) can be interpreted as the regret
driven by suboptimality of the decision variable p (regret of suboptimality). For the regret
of transient behaviors Ry, we could apply the exponential ergodicity result. The regret of
suboptimality Rs hinges on the bias and variance of the gradient estimator Hy. We analyze
the bias by ergodicity and the variance by boundedness. With the help of convexity, the
regret of suboptimality Ry can be well controlled, too. For the sake of brevity, we would

like to omit the full proof here and defer the full proof in the Appendix Section 10.5.3.

8 Numerical Results

In this section, we first confirm the effectiveness of GOLiQ-Hawkes via numerical exper-
iments. Then we investigate the impact of autocorrelation of the Hawkes process on the
staffing decision by comparing it with a GI/GI/1 queue with same marginal inter-arrival
time distribution. Finally, we study the optimal staffing in a heavy-traffic regime to see
whether the classic “square-root rule” still holds for Hawkes queues. In all numerical exper-

iments, the stationary Hawkes arrivals is generated using the perfect sampling algorithm 1
developed in Chen (2021).

8.1 Performance Evaluation of GOLiQ-Hawkes

We consider problem (11) with a quadratic staffing cost c¢(u) = cou? in this section. In

specific, we set hg = ¢ = 0.5. As a result, the objective (11) reduces to

min f(p) = Igleig {0.50% + 0.5E [Weo ()] } - (13)

neB
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Since there is no closed form of E[W. ()], the exact solution u* of problem (13) is unavail-
able. We apply the naive grid search method (NGS) and set the solution of NGS as the
benchmark for regret estimation. In detail, for each candidate p, we operate Hawkes/GI /1
queues under p for T = 100,000 unit times and estimate E[W,,(u)] by time average es-
timator ;1= foiT W (t)dt. The estimate f(y) is achieved based on 100 independent time
averaging estimations above. By comparing all f(u), we choose p with the smallest f(u)
as yardstick p*, with which we are able to benchmark the solutions of GOLiQ-Hawkes.

We consider non-Markovian Hawkes arrivals with unit background intensity Ay = 1 and
Gamma kernel m(t) = 2te™". In this case, m = [~ m(t)dt = 1/2, and the average arrival
rate A = 2. For service times, we consider Erlang-2 distribution with a rate of 2. The
NGS method gives out the benchmark that 2* = 2.84 and f(u*) = 6.11 (with a precision of
0.01), and the cost function is shown in the top left panel of Figure 3 as well. By Algorithm
1 and Theorem 3, we select step length 7, = 1/k and cycle length T, = 10 4 20 log(k) with
initial point pg = 10. In Figure 3, we again give a sample path of staffing level u; and
the estimated regret curve (obtained by 1,000 independent Monte-Carlos runs). We find
that the staffing level u; converges to the optimal value p* rapidly, and the regret grows
as a logarithmic function of time t. Particularly, a simple linear regression with respect to
<m : log(t)> (bottom right panel) validates our regret bound in Theorem 3.

We further test the robustness of GOLiQ-Hawkes by applying different hyperparameters
n and Dy. Specifically, we first validate the robustness of 1, by choosing 7y, = ¢,k with
¢, € {0.5,1,3,5} and fixing T}, = 10 4+ 20log k. Next, we verify the robustness of T} by
selecting T}, = 10 + ¢y log k with ¢ € {10, 20,30} and fixing 7, = k™. For each case, the
regret curve is estimated by 1,000 independent runs, and in Figure 4, we also draw \/m
v.s. log(t) plot. Figure 4 reveals that GOLiQ-Hawkes continues to perform efficiently
with different hyperparameters with all regret curves exhibiting a logarithmic order. In
summary, our numerical experiments illustrate that GOLiQ-Hawkes performs effectively

with a logarithmic regret and that GOLiQ-Hawkes is robust to the hyperparameter choices.

8.2 Impact of Self-excitement of Hawkes arrivals

In this section, we conduct numerical experiments to investigate the impact of the self-
excitement of Hawkes arrivals on the optimal stuffing level p*. Specifically, we compare
the optimal staffing level between queueing systems with Hawkes arrivals and systems with
renewal arrivals, of which the interarrival times have the same distribution as the marginal
distribution of the stationary Hawkes process’ interarrival times.

For this purpose, we generate the arrival process (GI) by the following shuffling method:

(i) we first generate a sufficiently long stationary Hawkes process’s path; (ii) all of the
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Figure 3: Online optimal staffing for non-Markovian Hawkes/G1/1 by GOLiQ-Hawkes with
w =284, ny = 1/k and T = 10 4+ 20log(k): (i) objective function (top left); (ii) sample
path of the staffing level uy (top right); (iii) estimated regret (bottom left); (iv) square

root of regret versus logarithmic of the total time elapsed (bottom right).
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Figure 4: Simulated logt v.s. /R(t) plot with different hyperparameters (i) step size n
robustness (left panel); (ii) cycle length T} (right panel). All regret curves are estimated
by averaging 1,000 independent replications.
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interarrival times of this Hawkes path are randomly shuffled; (iii) the ideal GI renewal
process is generated by splicing these shuffled interarrival times. Then GOLiQ-Hawkes is
applied to both the Hawkes/G1/1 queue and the corresponding GI/G1/1 queue to obtain
the optimal level u}, (the optimal staffing for Hawkes queue) and p; (the optimal level for
GI/GI/1 queue).

Since we intend to investigate the impact of the autocorrelation on optimal staffing, we
compare py; with pf; under different autocorrelation levels for objective (13). A convenient
indicator of autocorrelation level for Hawkes process is m = fooo m(t)dt, i.e., the average
number of offspring of a single arrival. Therefore, in this experiment, we consider kernels
in the form:

mt)=a-e*, a€{0,0.2,---,1.8},

so that m = {0,0.1,--- ,0.9}. As higher autocorrelation level results in a larger arrival rate,

to make experiments comparable, the background intensity Ag is chosen as A\g = 2- (1 —m)

Ao
1-m

have a sequence of systems whose total arrival rates are the same but the auto-correlation

accordingly so that the total arrival rate A =

= 2 across all the cases. In this way, we

level increases with m. As for the service distribution, we consider exponential service
times for simplicity. Then, we investigate the impact of the auto-correlation level of the
Hawkes process by comparing the difference of uf;; and p; under different auto-correlation
level m in each case.

For each case, we apply the GOLiQ-Hawkes for L = 300 iterations for 100 independent
replications. The pfj,es @0d fi 1S estimated by averaging the staffing level in the last
iteration, i.e., uy of the 100 independent paths. The hyperparameters for GOLiQ-Hawkes
in both Hawkes queue and GI/M/1 queue are 1, = 3/k, T}, = 10 + 201og(k). The results
are reported in Table 1.

Table 1 illustrates that as the autocorrelation level m grows, both Hawkes/M/1 and
GI/M/1 queues need higher staffing levels to accommodate the surge of arrivals. However,
the Hawkes/M /1 queue needs significantly more service capacity than the GI/M/1 queue
due to Hawkes’ autocorrelation at all levels of m. In addition, the relative difference in
staffing levels, i.e., . .

Ha — Har
1
grows with m, which implies that the difference between Hawkes queues and GI/GI/1
queues inclines to be sharper as the autocorrelation level increases, and consequently, the
Hawkes/G1I/1 queue needs significantly more service capacity as Hawkes’ autocorrelation

level increases.
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Hawkes/M /1 GI/M/1 Relative Increase

py  Variance pf; Variance in p*
0 261 0.0014 2.61 0.0016 0.00%
0.1 2.64 0.0019 2.62 0.0015 0.64%
0.2 268 0.0019 265 0.0014 1.13%
03 272 0.0017 2.66 0.0016 2.24%
04 280 0.0028 2.70 0.0021 3.88%
0.5 290 0.0027 2.74 0.0013 5.56%
0.6 3.05 0.0039 2.79 0.0026 9.12%
0.7 327 0.0066 2.87 0.0016 14.05%
0.8 3.70 0.0130 3.03 0.0034 22.14%
09 462 0.0583 3.40 0.0052 35.97%

Table 1: The estimated value and variance of optimal service capacity solved by GOLiQ-
Hawkes for 100 replications for Hawkes/M /1 and the corresponding GI/M /1 with different

levels of self-excitement m.

8.3 Does “square root rule” hold for Hawkes queues?

The square root rule is prevalent in many queueing models for determining the optimal
staffing level. Specifically, Lee and Ward (2014) proved asymptotic optimality of the square
root rule for GI/G1/1 queue with linear staffing cost, i.e. the optimal staffing level satisfies

=X+ 0(V)), as\— oo.

To check whether the square root rule still holds for Hawkes/G1/1 queue, we design a
set of numerical experiments as follows. We consider the staffing problem with linear cost

as
min 24 + 0. 1E[W ()]
o

on a set of Hawkes/GI/1 queues with same exponential service time distribution but with
increasing avaerage intensity A in the Hawkes arrival processes. We then observe how the
optimal staffing level uj, changes with A and whether it increases following the square
root rule. As a comparison, we also solve the same staffing problem for a GI/GI/1 queue
with IID inter-arrival times follow the same marginal distribution as that of Hawkes queue
constructed in the same way as described in Section 8.2.

As the major difference lies in autocorrelation, we send the arrival rate A to infinity by
letting m — 1. In specific, we consider a sequence of Hawkes queueing systems indexed by

n with the same background intensity Ay = 1. However, the kernel of the Hawkes process
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Hawkes/G1/1 GI/GI/1

g —A HGr—A

He  Pu - Mar Par 5
5 0800 0235 6.16 0812 0.52 578 0.865 0.35
25 0960 0.331 33.6 0.744 1.72 26.7 0.936 0.34
45 0.978 0.349 634 0.709 2.74 472 0.953 0.33
65 0985 0.354 957 0.680 3.81 67.8 0.959 0.35
85 0988 0.362 131.2 0.648 501 83.4 0.962 0.37
105 0.991 0401 1664 0.631 599 109 0.967 0.35

A m ACF

Table 2: The estimated p* for Hawkes/M/1 queues and GI/M /1 queues with different \.

in each system changes with n in the form of m(t) = (2 —2/n)e~* so that the total arrival

rate
Ao

- 1—m
in the n-th system. In the experiment, we consider n € {5,25,45,65,85,105}. We investi-

A

=N

gate how pj; and pg; change with n and whether they obey the square root rule.

To derive the solutions pj; and pg;, in each case, we apply GOLiQ-Hawkes to both
Hawkes/GI/1 and GI/GI/1 systems by 100 replications, and the optimal levels are esti-
mated in the same procedure in Section 8.2 with the same hyperparameters. If the square
root rule still holds for Hawkes/G1I/1 queue, then pu% — A shall be linear with v/\ and the
ratio between them shall be close to a constant. The results are reported in Table 2.

In Table 2, we report the total arrival rate, the average number of descendants m, the
auto-correlation function (ACF) with lag-1 and the estimated p}; (and pf;). From Table
2, we can observe that as m increases, A and ACF increase at the same time, which results
in the increase of both staffing levels pj; and pg;. Parallel to the experiment in Section
8.2, the need for staffing in Hawkes queues pj, is always larger than the staffing in renewal
case fig;. In addition, the difference between Hawkes queue and GI/GI/1 queue is quite
sharp because a mild autocorrelation (ACF= 0.401) may lead to 50% more staffing! And

the difference seems to enlarge with the increase of .

B —A
X VA
dramatically in Hawkes queue, while for GI/GI/1 queue, the ratio “ Cilfx_ 2 is around the

In addition, we can observe in Table 2 that, as A increases, the ratio increases

same level of 0.35. In other words, this result confirms that the square-root rule works
for GI/GI/1 queue but not for the Hawkes/G1/1 queue especially when the increasing of
average arrival rate is driven by the self-excitement effect, i.e. m — 1. We leave theoretic

justification on this result for further study.

30



9 Conclusion

In this paper, we establish moment bounds and exponential ergodicity for the general
Hawkes/G1I/1 queues under the stability condition. The key challenge in our analysis lies
in the fact that the initial state of the Hawkes system contains the information of future
arrivals and hence, the conventional approach is not applicable. To remedy this issue,
we develop a semi-synchronous coupling method decomposing the future arrivals into two
parts and we deal with them in different manners, which, we believe, is of independent
research interest and can be useful for other stochastic models related to Hawkes processes.
As an application of the theoretic results, we develop an efficient numerical tool for solving
the optimal staffing problems in Hawkes/GI/1 queue. Our numerical results document
the significant impact of clustering or auto-correlation in the arrival processes on decision-
making of staffing service systems.

There are several venues for future research. Since we show numerically that the square-
root rule is not always satisfactory for Hawkes queues, one natural direction is to theoreti-
cally verify the numerical finding and identify the correct asymptotic staffing rule. Another
interesting dimension is to investigate Hakwes queues with long-tail excitation function and

possibly heavy tailed service times.
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APPENDIX

10 Proofs

In this section, we give the proofs of auxiliary results in the main paper.

10.1 Proof of Auxiliary Results in Section 3

Proof. Proof of Lemma 1 Since 0 < m < 1 as assumed, we have m — 1 — log(m) > 0.
As a result, there exists 6y such that 0 < logE[exp(fob)] < m — 1 — log(m). Note that
if moment generating function exists around 0, then it’s continuous differentiable in its
domain (Mood et al., 1974, p.78). Therefore, for (8), since 1y (-) is smooth around 0, we
have g, (0) = ¢, /(logy(0)) is also smooth around 0. In this case, we can find a 6,
satisfying (8) as follows. Since ¢y (-) is smooth around 0, then there exists a 6, such that

Uy (0h) < ¥p(0y/2). For the other condition, define an auxiliary function
Ao

h(0) = 0)—1)—0.
0= )1
By direct calculation, h(0) = 0, 2'(0) = (1_”:\)% < 0and h"(0) = ﬁngl(e) = ﬁ]E[SfeeSl] >

%E[Sz] > 0 for any 6 > 0. Therefore, there exists one and only one positive solution for

h(f) = 0, and denote it by f. Clearly, h(#) < 0 for 6 € (0,60). Then, we can choose
6, = min(6)),0/2),

which satisfies (8). O

10.2 Proofs of the Auxiliary Result in Section 4.1 and 5.1

Proof. Proof of Proposition 1Under Assumption 1, for any ¢ > 0, the process R (¢,s) —
—oo almost surely as s — o0o. As a consequence, W(t) is well-defined. In addition, for
any t, the process R (t,-) follow the same distribution as R (0,-). So W (t) has the same
distribution as W (0) for all ¢ > 0, and hence is stationary.

Now we show that T (-) follows the dynamic of a workload process of a Hawkes/GI/1

queue. Note that W(0) is the initial workload, customers arrive according to N (t) with
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i.i.d. job size V,,, and service rate is p. For any ¢ > 0 and s > ¢,

N(t)
R™(t,s) = Z Vo — s

n=N(t—s)
-1 N(t)
= Z Vn—,u(s—t)—l—ZVn—,ut
n=N(t—s) n=1

= R(0,5 — t) + R(t).
AS a consequence,

max R (t,s) = max R7(0,5) + R(t) = W(0) + R(t).

s>t

Recall that R(t) is defined in (2). For 0 < s < ¢, we have
R™(t,s) = R(t) — R(0,t — s).

Then,
W(t) = max R (t, 5) = (W(O) + R(t)) V max (R(t) — R(s))

s>0 0<s<t

= R(t) — (=W(0)) A min (R(s))

0<s<t

— W (0) + R(t) — 0 A min {W(O) + R(s)} .

0<s<t
According to (3), we can conclude that W (t) has the same dynamics as the of a Hawkes/GI/1

queue in which customers arrive according to the stationary Hawkes process N(t) with i.i.d.

job sizes V,, and are served with rate . O

Proof. Proof of Proposition 2 For convenience, define tg = ¢ — X(¢). Then,

W(ty) = max R (to, s)

= m>a§<R“(t,t —to+s) — RT(t,t —to)
= max R (Lt — o+ 5) — R(t, X (1)) <0.
Since W (t) > 0, we have W (to) = 0. Similarly, if there is a t; such that t, < ¢t; < t, and
W(tl) = 0, then
R (t,t —t1) > R (t,t —to),

which is impossible by definition of X(t) and ty. So tp = sup{s < t: W(s) = 0}. This
finishes the proof. O
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Proof. Proof of Proposition 3 By definition,

N(t)
R™(t,s) = Z Vo — s
)

n=N(t—s
|C1 |C1
= > DY VRt =t—s)+ D> ) VFL(tf <t) - ps
t—s<d;<t k=1 tl1<tS61 k=1
kel il
< > Y VEeps+ > Y V(<)
t—s<d;<t k=1 tll<t§51 k=1

= R7(t,s) + JE(t).

Taking the maximum over s > 0 on both sides, we have the result of (a).

For statement (b), note that W (t) only depends on clusters that have departed before
time ¢, i.e., 0; < t, while J§ (¢) only involves clusters that will depart after time ¢t. Given
that clusters are independent of each other, we can conclude that W (t) and J§ () are

independent of each other for any given t.
]

10.3 Proofs of Auxiliary Result in Section 5.2

Proof. Proof of Proposition 4 By definition, Jy(0) and J§ (0) are bounded by the sum of

job sizes of all customers in Ny(0). For each cluster Cj, we define its total birth time as

|Cil

TB =) bf.
k=1

In addition, define two sets

CBO = {Cg : tll <0, TB, > —tll},
By = {(k.t;,pf, Vi*) « (k. ty,py, V) € Crosit ty < 0,TBr > —t; },
i.e., a set of clusters whose total birth time is larger than its age at time 0 and a set of

events from these clusters. As the total birth time of a cluster is larger than the cluster

length &; — ¢}, No(0) must be a subset of By. Therefore, we have

Jo(0), J5(0) < > vE< > =

(kvtfvpfv‘/lk)ENO(O) (kvtfvpfv‘/lk)EBO

So, to prove that statements (a) and (b) hold for J,(0) and J§ (0), it suffices to show that

the two statements are true for J.
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Let Np, = |Cp,| be the number of clusters whose total birth time is larger than its age
at time 0. Note that T'B; are i.i.d. By Poisson thinning theorem, Np, is a Poisson random

variable with mean

0
E[Np,] = / NP(TB > —t)dt = A\E[TB).
In the following proof, we just index the clusters in Cg, as 1,2, ..., Ng, for the simplicity of
notation.

Next, we shall prove the two statements for .J, one by one.

(a) For any n > 1,

N, n N,

E[]=E||> S| | <E|Ng'Y st
=1

=1

=K [Ngo] E [Sln ’ C[ c CBO] ,

where the last equality holds as the clusters in Cp, are i.i.d conditional on Npg, by
Poisson thinning. Moreover, conditional on |C}], the event {T'B; > —t} is indepen-
dent of the job sizes Vi¥ for k = 1,2,...,|Cy|. Then we have

|Cu
E[S;| CreCp)=E [ (Y _V ‘ —t] <TB/| <E[VPE[|C)" | -t} < TB)].
k=1

By Poisson thinning, conditional on C; € Cg,, the arrival times of each cluster ¢ has
probability density function p(—t) = P(T'B; > t)/E[TB)] for t > 0. So,

E[|G" | —# < TB] —/ E[|C)|" | TB; > flp(—t)dt
0

o] 1
< [ E[|C"TB"™|TB > tjt " 'p(—t)dt +/ E[|C)|"|P(TB > t)"'p(—t)dt
0

1

< E[|C|"TB"™] / T BB > 1) \p(—t)dt + E[|Ci["]/E[TB]

= (n"'E(|G|"TB] + E[|C/|"]) /E[T'B]
= (n'E[|G|*"]'PE[T B> + E[|C4|"]) /E[TB].

Note that |Cj| is the total number of arrivals in a cluster generated by a Poisson
branching process with m < 1, it is known that |C)| follows Borel distribution (see,
for example, Dwass (1969)). Therefore, |C)| has finite n-th moments for all n > 1.
On the other hand, T'B; is a compound random variable and equals the sum of |C}|

i.i.d. copies of birth time b. By Assumption 2, T'B also has finite n-th moment for
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all n > 1 (see Prop.3 of Chen (2021)). So E[|C)|" | —t; < TB;] < oo and we can
conclude that
E[J5] < E[Np, JE[V"IE[|IC[" | =t} < TBy] < o0

(b) By Lemma 1, ¢y (61) < ¥4(6/2), then

_ Np
N, |Cil 0
E [exp(&l jo)} = [exp | 61 Z S =E |E |exp | 4 Z VI TB > —t
=1 k=1
= Nag
=E |E |exp (|C)|log(vv(61))) |T' B > —tll]
- Nag
S E E exXp (lCl‘ 1Og(wb<90/2))) TB[ > —t}]

Note that conditional on T'B; > —t}, the birth times b; tend to be larger compared

to the unconditional distribution of b; intuitively. Therefore, we next prove that

exXp (%TBZ)

and then give a bound on E [exp (%ZTBZ) | TB, > —tll] using Markov inequality. We

E |exp (|Ci|log(vs(60/2))) |TB, > —t} | <E

TB > —t}] :

show this claim by a stochastic ordering approach. By direct calculation, for any
t,s >0 and n > 0,

P(TB, > s||Ci| =n) < IP’TBl>s||C’l =n,TB; > t)

if s <t,
TBZ>S}\cl\_n)

, if s >t
P(TB;>t |Cl|—’n

Therefore, we have the stochastic orders

IN&

(TB||Ci| =n) < (TB||Ci| =n,TB, > t),

90 st 90
exp 5TBZ ‘|C’l|:n < | exp gTBl ‘|C’l]:n,TBl>t )

Consequently,
90 90
E |exp ETBZ |Ci] =n| <E |exp ETBZ |G| =n, TB; > t| .
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As a result, we have

o [exp (1Ci| log(vs(60/2))) ‘TBz > ]

TB, > t| p(—t)dt

6
E [exp (EOTBZ ‘ycl@

:/Oooiﬁ {exp <@TBZ) ‘lCl —n} P(|Ci] = n|TB; > t)p(—t)dt

S/ ZE [ex <020TBZ> ‘lCl =n, TB, >t:| (|Cl —n‘TBl >t) ( t)dt
0

/OOOE[e (020T81> ‘TBl>t] p(—t)dt
:/OOOE [exp (?TB,) 1(TB; > t)} P(TB; > t) 'p(—t)dt

< / Elexp(6oT B)|e~*2P(TB, > t)-
0

{P(TB > 1) . 2E[exp(6oTBy)]
E[TB] —~  6E[TB]

As a consequence, we can give an upper bound on Elexp(6j.Jp)]. Recall that Np, is a
Poisson random variable with mean A\E[T B;], and let’s denote the m.g.f of Ng, by

¥np, (). By Poisson thinning, we have

Blexp(610)] < ¥y, (108 E [exp (ICillog(v4(00/2)) [T 51 > —4i] )

S =)

2/\0E[€XP<90TB[>]
= exXp 90

— )\OE[TBI])

Therefore, Elexp(6;.Jy)] < oo as long as Elexp(6yT B;)] < co. Denote the m.g.f of |C}]

by ¢/, then
(@]
E[exp(0oTB)] =E |exp [ 6o Y b}

k=1

= Y|y (log ¥(6o)) -
It’s known that |C;| follows Borel distribution with parameter m, i.e.,

(mk)k 1 —mk

P(Cl = k) =

(see Dwass (1969)). As log1(6p) < m — 1 — logm, the moment generating function
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Yy, (log ¥5(6p)) < oo by direct calculation. As a result, we have

Np,

- 0
Elexp(6yTB;)] < oo, and Elexp(0;.Jy)] <E |exp 50 E TB || <oo. (14)
=1

This closes our proof.

10.4 Proofs of Auxiliary Results in Section 6

Proof. Proof of Lemma 3 We have
(WH(t) = W2(t)| = max (W'(t) = W(t)", (W(t) = WH(1)*F),
where (2)* = max(z,0). First, we prove that
(WHt) = W2(1) " < (WH0) = W2(0))" + Jy.
Without loss of generality, for any ¢ > 0, suppose there are k; jobs in J} coming at time
0<t <--- <t <t and the corresponding job sizes are V; for i = 1,--- | k.

We claim that (W1(t) — W?2(t))" is monotonically non-increasing between arrival in-
tervals (0,t1), (t1,t2), -+, (tg,—1, tr, ), (tx,, t). Take (fy,,t) as an example, and there is no
arrival from J3 during (¢x,,t). So there are only two kinds of arrivals, i.e., the common
arrivals and arrivals from JZ. For common arrivals, since both W(¢) and W?2(t) jump
at them together, they have no influence on the difference W*(¢) — W?(¢). On the other

hand, for arrivals from JZ, (W'(t) — W?2(t))" decreases at these jumps. So we can see that

(W(t) — W2(t))* is monotonically non-increasing in (tj,t). Thus, for ¢t > t,
(WHE) = W2() " < (W () — W2 (1)) ™
Following this argument, we have, for t > t,
(WHE) = W2() " < (W (t,) — W2 (t,)) "
< (WHty) = W2t )t + Vi,

kt
< (WH0) = W2(0)" + Vi
i=1
< (WH0) = W*(0)* + Jg.
Similarly, this holds for (W?2(t) — W*(¢))*. So

(W) — W2 ()] < max((W'(0) — W?(0))*, (W?(0) — W'(0))") + max(J5, J§)
= [WH(0) — W?(0)| + max(Jg, J3).
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Proof. Proof of Lemma 4 By definition of L{, after max (L}, LZ), all jobs in N¢ have already
gone. Therefore, the semi-synchronously coupled queues have the same arrival times and
job sizes. Without loss of generality, suppose Wy (max (L, L3)) > Wa(max(L§, L2)). Then,
because two queues have the same arrival and service times, Wi (t) > Ws(t) for any ¢ >
max (L}, LZ). Therefore,

T1 2 T2, and 0= W1<7'1) 2 WQ(Tl) 2 0.

As a result, Wy (m) = Wy(m) = 0. In addition, because two queues have the same arrivals

and job sizes after max(L{, L3),
W) =W2(t), Vt>1 V.
[l

Proof. Proof of Proposition 5 We first show that M;(t) is indeed a super-martingale with
respect to F. Litt- Recall that R(L}], t) is generated by a compound Poisson process, then

by direct calculation,

E[Mi(t + 5)|Frya] = Mi(t)Elexp(O(R(Lj, ¢ + 5) = R(Ly, 1)) + 1) | Fr 1]
= M;(t)E[exp(0R(0, ) + 1p15)]
M;(t)E[exp(8:R(0, 5) + mps)] ™

(0,
= M;(t) exp ( [%(1051(91) —1) =61+ 771])9/91

0/0,
< a0yexp (s |2 (s (0) = 1)~ 01+ )
= M;(t) exp(—psm1 /2)"" < My(t),

where the first equality holds due to homogeneous independent incremental of Lévy process
R(Li, t), the first inequality holds since 6/6; < 1/2 by definition of 6 and Jensen inequality
and the last equality holds due to the choice of 8, and 7,. Therefore, by Fatou lemma,

Elexp(nuf:)| Fp;] = E[Mi(7)|Fy;) < E[M;(0)|Fy;] = exp(0W*(Ly) + 01o(Ls)).

Based on this result, we next bound P(7; > t|Fy). We have the following upper bounds
for Wi(L{) and Jo(L§)

WHLY) S WH0) + 50) + Y Si= )+ Ji(0) + R(0, Li) + pLi,
0<t1<L1
< ) S =R(0,L}) + pLi,
OgtlgLZ
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Therefore,

P(; > t|Fo) < e ™ E[e™T | Fo]
< cMEfon |7
< efnutenﬂLéE[exp(GWi(Lé) +6.Jo(Lg))| Fol
< e_nute(n+29)uL669(Wi(0)+‘]3(0))E[exp(29f3(07 Ly))|Fo]

Note that 6 < 6,/2,7 < 11/2, we have that exp(20R(0,t) + 2nut) is a positive super-
martingale following the proof of M;(t). Therefore,

Elexp(20R(0, LY))|Fo] < Elexp(20R(0, L) + 2nuLi)|Fo] < 1.

As a result,
P(7; > t|F) < oMt o (n+20) Ly O(W*(0)+75(0))

10.5 Proofs of the Auxiliary Results in Section 7.2 and 7.3

In this section, we first prove the gradient representation result in Proposition 6. Then,
we prove three critical properties: (i) boundedness; (ii) exponential ergodicity of Hawkes
queues; and (iii) convexity in Section 7.3. Finally, we give a detailed proof of the regret

analysis in Section 10.5.3.

10.5.1 Proof of Proposition 6

We first introduce an intermediate result, which describes the workload difference of two
fully synchronously coupled G/G/1 queue pasewisely. The proof of Lemma 5 is omitted
and we refer the readers to Chen et al. (2023b).

Lemma 5 (Pathwise Lipchitz Lemma (Lemma 3 of Chen et al. (2023b))). For any two
G/G/1 queues (general input) with initial states W(0) and W?(0), if they share the same
arrival process N(t) and the same load V;’s, but have the different rates iy, jo, then the

difference of the workload processes are bounded by

(W) = W2()] < [WH0) = WH0)] + |1 — 2| max(X7(0), X*(0)).
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Proof. Proof of Proposition 6 The proof of Proposition 6 is based on our construction of
stationary workload W(t) in Section 3. To distinguish the workload under different p, in
tflis proof, we denote Ry (0,t) = Z;(_t) Vi — put and W,(0) = max, o R7(0,u). Recall that
W, (t) follows the stationary distribution of the workload process, and the corresponding

stationary busy time is

X, (t) = arg max Ry (t,u).

Therefore, by taking the derivative with respect to u pathwisely, we have

_ — R ¥
- arg 1’558{ Ru (O,U) - X<0)7

with probability one. If we could interchange the derivative and the expectation, we could

have

w'() = E[W,(0)) = E[W,,(0)] = ~E[X,.(0)).

We justify the interchange of expectation and derivative by showing that Wu(O) is
Lipchitz continuous with respect to p (by Lemma 5). Note that, the workload and observed
busy time W, (t), X,,(t) are non-increasing with s, i.e., for any p; < pp and t < 0,

Wi (6) 2 Wi (1), X (8) = X (8).

Let ty = —XH(O). Then, for u € B, > p1, and consequently,

0= W,(to) = Wy(to) > 0.
As a result, by Lipchitz lemma (Lemma 5),

|Wu+h(0) - Wu(0)| < |Wu+h(t0) - Wu(t0)| + hmaX(Xquh(O)’ XM(O))
<0+ hX,(0).
Then, by Proposition 1,
E[X,.(0)] < o0,

so we know the expectation and derivatives can be interchanged by dominate convergence
theorem.
For Lipchitz property of w(u), notice that
[w(ur) — w(us)| = [E[W,, (0) = W, (0)]] < E[X,(0)][pm — o
This closes the proof. [
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10.5.2 Proof of three key properties in Section 7.3

In this section, we prove the three key properties in Section 7.3: (i) boundedness; (ii)

exponential ergodicity; (iii) convexity and smoothness.

Proof. Proof of Corollary 2 First, recall that we assume the Hawkes/G1/1 queue is operated
from an empty state. For any control sequence, we couple it with a dominant system always
under control u, = p. We couple two systems in a fully synchronous way, i.e., they have
the same arrivals and job sizes. Moreover, denote the workload of the dominant system by
Wi(t), we assume that the dominant system has a stationary initial (Ng;(0), W1(0)). Then
for any control policy, Wy (t) >, Wi(t) stochastically and W;,(t) also follows the stationary
distribtuion of W (u). By Assumption 1 and Theorem 1,

Similarly, by Theorem 1, the corresponding system busy time X*(¢) < X*(t), and E[X},(¢)*"] <
E[X(t)?*™] < oo.
Next, because 6 < /6 by definition, so by Proposition 4 and Theorem 1,

E[exp(60W, ()], Elexp(60Jo.(t))], E[Jox (£)*"] < oo.

Finally, for Lo, it’s the residual life of Ny ;(0) and it can be bounded by the total lifetime

of NBo,k7 i.e.
NBg.k

Loy < Y TB;.

i=1

In (14) , we have already proved that

NBy,k

90 60 L NBo,k
E |exp | 3 ; TB; || =E|E [exp (3TB, ’TBZ > ¢! < .
Now .

and consequently,

E[exp(G(n + 29))#]6[107]{;] < 0.

Since all of these queueing functions are finite, we can finish the proof of this lemma by

choosing

M =max <E[Wk(t)2m] JE[X (02, E o ()27,
E[66(n+29)ﬂLO,k]’ ]E[669Wk(t)] 7 ]E[BGQJO,k(t)]> )
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Proof. Proof of Corollary 3 Denote

€ = exp ((77 + 29);1%[407]{; + Q(Wk(O) + Jo7k))
ék = exXp <(T] + 29)/Lkzo’k + Q(WR(O) + j(]ﬁ)) y

where Lo and Jy, are the residual life and total residual job size of Ny (0). In addition,
let Fo = a(Wi(0), Wi(0), Nox(0), Nox(0), st). By Theorem 2, we have

B [[Wi(t) = Wilt)|"| Fo] < exp (—mnt) D (er + &),
where Dy = |[W}(0) — Wk(0)| + Jox + jo’k. By Holder inequality, we have

E[Dg)nek] =K [Dgne(ﬁ+29)uLo,k€9Wk(U)ngo,k]

=E [(‘Wk(()) — Wi(0)] + Jox + jo,k)me(nwe)“%‘kGHW'“(O)@WO"“]

<E |:(|Wk:(0) _ Wk(0)| + JO,k + jO,k)Qm:| 2 E[eﬁ(n-i-QG)MLo,k]%E[eﬁéwk(o)]%E[ef)’@Jo,k]%

-

< (427 BW(0)) + BV (0)*"] + E[(Jo)*] + E[(3,)*"]) " VM

<4™M
Following the same conduction, E[Dj"é;] < 4™M. Therefore,
E [[Wi(t) = Wi()]"] < 8206

asm < 2.

Similarly, for the second argument, by Theorem 2 (ergodicity) and Hélder inequality,
E[|Xk(8) = Xe(D]"] <™ | (Xe(0) + Xu(0) +1) " (ek + )|
~ 2m %
<e MR [(Xk(O) + X% (0) + t) ] 2V M
1
<2V Memt (E[Xk(())?’n] +R[X(0)2] + t4> ’
< (2VM2M + 1)%) e < (2v/2M + 262V M)e .

The last inequality is due to /z+y < vz + /y. Then, because t?¢ *%" < C
e ? log2(4/nﬂ), by Theorem 2,

E || X5(t) — X,c(t)rﬂ < e 2V2M 4 262V M) < 75 (2V/2M + 20V M).

Therefore, by choosing A = max(32M,2v/2M + 2C+/M), we have the result. O
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Proof. Proof of Corollary 4 We need to prove that f(u) is strongly-convex and smooth in
the compact region B. By Proposition 6,

Vf(p) = —hoE[Xeo(p)] + ¢ (1)

Note that the observed busy time E[X ()] is strictly decreasing in p, so E[X,(u)] < 0
for all p € B. As a result, for all u € B,

V(1) = =hoB[Xoo(m)] + " (1) > Ko = min{ —hoB[Xoo ()] + " (1)} A 1> 0.
o
Then, by Taylor expansion, for some ( between p and p*,

F) = f(p) = V() (p* = ) + V2O (p— p)? <0
=SV () (p—p*) = V2O (= ) > Ko — p*)>.

Similarly, for the second property, let
Ky = max{—hoB[Xoo ()] + " (1)}
“w
We have, for some ¢’ between p and p*,

IVF()] = IV f(p) = V()] = V2] = wf] < Kqlp— p'],

as Vf(u*) = 0 by definition. This closes the proof. O

10.5.3 Proofs for the Auxiliary Results in Section 7.3

In this section, we give the full proof of our regret upper bound 3 based on the regret
decomposition. We first summarize regret upper bounds to Ry (L) and Ry (L) by Proposition
7 and 8, then give the detailed proof of them.

Proposition 7 (Bound for the Regret of nonstationarity). Suppose that Assumption 1 to
4 hold. If we choose hyperparameters according to Theorem 3, then there exists a constant

Cy > 0 (specified in (17)) such that
Ri(L) < Cy log(L)?.

Then we turn to the regret of suboptimality Ry and we have a similar result as in

Proposition 7.

Proposition 8 (Bound for the Regret Due to Suboptimality). Suppose Assumption 1 to
4 hold. If we select hyperparameters n, and Ty suggested by Theorem 3, there exists a
constant Cy (specified in (18)) such that

Ryo(L) < Cylog(L)2.
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With Proposition 7 and Proposition 8, the regret bound is already at hand.

Proof. Proof of Theorem 3 The regret bound holds immediately following Proposition 7
and Corollary 8. For R;, we have

Ry(L) < Cylog(L)?.

For R, we have

Ry (L) < Cylog(L)?.

Therefore, in total, we have
R(L) < Cyylog(L)?,

with
Calg = C(1 + 027 (15)

where C} and Cy are constants specified in (17) and (18). Moreover, M, = arL +
cr Sor_ log(k) = O(Llog(L)). So O(log(L)) = O(log(My,)), and

R(L) = Kuglog(L)* = O(log(My)?).
This closes the proof. O

We give the proof of Proposition 7 and Proposition 8, which give upper bounds of
regret of transient behaviors and of suboptimality respectively. We first give the proof of
the upper bound of R;(L).

Proof. Proof of Proposition 7 R;(L) is the regret due to the transient behavior of Hawkes
queues. We analyze R; ; by decomposing each cycle into two periods: (i) warm-up period
(0, 173); (ii) near-stationary period (37%,7%). In the warm-up period, the workload Wj(0)
is close to the steady state of cycle k — 1, i.e., W (ug—1); on the other hand, the workload
in the near-stationary period is close to the steady state of cycle k, i.e., W (ug). So in the
warm-up period, we compare Wy (t) with W, (ux—1), and in the near-stationary period, we
contrast Wy (t) with W, ().

Specifically, we need to construct an appropriate stationary workload process semi-
synchronously coupled with Wy(t). For this purpose, at the beginning of each cycle k, we
draw (W3 (0), Jox(0)) jointly from the stationary distribution of (Wj(c0), Jo) independently.
Then we couple Wj,(t) with Wj() semi-synchronously, i.e., Wi (t) and Wj(t) share the same
coming clusters after t = 0. Nevertheless, the residual jobs Jy(0) and Jy(0) differ. In
this way, Wj(t) is in steady state. In addition, we extend Wj(t) to t € [0, Ty + Tis1] so that
Wi (Ty, + s) also share the same arrivals and loads with Wi, (s) for s € [0, Tyy1] (except
those from Ny (0) and Noy).
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Following this idea, we have

k| Wa(t) = ()|

1
57Tk

Wilt) — w(jue)dt

Ty,

<|E +|E

. Wi(t) — w(Mk)dt]

g g

11 I2

0

For I, Corollary 3 yields

T .
37Tk
Ty i T
< / E [\Wk(f) — Wk(t)@ dt < A/ o~ g
3T i,
< ie—%ng < 0 -1
i 8np

For I, we intend to compare Wy (t) with Wj,_(Tj_1 + t) using pathwise Lipchitz lemma,
i.e., Lemma 5. However, this lemma requires that Wy(¢) and Wk,l(Tk,l + t) are fully
synchronously coupled, which happens when residual jobs Jy x—1(0), jo,k_l(O) have all gone
at the beginning of cycle k, i.e., when max(Lgj_1, I~/07k_1) < Ti_1. Therefore, we further

decompose [ into two terms.

I < /0 o [W(6) — w(rm)) 1 (max(Lojr, Eosmn) > T )]
N /OQTkE [(Wk(t) —w()) 1 (max(LQk_l,ZM_l) < Tk_1>] dt| .

For By, because T}, grows to oo, P(max(Lg k1, l~}07k,1) > Ti_1) is small for large enough k.
So,

By =B [(W(t) = w(ue)) 1 (max(Los-1, Los-1) > T )|

(a) . 1 N 1
S (EHWk(t) — Wk(t>’2]> ’ P <max(Lo7k_1, L07k_1) > Tk_1> :
(Sb)% /M (QE[enﬂLo,kq]efnngq)% (g 2\/§Me*0~577ﬁTk71

(d)
<2V2M(k — 1)t < 4vV2ME.
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Here inequality (a) is Cauchy-Schwartz inequality. Inequality (b) and (¢) comes from the
boundedness property in Corollary 2. The inequality (d) holds because of our choice of Tj.
For Bs, we first give a bound on |E[w(pu) — w(ug—1)]|- By Proposition 6,

IEfw () — w(pe—1)]| < E[X

—~

WIE[ 1 — prr—1|] < M1 E[[ Hy 1]

< Me, (((1 -y [ Elxe o]+ c'wk_l)dt) (k1)
< Mc, (M + Igggc’(u))(/{? — 1)t =c,MM;(k—1)"".

Similarly, we also have

(e — per)’] = mE[HE] < 26577 (2E[Xoo ()] + 2 max ! (p)”) = 20, Mok ™. (16)
- Iz

Then B, can be bounded as follows.
E[(Wilt) = w(u)]) 1 (max(Log1, Los1) < T ||

<[Efw(p) = w(pn-))l + [E | (Wilt) = wl-)) 1 (max(Lop-r, Loxr) < i )|

(a) ~ -
<e,MMy(k—1)"' +E [|Wk(t) Wit (T + 1)1 (max(Lo,k,l, Los) < T,H)}

(b) =
<Me,My (k= 1) +E[[Wi(0) = Wi 1(Ti-1)]]

-~

<2kt =|Wi—1(Th—1)~Wi—1(Th—1)]

+E [\uk — pe—1| max(X(0), X’f*l(T’ffl))]

By =

() ~
<ey MMy - 2k~ + Ae T 4 B[y — i |P1ZE[(X4(0) + Xp 1 (Th1))?)

(d)
<(2¢,MM; + A+ 2¢,\/2M My)k™".

N[

Here inequality (a) holds because of the triangle inequality and the fact that Wy,_1(Tp_1 +t)
is in steady-state. Inequality (b) follows from the Lipchitz lemma (Lemma 5). Inequality
(c) is the direct result of ergodicity (Corollary 3). The inequality (d) uses the boundedness
of E[X?(0)] and E[X? ,(Tk_1)] and (16). To sum up, we have

1
I < éTkk‘l(anMMl + A+ 2c,\/2M M, + 4v/2M) = O(log(k)k™1)

since we choose T}, = O(log(k)).

In total, we have
1
I < §(aT + ) (2e, MM, + A + 2¢,/2M My + 4v/2M) log(k)k~" = O(log(k)k ™)

Ko
L<—kt=0@k".
S g (k™)
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As a result,
Ri(L) < Cylog(L)?

with
1 K
Oy = Slar +cr)(2e, MM, + A+ 2¢,7/2M My + 4V2M) + 877;‘ (17)

]

Now we turn to the proof of Ro(L). Specifically, Ry relies only on the “goodness” of the
gradient approximation Hy. Below we define two quantities to measure the “goodness” of

Hy, as the gradient estimator.
B, = ffi%}é |IE [Hk — Vf(uk)|uk] | NV Lr;g}éE [Hg{,uk] )

The following Proposition 9, which appears in Theorem 2 of Chen et al. (2023b), is an
extension of conventional SGD convergence result (e.g., Kushner and Yin (2003)) allowing
biased gradient estimator and unequal cycle length. We provide the analysis of Ry with

Proposition 9 used as a black-box.

Proposition 9 (Theorem 2 in Chen et al. (2023b) ). Suppose the objective function f(u)

1s strongly convexr and smooth in B, i.e., there exists Ko < 1 and Ky, > Kq, such that
1 (p—p)Vf(p) = Ko(p — p)?
2. |Vf()| < Kilp— ).

In addition, if there exists a constant K3 > 1 and ko > 0 such that the following conditions
holds for all k > ko,

then, there exists a constant Ky > 8K3/Ky such that for all k > 1,
El(u — )] < Kk,

and as a consequence,

L
Ry(L) < KKy Tik™".
k=1
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Proof. Proof of Theorem 8 We verify conditions (a) to (¢) one by one. For condition (a),
notice that n, = ¢,k~" with ¢, > Klo, condition (a) holds automatically.

For condition (b), recall that the gradient estimator is

ho T
(1= &Tk Jer,

Therefore, the bias can be bounded by

Hy = — Xp(t)dt + ¢ (1)

1 Tk

2|l [ 00 - mne] <[ | " Xut) - Kl

(1 =&)Tk Jen,
K,

< Aexp(—0.5nuT}) < ?Ok:_l,

with T, = ar + crlog(k), cr > 2(nué) " log(8A/ Ky).
Finally, for condition (c¢), notice that n, = ¢,k', and we only need to show that
E[H}?] < co. Similar to (16), we have

Tk-1

E[H;] =E (((1 - §)Tk—1)1/€ E[| Xe—1(t)]] + Cl(ﬂk—l))

Ti—1

< 2E[Xoo(p)?] + 2maé<c’(,u)2 =M, < o0,
H e

where M, is defined in (16). Therefore, take K3 = M, V 1 and the condition (c) holds.
Therefore, by choosing

02 = K4K1 (aT -+ CT) (18)
we have
L
Ry(L) < K4Ky Y (ar + cr)k logk < Chlog(L)*.
k=1
O
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