
ar
X

iv
:2

50
2.

12
82

4v
1 

 [
m

at
h.

PR
] 

 1
8 

Fe
b 

20
25

The diffusion approximation of the Multiclass Processor Sharing

queue

Mohamed Ghazali ∗, Abdelghani Ben Tahar, and Amal Ezzidani

Hassan First University of Settat, Faculty of Sciences and Techniques, Settat, 26000,
Morocco

Abstract

This paper considers a multiclass GI/GI/1 processor sharing queue with feed-
back. Upon service completion, jobs may either exit the system or re-enter as a
different class according to a probabilistic, Jackson-like routing mechanism. Under
heavy-traffic conditions, we establish a diffusion approximation for a measure-valued
process tracking the residual service times of jobs.

1 Introduction

Processor sharing is a service discipline used in the context of computer systems and networks
to model task execution or the sharing of resources among multiple users or processes. In
processor sharing, all active jobs share the processor’s resources equally. Consequently, at any
given moment, each job receives an equal fraction of the processor’s capacity. This discipline is
characterized by its fairness and equal treatment of all jobs, making it an idealized case of round-
robin scheduling where the time quantum approaches zero. In real-world computer systems, jobs
are typically categorized into various classes based on their requirements, necessitating the use
of a multiclass queue for accurate modeling. Our Multiclass Processor Sharing (MPS) queue
further enhances this model by incorporating scenarios where jobs can feedback and change
their classes.

1.1 Literature and contribution

Numerous articles address queueing systems under the processor sharing discipline. We fo-
cus on literature considering general interarrival and service time distributions, particularly
works establishing fluid and diffusion approximations (fluid approximations being necessary for
deriving diffusion approximations). [10] introduced a measure-valued process called the state
descriptor, which tracks the residual service times of jobs, encompassing the queue size and
total workload. They established fluid limit results for the critically loaded processor sharing
queue. [7] used those results in conjunction with [18], to establish the diffusion approximation
of the GI/GI/1/PS queue. [19] studied the fluid model of overloaded GI/GI/1/PS queue and
gave the asymptotic behaviors (for large time values) of fluid solutions. Other authors used the
same framework in analyzing the queueing systems operating under service discipline related
to PS. [8, 6] studied, respectively, the diffusion approximation of PS queue with soft deadlines,
and the fluid limit of PS queue with impatience. [23] established the diffusion approximation
for the limited PS queue.
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These prior works are limited to the single-class case and do not extend to a multiclass
setting. While extending to the multiclass case under egalitarian processor sharing may not
be particularly novel, the key contribution of our work lies in the inclusion of feedback, where
jobs may re-enter the system as a different class after departure. This feedback assumption
significantly increases the complexity of our analysis. It is not arbitrarily chosen but rather
characterizes a class of queueing networks known as multiclass open queueing networks. These
networks consist of a finite number of stations (servers), each with infinite buffer capacity.
Jobs move sequentially between stations, receiving service at each, before eventually exiting the
system. These jobs are categorized into different classes and may change classes as they move
between stations or even feedback within the same station. Job transitions between classes are
Markovian, governed by a fixed substochastic transition matrix. For a comprehensive overview
of open multiclass queueing networks, see [21]. Our model, with its single station and the
potential for jobs to feedback within that station, is a specific example of this type of network.

Our work contributes significantly not only to the processor sharing literature but also to the
broader study of open multiclass queueing networks. Processor sharing is a non-head-of-the-line
(HL) service discipline, contrasting with HL disciplines which employ a first-in-first-out (FIFO)
manner within each class. While [20] and [3] provide general sufficient conditions for heavy-
traffic limit theorems in open multiclass queueing networks with HL disciplines, deriving such
approximations for networks with non-HL disciplines like processor sharing is considerably more
challenging. Existing work on non-HL disciplines predominantly focuses on single-class systems
or variations thereof. For instance, [15] and [9] established heavy-traffic approximations for
GI/GI/1 queues under last-in-first-out (LIFO) and shortest remaining processing time (SRPT)
disciplines, respectively. While some studies have examined multiclass networks with multiple
stations, they typically do not consider feedback (i.e., no class switching). For example, [14]
derived a heavy-traffic approximation for acyclic networks under the earliest deadline first (EDF)
discipline, and [17] established a fluid approximation with reneging for random order of service
(ROS).

In addition to being, to our knowledge, the only work establishing a diffusion approximation
for a multiclass processor sharing queue with feedback, this work is also among the few to
establish a diffusion approximation for a single-station multiclass queue with feedback, under
general distributions and a non-HL service discipline.

This work paves the way for the analysis of multiple-station networks. A related paper [5]
investigates the fluid limit of feedforward networks of multiclass processor sharing queues. Our
study of the single-station multiclass processor sharing queue lays the groundwork for establish-
ing diffusion approximations for such networks. A further contribution of this paper relates to
a conjecture proposed by [11] concerning queue lengths in a Brownian network model obtained
as the heavy-traffic limit of an open multiclass queueing network with processor sharing. We
demonstrate that this conjecture holds for the single-station case.

1.2 Methodology and results

Building upon the work of [1], which established a fluid approximation for the MPS queue, we
aim to establish its diffusion approximation. We largely adopt the notation and terminology
from [1]. First, we model the dynamics of the MPS queue by means of three K-dimensional
random processes: A, D and µ taking values respectively in NK , NK and MK , where M
is the space of finite, nonnegative Borel measures on R+ endowed with the topology of weak
convergence. The components of these vectors correspond, respectively, to the number of arrivals
Ak(t) (both from outside and inside the queue) and departures Dk(t) at each class k up to time
t, and µk(t) is a measure valued process that keeps track of all residual service times of class
k. A random vector E(t) represents the number of jobs arriving by time t at each class from
outside the network (external arrivals). The evolution of these processes is governed by queueing
equations (2.5)–(2.9), which tie together the vectors A(t), D(t) and µ(t), and E(t).
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The feedback in our MPS queue is characterized by the routing matrix P (see Section 2.1).
Entry plk of this matrix represents the probability that a job completing service in class l will
immediately re-enter the queue as a class k job. This routing decision is independent of past
events, as jobs transition between classes in a Markovian fashion. The routing matrix P is
time-homogeneous (its entries do not change over time) and state-independent (the routing
probabilities do not depend on the current state of the system, such as queue lengths). Con-
sequently, when a job finishes service, its routing to another class (or its departure from the
system) is determined solely by its current class and the probabilities defined by P .

As is common in the literature for heavy traffic approximation, we consider a sequence of
MPS queues indexed by r. Denote by µ̂r(t) = µr(r2t)/r the diffusion scaled version of the state
descriptor µr(·). The main goal of this paper is to prove Theorem 3.1, which states that under
mild conditions, there exists a random process µ∗(·) taking values in MK such that:

µ̂r(·) ⇒ µ∗(·) and µ∗(·) = ∆νW ∗(·), (1.1)

where ∆ν : R+ → MK is the lifting map (cf. Definition 3.1), and W ∗(·) is one dimensional
reflected Brownian motion that arises as the limit of the diffusion scaled workload process (cf.
Proposition 4.1). As a result, the diffusion scaled queue length process Ẑr(·) converges to the
process Z∗(·) (cf. Corollary 3.1), which verifies the conjecture in [11, (A.60)]. A major step to
prove (1.1) is to establish the State Space Collapse, that is,

µ̂r(·) ≃ ∆νŴ r(·) for large r. (1.2)

Similarly to [7, 8] and [23], we use the framework of the shifted fluid scaled process introduced
by [3] and [20]. Fix a constant L > 1, for each t ∈ [0, T ], there exists s ∈ [0, L] and m ≤ ⌊rT ⌋
such that

µ̂r(t) = µ̄r,m(s), where µ̄r,m(s) := µ̄r(m + s).

To prove (1.2), we must show that for large r, there exists a high-probability set such that:

(i) The sample paths of the family of shifted fluid-scaled processes {µ̄r,m(·),m ≤ rT} are
tight.

(ii) These paths are uniformly approximated by fluid model solutions on [0, L].

Furthermore, to establish (1.2), we must demonstrate that the fluid model solutions µ̄(t) con-
verge uniformly to an invariant state for all initial states as t → ∞.

For a fixed class k ∈ K, the dynamic equation (2.9), which describes the state descriptor
µr
k(·), is similar to Equation (2.6) in [7] but with two key differences:

(a) In this multiclass setting, the cumulative service function Sr(·) (see (2.14)) incorporates
the total queue size 〈1, e · µr(·)〉, rather than a class-specific queue size like 〈1, µr

k(t)〉.
Consequently, our approach to ensuring global queue stability differs significantly from
that in [7]. This is crucial because the cumulative service function appears in the dynamic
equation of the state descriptor, playing a key role in establishing tightness (point (i)).

(b) The arrival process Ar
k(·) (cf. Equation (2.5)) replaces the exogenous arrival process Er

k(·).
However, the feedback mechanism introduces uncertainty regarding the renewal nature of
Ar

k(·). Even with Markovian routing, the arrival process Ar
k(·) is generally not a renewal

process because the departure processes (Dr
l (·)) are not renewal. Therefore, it is essential

to demonstrate that:
Âr(·) ⇒ A∗(·) as r → ∞,

where A∗(·) is a diffusion process taking values in MK (cf. Proposition 4.3).

3



Since job transitions between classes do not affect the total number of jobs (and thus the
processing rate of other jobs), the total number of jobs in the system follows a dynamic similar
to a GI/GI/1/PS system. In this analogous system, each job’s service time represents the sum
of their individual service requirements in the multiclass model. Based on this, we construct
a measure-valued process γr(·) (see Section 4.1) which describes the sum of the total residual
service times of all jobs present. In particular, the number of jobs present in the system and
the workload at time t are determined by

〈1, γr(t)〉 = e · Zr(t) and 〈χ, γr(t)〉 = W r(t) for t ≥ 0. (1.3)

Denote by γ̂r(t) = γr(r2t)/r the diffusion-scaled version of the state descriptor γr(t). Propo-
sition 4.2 establishes the convergence of this diffusion-scaled process:

γ̂r(·) ⇒ γ∗(·) and γ∗(·) = e(I − P ′)B ∗ ∆νW ∗(·), (1.4)

where B(·) is defined in (4.4). Establishing (1.4) addresses the point (a) and ensures stability
of the global queue size under diffusion scaling.

The matrix function B(·) appearing in the limit process γ∗(·) in (1.4) captures the effective
service time distribution across all possible class visits. This highlights the impact of feedback
on our analysis, as we need to understand a job’s path through the classes. We require infor-
mation about a job’s visits to a specific class k. From the notion of cumulative service times at
successive visits to class k, we define a measure-valued process Qr(t) = (Qr

k(t), k ∈ K) (Section
4.2)), where, for any Borel set A of non-negative real numbers, Qk(t)(A) counts the number of
remaining visits to class k by jobs that are present in the system at time t and whose cumulative
residual service time for visits to class k falls within the set A. In particular, the total mass of
the measure Qk(t) represents the number of visits to class k that remain to be made by jobs
still present in the system at time t. Denote by Q̂r(t) = Qr(r2t)/r the diffusion-scaled version
of the state descriptor Qr(t). Theorem 4.2 establishes the convergence of this diffusion-scaled
process:

Q̂r(·) ⇒ Q∗(·) and Q∗(·) = B ∗ ∆νW ∗(·). (1.5)

The convergence result in (1.5) plays a key role in proving Proposition 4.3. Specifically, as
shown in Equation (4.48), establishing (1.5) contributes to deriving the diffusion limit of the
departure process Dr. This, in turn, is essential for establishing the diffusion limit of the arrival
process Ar, as seen in Equation (4.54), thus addressing the challenge posed by point (b).

Equations (1.1), (1.4), and (1.5) show how the limiting state descriptors Q∗(t) and γ∗(t)
are related to the limiting state descripto µ∗(t) through the matrix function B(·). However, we
could not find similar relationships for the pre-limit processes µ̂r(·), γ̂r(·), and Q̂r(·).

1.3 Organization and roadmap of the paper

This paper is organized as follows. Section 2 introduces the Multiclass Processor Sharing model,
including the queue’s primitive data and processes and its evolution equations (Sections 2.1 and
2.2), followed by the fluid model (Section 2.3). In Section 3, after scaling the processes and
presenting the necessary assumptions, including heavy traffic conditions, we present the main
result of this paper (cf. Theorem 3.1). Section 4 outlines the proof of the main theorem. Sections
4.1 and 4.2 focus on the state descriptors γr(·) and Qr(·), respectively, which are essential for
the proof in Section 4.3. Section 4.1 establishes two important results: the convergence of the
diffusion-scaled workload process (Proposition 4.1) and the convergence of the diffusion-scaled
state descriptor γ̂r(·). In Section 4.2, the main result is the convergence of the diffusion-scaled
process Q̂r(·) (Theorem 4.2). This requires the convergence of the workload process W r(·)
(established in Section 4.1) and the state space collapse result for Qr (Theorem 4.1). A presents
results concerning the uniform convergence to the steady state for the fluid solutions µ̄(·) and

4



Q̄(·), necessary for establishing the state space collapse results for the state descriptors µr(·)
and Qr(·). B is dedicated to the proof of Theorem 4.1, which is lengthy and technical.

Figure 1 presents a roadmap for the paper. It outlines the key steps and dependencies in
establishing the main result (Theorem 3.1). This requires two main components: establishing
the state space collapse for µr(·) and proving the convergence of the diffusion workload process,
W r(·) (Proposition 4.1). The convergence of W r(·) is crucial, not only for the convergence of
µ̂r(·) but also for the convergence of the other diffusion-scaled state descriptors, γ̂r(·) and Q̂r(·)
(indicated by dotted lines). This highlights its importance as a foundational result, proven in
Section 4.1. While the proof itself does not directly depend on γr(·), it is presented in Section
4.1 because it relies on random variables and measures defined in that section in relation to
γr(·).

Focusing on the state space collapse of µr(·), the convergences of Âr(·) and γ̂r(·) provide the
first two steps (detailed in Section 4.3, specifically the ”Proof of Theorem 3.1” paragraph fol-
lowing Proposition 4.3). The third step is proven independently in A. The proof of convergence
for Âr(·) in Proposition 4.3 necessitates proving the convergence of Q̂r(·) due to the involvement
of Qr(·) (Equation (4.48)). The convergence of Q̂r(·) itself relies on the convergence of W r(·)
(dotted line) and the state space collapse of Qr(·) (Theorem 4.1). The methodology for proving
Theorem 4.1 necessitates establishing the exact same three steps as those mentioned for µr(·).
The convergence of γ̂r(·) is essential for the precompactness of both Q̄r,m(·) (B) and µ̄r,m(·)
(details omitted but referenced in the ”Proof of Theorem 3.1” paragraph). Finally, the figure
illustrates that demonstrating the uniform convergence of the fluid solution Q̄(·) leads to the
uniform convergence of the fluid solution µ̄(·).

1.4 Notations

In this paper, we will use the following notations. We label classes by k = 1, . . . ,K, we use K
to denote the set of all classes. Let N,R denote the set of natural numbers and real numbers
respectively. Let R+ denote the non-negative real numbers, and let N∗,R∗

+ denote the positive
natural numbers and real numbers respectively. Let RK

+ denote the K-dimensional Euclidean
space, and NK the K-ary Cartesian power of N. For a ∈ R, write a+ for the positive part of a
and let ⌊a⌋ be the integer part of a and ⌈a⌉ the smallest following integer. For a, b ∈ RK , let
a∨b denote the componentwise maximum of a and b. Denote the indicator of Borel set B ⊂ R+

by 1B and let Bε = {y ∈ R : infx∈B |x− y| < ε} for a given ε > 0. Let I(x) denotes the interval
[x,∞). Vectors will be normally arranged as a column. As an exception, the vector e stands for
a row vector of ones. Inequalities between vectors in RK should be interpreted componentwise.
The transpose of a vector or matrix is denoted by a prime. The K ×K diagonal matrix whose
entries are given by the components of x will be denoted by diag{x}. For a vector x ∈ RK and
a K ×K matrix A, we define the following normes respecively

|x| =
K

max
k=1

|xk|, |A| =
K

max
k=1

K∑

j=1

|Akj|.

For a function g : R+ 7→ RK , let ‖g‖T = supt∈[0,T ] |g(t)| for each T ≥ 0. The following
real-valued functions will be used repeatedly: χ(x) = x for x ∈ R+, and ϕ:

ϕ(x) = 1/x for x ∈ (0,∞), and ϕ(0) = 0. (1.6)

The set of finite, nonnegative Borel measures on R+ is denoted by M, and the K-ary
Cartesian power of M is denoted by MK . For µ ∈ M and a Borel measurable function g
which is integrable with respect to µ, we write 〈g, µ〉 =

∫
g dµ. If µ ∈ MK and g is integrable

with respect to µk for all k ∈ {1, . . . ,K}, we write 〈g, µ〉 = (〈g, µ1〉, 〈g, µ2〉, . . . , 〈g, µK〉). If
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Theorem 3.1
µ̂r ⇒ ∆νW ∗

Convergence
Ŵ r ⇒ W ∗ (cf.

Proposition 4.1 )

State space
collapse for µ̂r(·)

Tightness of sample
paths of µ̄r,m(·)

Sample paths of
µ̄r,m(·) are uniformly

approximated by
fluid model solutions

Uniform convergence
of the fluid model
solution µ̄(·) to an
invariant state for
all initial conditions
(cf. Theorem A.1)

Convergence
Âr ⇒ A∗

(cf. Proposition 4.3)

Convergence
γ̂r ⇒ e(I −

P ′)(B ∗∆ν)W ∗ (cf.
Proposition 4.2)

Convergence
Q̂r ⇒ (B ∗ ∆ν)W ∗

(cf. Theorem 4.2)

State space col-
lapse for Qr (cf.
Theorem 4.1)

Tightness of sample
paths of Q̄r,m(·)

Sample paths of
Q̄r,m(·) are uniformly

approximated by
fluid model solutions

Uniform convergence
of the fluid model
solution Q̄(·) to an
invariant state for
all initial conditions
(cf. Proposition A.2)

Figure 1: Roadmap of the paper.
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g = 1A where A is a measurable set, then we simply write µ(A). Let 〈g(· − a), ν〉 denotes∫
[a,∞) g(x− a)ν(dx) for all a > 0.

The space M is endowed with the weak topology, where a sequence (µn)n≥1 ⊂ M converges
weakly to µ ∈ M if and only if 〈g, µn〉 → 〈g, µ〉 for all g : R+ → R that are bounded and
continuous. In this topology, M is a Polish space. Denote the weak convergence of µn to µ by
µn

w
−→ µ. For ξ, η ∈ M, we define on M the metric ρ by

̺(ξ, η) = inf{ ε > 0 : ξ(B) ≤ η(Bε) + ε and η(B) ≤ ξ(Bε) + ε

for all closed sets B ⊂ R+}.

This metric that induces the topology of weak convergence on M, is complete. The sequence
(ξn)n≥1 ⊂ MK converges weakly to ξ ∈ MK if (ξn)k

w
−→ ξk for all k ∈ K as n → ∞. In this

case, we denote the weak convergence of ξn to ξ by ξn
w

−→ ξ. For ξ, η ∈ MK , we define the
metric d on MK

d(ξ, η) = max
k∈[[1,K]]

ρ(ξk, ηk).

The measure δ+x denotes the element of M with mass one at x > 0. The symbol 0 denotes
the zero measure of MK , the dimension K being always clear from the context. Let Mc,K =
{ξ ∈ MK : ξk({x}) = 0 for all x ∈ R+ and k ∈ K} be the set of vectors of finite, non-negative
Borel measures on R+ that have no atoms, and let Mc,p,K = {ξ ∈ Mc,K : ξ 6= 0} be the set of
positive measures of Mc,K .

All stochastic processes are assumed to be right continuous with finite left limits. Let S a
general metric space and let L > 0, we denote by D([0, L], S) [resp. D([0,∞), S)] the space of
all right continuous S-valued functions with finite left limits defined on the interval [0, L] (resp.
[0,∞)). This space is endowed with the Skorohod J1-topology [4].

We will use P and E to denote the probability measure and expectation operator with
whatever space the relevant random element is defined on, and ⇒ to denote convergence in
distribution of a sequence of random elements of a metric space.

Let f be a locally bounded Borel measurable function and g a right continuous function
that is locally bounded. The convolution of f and g is defined by (f ∗ g)(x) =

∫ x
0 f(x− y)dg(y).

For two matrices of measurable functions F (·) and G(·) defined on R+, we denote by the
matrix-valued functions (F ∗G)(x) for x ∈ R+, the matrix convolution formed of the elements:
(F ∗ G)ij(x) =

∑
k(Fik ∗ Gkj)(x). This operation is associative and distributive over matrix

addition. The multiplication by a constant matrix C can be seen as a convolution, where each
element Cij is interpreted as the function Cij1x≥0. Associativity therefore holds for mixed scalar
products and convolutions. The nth convolution power of a matrix F (x) is denoted with F ∗n(x).
For a continuously differentiable function g, we write ġ(x) = d

dxg(x).

2 The Multiclass Queuing Model

2.1 Primitives data and initials conditions

For each class k ∈ K, we assume that there are two sequences of random variables, uk =
{uk(i), i ≥ 1} and vk = {vk(i), i ≥ 1} and a sequence of K-dimensional random vectors ϕk =
{ϕk(i), i ≥ 1}, such that {uk(i), i ≥ 2}, vk and ϕk are i.i.d. uk(1) is assumed to be independent
of {uk(i), i ≥ 2} and to be strictly positive with finite mean. Each element of {uk(i), i ≥ 2}, vk
and ϕk takes values respectively in R+, R∗

+ and {e0, e1, ..., eK}, where e0 is the K-dimensional
vector of all components 0, and ek is the K-dimensional vector with kth component being 1 and
other components being 0. These sequences have the following interpretation: uk(1) is the time
of the first externally arriving job at class k, and for each i ≥ 2 , uk(i) is the interarrival time
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between the (i − 1)th and the ith externally arriving job at class k. For each i ≥ 1, vk(i) is the
service times for the ith class k job, and ϕk(i) represent the routing matrix, where ϕk(i) = el
with l = 1, · · · ,K means that the ith job of class k which completes service, returns to the queue
as class l job, and ϕk(i) = e0 means the job leaves the queue. We assume that the sequences

u1, ..., uK , v1, ..., vK , ϕ1, ..., ϕK

are mutually independent. They constitute the primitive data of the queue.
From this data the following parameters are derived. The real valued vectors α = (αk, k ∈ K)

and a = (ak, k ∈ K) are defined as αk = [E(uk(2))]−1 and ak = var(uk(2)) for each k ∈ K.
Denote by

Π = diag{α3
kak, k ∈ K} (2.1)

We allow that αk = 0 for some k and we set A = {k : αk 6= 0}. The vector ν = (ν1, ..., νK)
is formed of νk, the Borel probability measure of vk, with mean βk = 〈χ, νk〉 > 0 and variance
bk = 〈χ2, νk〉 − β2

k < ∞. Denote by

Σ = diag{bk, k ∈ K} (2.2)

It is assumed that for each k ∈ K, the distribution νk does not charge the origin, i.e νk({0}) = 0.
Let pkl = P(ϕk(1) = el) be the probability of departing class k and becoming class l. Our
networks are assumed to be open, that is the routing matrix P satisfies

Q := I + P ′ + (P ′)2 + ...

is finite, which is equivalent to requiring that (I − P ′) be invertible, or that P has a spectral
radius less than 1. In that case, Q = (I − P ′)−1. Note that for each k ∈ K

E(ϕk(i)) = P k, and Cov(ϕk(i)) = Hk, (2.3)

where P k is the kth column of the matrix P and Hk is K ×K-matrix defined as

Hk
lm =

{
pkl(1 − pkl) if l = m
−pklpkm if l 6= m.

(2.4)

For each k ∈ K, we denote

Ek(t) = sup

{
n :

n∑

i=1

uk(i) ≤ t

}
, Φl

k(n) =

n∑

i=1

ϕl
k(i),

where Ek(t) is the number of exogenous arrivals to class k by time t, and Φl
k(n) is the number

of jobs that move from class l to class k, among the n first jobs of class l. We denote

E(t) = (E1(t), ..., EK(t)) , Φ(n) =
(

Φl
k(n) : l, k ∈ K

)
.

The processes E = (E(t), t ≥ 0) and Φ = (Φ(n), n ≥ 0) are the primitive processes of our
queueing systems.

For each k ∈ K, we assume that there exists an integer random variable with finite mean
Zk(0) and an i.i.d. sequence of strictly positive random variables v0k = {v0k(i), i ≥ 1} with a
common Borel probability measure ν0k , such that

v01, ..., v
0
K , v1, ..., vK , ϕ1, ..., ϕK , Z1(0), ..., ZK (0)

are mutually independent. Any job belonging class k at time zero in the system is referred to
as an “initial job in class k”. Then let ZK(0) be the number of initial job in class k and v0k(i)
be the service times requirement of the ith initial job at class k.
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2.2 Queueing equations

Given the primitive data and the primitives processes defined in the previous section. Let

A(t) = (A1(t), ..., AK (t)), D(t) = (D1(t), ...,DK (t)), Z(t) = (Z1(t), ..., ZK(t))

be a random processes such that Ak(t),Dk(t) and Zk(t) are respectively, the total number of
arrivals by time t at, the number of departures by time t from, and the number of jobs present
at time t in, class k. Jointly, those processes satisfy the following queueing equations:

Ak(t) = Ek(t) +

K∑

l=1

Φl
k(Dl(t)) (2.5)

Dk(t) =

Zk(0)∑

i=1

1{v0
k
(i)≤S(t)} +

Ak(t)∑

i=1

1{vk(i)≤S(σk(i),t)} (2.6)

Z(t) = Z(0) + A(t) −D(t) (2.7)

S(t) =

∫ t

0
ϕ(e.Z(s)) ds, and S(s, t) := S(t) − S(s). (2.8)

Here, for all k ∈ K, Ak(0) = 0, σk(i) is the arrival epoch of the ith job to arrive at class k,
and ϕ(.) is defined in (1.6). The function S(t) is known as the cumulative service. It represents
the amount of service received by one particular job in the interval [0, t]. Since the Processor
Sharing gives the same amount of service to all present jobs, this quantity is the same for all
jobs present in the interval. Hence, S(s, t) := S(t) − S(s) is the amount of service received in
the interval [s, t]. For each k ∈ K, define the measure-valued function of time µk : [0,∞) → M
by

µk(t) =

Zk(0)∑

j=1

δ+
(v0

k
(j)−S(t))+

+

Ak(t)∑

i=1

δ+
(vk(i)−(S(σk(i),t))+

. (2.9)

At each time t, (v0k(j) − S(t))+ and (vk(i) − (S(σk(i), t))+ are the residual service times within
class k of, respectively jth initial job, and ith job. Recall that δ+x is the Borel measure on R+

with mass one at x > 0, and that the random measure µk(t) takes values in the space M of
finite, positive Borel measures on R+. µk(.) is measure-valued stochastic process with simple
path in the polish space D([0,∞),M). In [10], this process is referred to as the state descriptor.
The number of jobs of class k at time t is given by

Zk(t) = 〈1, µk(t)〉. (2.10)

Let W (t) be the workload at time t, which is the total amount of residual service times of all
jobs in the system at the time t, plus the sum of their remaining service times when they re-enter
the system until their final departure. The quantity 〈χ, e.µ(t)〉 represents the total amount of
residual service times without taking into consideration the future residual service times. In
our case, the workload at the time t equals 〈χ, γ(t)〉, where the process γ(·) is defined in Section
4.1.

2.3 Fluid model and fluid solution

Let (α, ν, P ) be the parameters associated with primitive data, we will refer to it simply as data.
We define the vector λ = Qα, where λk represents the global arrival rate to the class k. We also
define the load factor of the queue by ρ =

∑K
k=1 λkβk = eMλ, where M = diag{βk , k ∈ K}.

In this paper, we assume that ρ = 1, which means the data (α, ν, P ) is critical [1, see
Section 2.3]. The following definition is an adaptation of [1, Definition 2.1] to our case. By
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equations (2.12) and (4.20) in [1], the time range tρ = +∞ if ξ 6= 0, and zero otherwise. Note
V = diag{νk , k ∈ K}.

Definition 2.1 (Fluid Solution Model). Let (α, ν, P ) be some data and ξ ∈ Mc,K be an initial
state. A fluid solution is a triple (Ā(t), D̄(t), µ̄(t)) of two real-, and one measure-valued vectors
of continuous functions: Ā, D̄ : R+ → RK

+ , and µ̄ = (µ̄1, ..., µ̄K) : R+ → MK such that
µ̄(0) = ξ, and

i) Ā and D̄ are increasing componentwise,

ii) If ξ 6= 0. The triple satisfies the relations

Ā(t) = αt + P ′D̄(t) (2.11)

〈1, µ̄(t)〉 = 〈1, ξ〉 + Ā(t) − D̄(t) (2.12)

µ̄(t)(I(x)) = ξ(I(x + S̄(t))) +

∫ t

0
V
(
I
(
x + S̄(s, t)

))
dĀ(s), (2.13)

for every x ∈ R+, and t ≥ 0, where

S̄(t) =

∫ t

0
ϕ (〈1, e.µ̄(s)〉) ds, and S̄(s, t) := S̄(t) − S̄(s). (2.14)

iii) If ξ = 0, the triple satisfies

Ā(t) = D̄(t) = λt µ̄(t) = 0 for all t ≥ 0. (2.15)

According to [1, Theorem 3.1], for each measure ξ ∈ Mc,K , there exists a unique fluid
solution (Ā(·), D̄(·), µ̄(·)) of the model above such that µ̄(0) = ξ. Moreover, the fluid analogue
of the workload process satisfies

W̄ (t) = W̄ (0) for all t ≥ 0,

where W̄ (t) := 〈χ, e · µ̄(t)〉 + eMQP ′Z̄(t). Therefore, for all t ≥ 0

W̄ (t) = e(M0 + MP ′Q)Z̄(0) with M0 := diag{〈χ, νk(0)〉, k ∈ K}.

3 Heavy traffic Results

Consider a sequence of multiclass processor sharing queues indexed by numbers r ∈ (0,∞).
Assume that this model is defined on probability space (Ωr,Fr,Pr), and to have the same
basic structure as described in Section 2.1. Furthermore, the number of classes K and the
set A = {k : αr

k 6= 0} remain fixed for all r. The primitive increments are denoted by urk =
{urk(i), i ≥ 1}, vrk = {vrk(i), i ≥ 1} and ϕr,k = {ϕr

k(i), i ≥ 1}, for all k ∈ K. The data of the rth
queue is (αr, νr, P r). The aim of this work is to establish the limit under the diffusion scaling
of (µr, r > 0), which is defined by

µ̂r(t) =
1

r
µr(r2t).
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3.1 Scaling

The diffusion scaled versions of the queue length is Ẑr(t) = Zr(r2t)/r. We denote the following
diffusion scaled processes:

Âr(t) =
Ar(r2t) − λr r2t

r
, D̂r(t) =

Dr(r2t) − λr r2t

r
,

Êr(t) =
Er(r2t) − αrr2t

r
, Φ̂k,r(t) =

Φk,r(⌈r2t⌉) − P k,r⌈r2t⌉

r
.

For a given sequence of processes (Xr, r > 0), the fluid scaled processes are defined by
X̄r(t) = Xr(rt)/r.

3.2 Heavy traffic conditions

To establish results on the convergence of the above sequence of stochastic processes, we need
the following conditions, which are quite general and standard. Assume that there are θ > 0,
a nonnegative vectors α = (α1, . . . , αK), a = (a1, . . . , aK), and a nonnegative matrix P =
(pkl)k,l∈K with ρ (P ) < 1 such that for k ∈ K and as r → ∞,

E(urk(1))/r −→ 0. (3.1)

E(urk(2);urk(2) > r) −→ 0. (3.2)

lim sup
r→∞

Er((urk(2))2+θ) < ∞. (3.3)

(αr, ar) → (α, a) . (3.4)

P r → P. (3.5)

Let ν be a vector and of probability measure does not charge the origin and let (νr, r > 0) be
sequance of distribution of service times defined in section 2.1. We assume that

〈χ4+θ, ν〉 < ∞, (3.6)

νr
w

−→ ν as r −→ ∞, (3.7)

(βr, br) −→ (β, b) as r −→ ∞, (3.8)

lim sup
r→∞

〈χ4+θ, νr〉 < ∞, (3.9)

Let λr = Qrαr, M r = diag{βr
k , k ∈ K}. The assumptions (3.4),(3.5) and (3.8) imply that

λr → λ and M r → M . Define the the traffic intensity of the rth system by ρr = eM rλr.
Assume the following heavy traffic condition:

lim
r→∞

r(1 − ρr) = σ for some σ ∈ R. (3.10)

Let Π, Σ and (Hk, k ∈ K) be the matrices defined respectively in (2.1)-(2.2) and (2.4). The
conditions (3.3)-(3.4) imply the Lindeberg conditions, which are essential to prove the functional
central limit theorem for the triangular arrays (uri , i ≥ 1, r > 0) [?, cf.]Theorem 7.3]billingsley.
Thus

(
Êr, Φ̂k,r

)
=⇒

(
E∗,Φ∗,k

)
, (3.11)

where E∗, Φ∗,1, . . . ,Φ∗,K are K + 1 independent driftless K-dimensional Brownian Motions
with respectively covariance matrix Π,H1, ...,HK and initial state 0. This implies the following
functional weak law of large numbers:

(
Ēr, Φ̄k,r

)
=⇒

(
α(·), P k(·)

)
, (3.12)
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where α(t) = αt and P k(t) = P kt for all t ≥ 0. We also make assumptions regarding the initial
state. For each k ∈ K, let v0,rk = (v0,rk (i), i ≥ 1) be an i.i.d sequence of service times of jobs

who are initially in the system with distribution ν0,rk , and let Z̄r
k(0) denote the initial number

of jobs. Assume that
v0,r1 . . . , v0,rK , vr1, . . . , v

r
K , Z̄r

1(0), . . . , Z̄r
K(0)

are mutually independent and 〈χ, ν0,r〉. Moreover, assume that there exists a vector Z̄(0) =
(Z̄1(0), · · · , Z̄K(0)) ∈ RK

+ and a measure-valued vector ν0 = (ν01 , · · · , ν
0
K) ∈ Mc,K such that,

Z̄r(0) ⇒ Z̄(0), (3.13)

ν0,r
w

−→ ν0, (3.14)

lim sup
r→∞

〈χ4+θ, ν0,r〉 < ∞, (3.15)

For each k ∈ K, we define the excess lifetime distribution νek associated with νk by 〈νek, 1[0,x]〉 =

β−1
k

∫ x
0 〈νk, 1[y,∞)〉dy. Let νe = (νe1 , . . . , ν

e
K) and Λ = diag{λk , k ∈ K}. The invariant manifold

associated with ν is defined by Mν = {cMΛνe : c ∈ R+}. Denote by ξ = V0Z̄(0), where
V0 = diag{ν0k , k ∈ K} and assume that

ξ ∈ Mν . (3.16)

3.3 Main Result

In this section, we present our main result Theorem 3.1. For this we need the following definition.

Definition 3.1. Let ∆ν : R+ → MK be the lifting map associated with η given by

∆νw =
w

e(12M
(2) + MP ′QM)λ

MΛνe, (3.17)

where M (2) = diag{〈χ2, νk〉, k ∈ K}.

Theorem 3.1. Consider a sequence of MPS queues as defined in Section 3, satisfying primitive
assumptions (3.1)-(3.10) and initial condition assumptions (3.13)-(3.16). Then the sequence of
the diffusion scaled state descriptor µ̂r(·) converges in distribution to ∆νW ∗(·), where W ∗ is
the reflected Brownian motion with initial value W ∗(0) := e(M0 + MP ′Q)Z̄(0) where M0 =
diag{〈χ, ν0k 〉, k ∈ K}, drift −σ and variance Γ given by

Γ = e

(
ΛΣ + MQ

(
Π +

K∑

k=1

λkH
k

)
Q′M

)
e′. (3.18)

The reflected Brownian motion W ∗ arises as heavy trafic approximation of the workload
process defined in section 4.1.

Corollary 3.1. Consider a sequence of MPS queues as defined in Section 3, satisfying primitive
assumptions (3.1)-(3.10) and initial condition assumptions (3.13)-(3.16). Then the sequence of
the diffusion scaled length process Ẑr(·) converges in distribution to Z∗(·) = 〈1,∆ν〉W ∗(·), where
〈1,∆ν〉 = (e(12M

(2) + MP ′QM)λ)−1Mλ.

[11] have conjectured that for a multiclass queue operating under the processor sharing
discipline, the limiting queue length process for each job class is a constant multiple of the
reflected Brownian motion that represents the limiting workload process for the queue (see
(A.58), (A.60), and (A.61) in [11]). In the single-station multiclass case with probabilistic
feedback, their conjecture for the diffusion queue length limit can be expressed as follows:

Z∗(t) ≃ ∆FWF (t), with ∆F =
2Mλ

e.M (2)λ
,
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where WF (·) is a reflected Brownian motion with drift −Rθ and covariance matrix R2Γ. Here,

R =
eM (2)λ

2e(12M
(2) + MQP ′M)λ

,

and WF (·) arises as the diffusion limit of the workload scaled process defined in [11, (A.56)].
We can clearly see from Corollary 3.1 that this conjecture holds in our case. Specifically, in
our case, the multiplicative constant is 〈1,∆v〉 = R∆F , and the workload process limit is the
reflected Brownian motion W ∗(·), which coincides with the process WF (·)/R.

4 Proof of the main result

4.1 Mapping to the single class queue

The purpose of this section is to demonstrate the convergence of the diffusion process γ̂r(·)
(cf. Proposition 4.2). To achieve this, we use the fact that the process γr(·) behaves like a
single class, and we leverage results from the literature concerning processor-sharing single-
class server [7]. To establish Proposition 4.2, two key tasks must be addressed: firstly, ensuring
that the process γr(·) meets the conditions outlined in [7], which requires demonstrating Lemma
4.2. Secondly, proving the convergence of the diffusion workload Ŵ r(·) process, as indicated in
Proposition 4.1.

For each k ∈ K, we define the sequences {V r
k (i); i ≥ 1}, where V r

k (i) represents the total
service time required by the ith exogenous job of class k until their departure from the server.
Similarly, we define {V 0,r

k (i); i ≥ 1} as the sequence of total service times for initial jobs of class
k. We then introduce the measure-valued process γr as follows:

γr(t) =

K∑

k=1




Zr
k
(0)∑

i=1

δ+
(V r,0

k
(i)−Sr(t))

+ +

Er
k
(t)∑

i=1

δ+
(V r

k
(i)−S(Ur

k
(i),t))

+


 . (4.1)

Here, U r
k (i) denotes the arrival time of the ith exogenous class-k job. The term (V r

k (i) −
Sr(U r

k (i), t))+ represents the residual service time of the ith exogenous class-k job. This quantity
captures the remaining service required for this job across all potential future class visits before
its eventual departure from the system. Similarly, (V r,0

k (i) − Sr(t))+ reflects this for initial
jobs of class k. The measure γr(t) represents the total residual service time, including service
required due to future feedback (i.e., until final departure), for all jobs present at time t. This
includes both exogenous arrivals and jobs initially present in the system.

A job is considered present at time t if and only if its residual service time is positive. In
particular, the number of jobs present in the system at time t is determined by

〈1, γr(t)〉 = e · Zr(t) for t ≥ 0. (4.2)

This implies that equations (2.9) and (4.1) are coupled by (4.2). Let W r(t) denote the workload
at time t, which is the total amount of residual service times of all jobs in the system at the
time t, plus the sum of their remaining service times when they re-enter the system until their
final departure. This satisfies

W r(t) = 〈χ, γr(t)〉 for t ≥ 0. (4.3)

Denote by B(t) = (Bkl(t))0≤k,l≤K the matrix function defined by

B(t) =
∑

n≥0

(
BP ′

)∗n
(t), (4.4)
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where B(t) = diag{Bk(t), k ∈ K}, and Bk(t) is the distribution function of νk. B(·) aggregates
the total service time a job spends in the system, accounting for all possible paths via the
feedback. Each term corresponds to the contribution from jobs who have undergone exactly n
transitions between classes.

We recall the following notations which will be used repeatedly in this paper: V and V0 are
diagonal matrices with elements νk and ν0k , respectively. Similarly, B ∗ V and B ∗ V0 denote
matrices with elements Bkl ∗ νl and Bkl ∗ ν

0
l for k, l ∈ K. The same notation is used when the

parameters are indexed by superscript r.
The following lemma is very useful, as the measures B ∗ V and B ∗ V0, along with their

respective counterparts indexed by r, are frequently used throughout the paper.

Lemma 4.1. Consider a sequence of MPS queues as defined in Section 3, satisfying assumptions
(3.5), (3.7) and (3.14). Then, we have

〈1,B ∗ V〉 = Q and 〈1,B ∗ V0〉 = Q (4.5)

〈χ,B ∗ V〉 = QMQ and 〈χ,B ∗ V0〉 = Q(M0 + MP ′Q) (4.6)

〈χ2,B ∗ V〉 = Q(M2 + 2MQP ′M)Q (4.7)

Br ∗ Vr w
−→ B ∗ V. (4.8)

If there exists θ > 0 such that either 〈χθ,V〉 < ∞, then

〈χθ,B ∗ V〉 < ∞. (4.9)

Furthermore, if lim sup
r→∞

〈χθ,Vr〉 < ∞, then

lim sup
r→∞

〈χθ,Br ∗ Vr〉 < ∞. (4.10)

The results in (4.8)-(4.10) remain valid when substituting V and Vr with V0 and V0,r.

Proof. From the identity B = I + BP ′ ∗ B, the definition of product convolution and Newton’s
binomial we have for all p ∈ N

〈χp,B ∗ V〉 = 〈χp,V〉 + 〈χp, BP ′ ∗ (B ∗ V)〉

= 〈χp,V〉 +

∫ ∞

0

∫ ∞

0
(x + y)pV(dx)P ′B ∗ V(dy)

= 〈χp,V〉 +

p∑

k=0

Ck
p 〈χ

p−k,V〉P ′〈χk,B ∗ V〉 (4.11)

Similarly, we get

〈χp,B ∗ V0〉 = 〈χp,V0〉 +

p∑

k=0

Ck
p 〈χ

p−k,V〉P ′〈χk,B ∗ V0〉. (4.12)

Rewritting (4.11) and (4.12) for p = 0, p = 1 and p = 2 and using the fact that 〈1,V〉 = I,
〈1,V0〉 = I and Q = (I − P ′)−1 we have respectively (4.5), (4.6) and (4.7).

Let B̂ and B̂ represent the Laplace transform functions of the distribution associated with ν
and the matrix function B, respectively. The distribution function of B ∗V is denoted by B ∗B,
with Laplace transform

B̂ ∗B(t) = B̂(t).B̂(t) =
(
I − B̂(t)P ′

)−1
B̂(t)
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We use the same notation when the functions are indexed by r. By assumption, we have
B̂r(t) → B̂(t) and, through a simple argument, we verify that B̂r(t) → B̂(t) for all t ≥ 0.

Therefore, B̂r ∗Br(t) → B̂ ∗B(t). This implies (4.8)
Let p ∈ N and q ∈ N∗, by the same argument as to obtain (4.11) and using the inequality

(x + y)1/q ≤ x1/q + y1/q for x, y ≥ 0 we have

〈χp/q,B ∗ V〉 = 〈χp/q,V〉 + 〈χp/q, BP ′ ∗ (B ∗ V)〉

= 〈χp/q,V〉 +

∫ ∞

0

∫ ∞

0

(
(x + y)1/q

)p
V(dx)P ′B ∗ V(dy)

≤ 〈χp/q,V〉 +

∫ ∞

0

∫ ∞

0
(x1/q + y1/q)pV(dx)P ′B ∗ V(dy)

≤ 〈χp/q,V〉 +

p∑

k=0

Ck
p 〈(χ

1/q)p−k,V〉P ′〈(χ1/q)k,B ∗ V〉

≤ 〈χp/q,V〉 + P ′〈χp/q,B ∗ V〉 +

p−1∑

k=0

Ck
p 〈χ

(p−k)/q,V〉P ′〈χk/q,B ∗ V〉.

Because Q = (I − P ′)−1 exists, we have

〈χp/q,B ∗ V〉 ≤ Q〈χp/q,V〉 + Q

p−1∑

k=0

Ck
p 〈χ

(p−k)/q,V〉P ′〈χk/q,B ∗ V〉. (4.13)

Thus, by induction on p, we establish (4.9) for a rational number. Let θ be be a strictly positive
real number. Due to the density of Q in R, there exists a strictly decreasing sequence (θn, n ≥ 0)
of rational numbers such that θn → θ as n → ∞. Assume that 〈χθ,V〉 < ∞ and prove that (4.9)
holds. Considering the increasing sequence of function χθn1[0,1]. By the Convergence Monotone
Theorem, we have

〈χθn1[0,1],V〉 ր 〈χθ1[0,1],V〉 as n → ∞.

Similarly, for the decreasing sequence of functions χθn1(1,∞), again by the Monotone Conver-
gence Theorem, we have

〈χθn1(1,∞),V〉 ց 〈χθ1(1,∞),V〉 as n → ∞.

Consequently,
〈χθn ,V〉 −→ 〈χθ,V〉 as n → ∞.

Hence, there exists n0 such that for all n ≥ n0, we have 〈χθn ,V〉 < ∞, implying 〈χθn ,B∗V〉 < ∞
for all n ≥ n0. Therefore, as we let n → ∞, we obtain

〈χθ,B ∗ V〉 < ∞.

The proof of (4.10) follows by employing a similar argument to that used in proving (4.9).

In the following lemma, we present the conditions under which the diffusion approximation
of γr(·) holds.

Lemma 4.2. For each k ∈ K and r > 0, both sequences {V r
k (i); i ≥ 1} and {V 0,r

k (i); i ≥ 1} are
i.i.d with distribution respectively

ζrk = (e(I − P ′,r)(Br ∗ Vr))k and ζ0,rk = (e(I − P ′,r)(Br ∗ V0,r))k,
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Moreover, for each k ∈ K we denote by ζk = (e(I − P ′)(B ∗ V))k and γ̄(0) = ζ0.Z̄(0). If
conditions (3.5)-(3.9) and (3.13)-(3.16) hold. Then we have

〈χ4+θ, ζk〉 < ∞ (4.14)

lim sup
r→∞

〈χ4+θ, ζrk〉 < ∞ (4.15)

ζrk
w

−→ ζk as r → ∞ (4.16)

〈χ, ζrk〉 −→ 〈χ, ζk〉 (4.17)

〈χ2, ζrk〉 −→ 〈χ2, ζk〉 (4.18)

(γ̄r(0), 〈χ, γ̄r(0)〉, 〈χ1+θ , γ̄r(0)〉) ⇒ (γ̄(0), 〈χ, γ̄(0)〉, 〈χ1+θ , γ̄(0)〉). (4.19)

Proof. The first part of this lemma is proven in Lemma C.1 [1]. Conditions (4.14)-(4.18) follow
from conditions (3.5)-(3.9) and Lemma 4.1. From (4.1), we have

γ̄r(0) =
1

r

K∑

k=1

rZ̄r
k
(0)∑

i=1

δ+
V r,0
k

(i)
. (4.20)

Fix k ∈ K. The sequence {V 0,r
k (i); i ≥ 1} is i.i.d. with distribution ζ0,rk , which converges weakly

to ζ0k as r → ∞ by condition (3.14) and Lemma 4.1. Therefore, for any continuous and bounded
function g : R+ → R,

E(g(V 0,r
k (i))) = 〈g, ζ0,rk 〉 → E(g(V 0

k (i))) = 〈g, ζ0k〉 < ∞ (4.21)

This implies that

lim
r→∞

E
(
g(V 0,r

k (i)) ; g(V 0,r
k (i)) > r

)
= 0.

Then, by the weak law of large numbers for triangular arrays, we have

1

r

⌊rt⌋∑

i=1

g(V 0,r
k (i)) ⇒ 〈g, ζ0k 〉t.

Since the sequence of random variables Z̄r(0) satisfies (3.13), the random time change formula
yields

1

r

rZ̄r
k
(0)∑

i=1

g(V 0,r
k (i)) ⇒ 〈g, ζ0k 〉Z̄k(0).

Therefore,

〈g, γ̄r(0)〉 ⇒ 〈g, γ̄(0)〉, (4.22)

for all continuous and bounded functions g : R+ → R. Therefore, component of (4.19) satisfies

γ̄r(0) ⇒ γ̄(0). (4.23)

On the other hand, by (3.14)-(3.15) and Lemma 4.1, we have

Br ∗ V0,r w
−→ B ∗ V0 and lim sup

r→∞
〈χ4+θ,Br ∗ V0,r〉 < ∞.

Hence, by applying Lemma 3.5 [7] to the measure Br ∗ V0,r, we obtain

〈χ1+p,Br ∗ V0,r〉 −→ 〈χ1+p,B ∗ V0〉 < ∞, (4.24)
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for all p ∈ [0, 3 + θ). Consequently

〈χ, ζ0,r〉 → 〈χ, ζ0〉 and 〈χ1+θ, ζ0,r〉 → 〈χ1+θ, ζ0〉. (4.25)

Following the same argument from (4.21) to (4.22), we obtain

〈χ, γ̄r(0)〉 ⇒ 〈χ, γ̄(0)〉 and 〈χ1+θ, γ̄r(0)〉 ⇒ 〈χ1+θ, γ̄(0)〉. (4.26)

As the limits in (4.23) and (4.26) are determinstic, then (4.19) holds.

By Proposition 5.2 [1], the sequence of the fluid scaled state descriptor γ̄r(·) converges in
distribution to γ̄(·) as r → ∞, where γ̄ is the fluid solution of the following fluid model:

(i) γ̄ : [0,∞) → MK is continuous function such that for all t ≥ 0 and x ≥ 0,

γ̄(t)(I(x)) = Z̄(0) · ζ0(I(x + S̄(t))) +

∫ t

0
α · ζ

(
I(x + S̄(s, t))

)
ds (4.27)

(ii) γ̄(0) = 0 then γ̄(t) = 0 for all t ≥ 0

Remark 4.1.

(i) The function S̄(·) in (4.27) is the one defined in (2.14). Since 〈1, γr(t)〉 = e.Zr(t) then
S̄(t) =

∫ t
0 ϕ(〈1, γ̄(s)〉ds.

(ii) The equation (4.27) can be interpreted as the fluid equation in the single class case, with
law of service α.ζ/e.α, initial state γ̄(0) = Z̄(0) · ζ0 and external arrival rate e.α. Conse-
quently, the steady-state results of [18] can be applied. Under mild conditions, the critical
fluid solution γ̄(t) converges to the invariant state 1

〈χ,(α·ζ)e〉〈χ, γ̄(0)〉(α · ζ)e. By Lemma

A.1 (i) and (ii), this implies that the critical fluid solution γ̄(t) converges to the invariant
state e(I − P ′)(B ∗ ∆ν)W̄ (0).

Proposition 4.1. Consider a sequence of MPS queues as defined in Section 3, satisfying
primitive assumptions (3.1)-(3.10) and initial condition assumptions (3.13)-(3.16). Denote by

Ŵ r(t) = W r(r2t)/r the diffusion scaled of the workload process. Then Ŵ r(·) converges in dis-
tribution to W ∗(·) as r → ∞, where W ∗(·) is the reflected Brownian motion defined in Theorem
3.1.

Proof. Let Vr
k(n) =

∑n
i=1 V

r
k (i) and Lr(t) =

∑
k∈KVr

k(Er
k(t))−t. Denote by V̂r

k(t) = (Vr
k(⌊r2t⌋)−

〈χ, ζk〉⌊r
2t⌋)/r the diffusion scaled process of Vr

k(t). The diffusion scaled process L̂r(t) =
Lr(r2t)/r satisfies,

L̂r(t) =
K∑

k=1

(
V̂r
k(Ēr

k(t)) + (eM rQr)kÊ
r
k(t)

)
− (1 − ρr)rt.

The diffusion scaled of the workload process W r(t) satisfies the nonidling discipline equation,

Ŵ r(t) = Ŵ r(0) + L̂r(t) + sup
0≤s≤t

{(Ŵ r(0) + L̂r(s))−}. (4.28)

Conditions (4.15)-(4.18) imply, via functional central limit theorem for triangular arrays, the
following weak convergence:

V̂r
k(·) ⇒ V∗

k(·) as r −→ ∞, (4.29)
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for each k ∈ K, where V∗
k(·) is a Brownian motion with drift 0 and variance 〈χ2, ζk〉− (〈χ, ζk〉)

2.
By the weak convergences (3.11), (3.12) and (4.29), and the fact that the processes E∗

k(·) and
V∗
k(·) are independant, and the process αk(·) is deterministic, then

(
Êr

k(·), V̂r
k(·), Ēr

k(·)
)
⇒ (E∗

k(·),V∗
k(·), αk(·)) for each k ∈ K.

It follows from the random time change theorem (cf. [2] Section 17) and the continuous mapping
theorem (cf. [2], Theorem 5.1) that the weak convergence L̂r(t) ⇒ L∗(t) holds as r → ∞, where
L∗ is a Brownian motion with drift −σ and variance

K∑

k=1

(
〈χ2, ζk〉 − (〈χ, ζk〉)

2
)
αk + (〈χ, ζk〉)

2akα
3
k, (4.30)

which is equal to the variance Γ given by (3.18). In fact, from conditions (4.6), (4.7) and by
using the fact that Λe′ = Qα and I + QP ′ = Q, and after some calculations, it follows that

K∑

k=1

〈χ2, ζk〉αk = eΣΛe′ + eMQ(Λ − P ′ΛP )Q′Me′ (4.31)

K∑

k=1

(〈χ, ζk〉)
2αk = eMQDαQ

′Me′ (4.32)

K∑

k=1

(〈χ, ζk〉)
2akα

3
k = eMQΠQ′Me′, (4.33)

Λ −Dα − P ′ΛP =

K∑

k=1

λkH
k (4.34)

where Dα = diag{αk} and the matrices Π, Σ and (Hk, k ∈ K) are defined by (2.1), (2.2) and

(2.4). Next, it follows from (4.19) that Ŵ r(0) = 〈χ, γ̄r(0)〉 ⇒ 〈χ, γ̄(0)〉, so the continuous
mapping theorem applied to (4.28) implies the result.

Given that the measure-valued process γr defined by (4.1) evolves similarly to the cor-
responding process in the single-class processor sharing model, and given the conditions of
Lemma 4.2 (which are consistent with the assumptions in [7]), along with the convergence
of the diffusion-scaled workload process established in the previous proposition, we have the
following proposition:

Proposition 4.2. Consider a sequence of MPS queues as defined in Section 3, satisfying
primitive assumptions (3.1)-(3.10) and initial condition assumptions (3.13)-(3.16). Denote by
γ̂r(t) = γr(r2t)/r the diffusion scaled of γr. Then

γ̂r(·) ⇒ e(I − P ′)(B ∗ ∆ν)W ∗(·) as r → ∞,

where W ∗(·) is the reflected Brownian motion defined in Theorem 3.1.

4.2 Descriptor to the multiclass queue

The primary aim of this section is to demonstrate Theorem 4.2, which establishes the conver-
gence of the diffusion-scaled process Q̂r(·).

For each l, k ∈ K and i ≥ 1, let N r,l
k (i) denote the total number of visits to class k by the ith

job entering the system as a job of class l. For each n = 1, . . . , N r,l
k (i), let V r

lk(i, n) represent the
sum of service times required by this job from its arrival until its nth visit to class k (included).
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Specifically, V 0,r
lk (i, n) denotes the total service time required by the ith initial job of class l until

its nth visit to class k. Let i ≥ 1, n = 1, . . . , N r,l
k , and denote by U r

l (i) the exogenous arrival
epoch of the ith job of class l.

The properties of the distributions of (N r,l
k (i), i ≥ 1), (V r

lk(i, n); i, n ≥ 1), and (V 0,r
lk (i, n); i, n ≥

1) are provided in Lemmas D.1, D.2, and D.3 [1]. In the following lemma, we present additional
properties that are useful in our analysis.

Lemma 4.3.

1. For each l ∈ K, denote by N l(i) = (N l
1(i), N l

2(i), . . . , N l
K(i)). The sequence {N l(i), i ≥ 1}

is i.i.d with mean E(N l) = (Qkl, k ∈ K) and covariance matrix Bl with entries Bl
kℓ =

QkℓQℓl + (QP ′)ℓkQkl −QklQℓl satisfies

K∑

l=1

αlB
l = Q

(
K∑

l=1

λlH
l

)
Q′, (4.35)

where {H l, l ∈ K} are the matrices defined in (2.4).

2. For each n ≥ 1 and k, l ∈ K, the sequence (Vlk(i, n), i ≥ 1) is i.i.d such that for all function
g : R+ → R+,

E




N l
k
(i)∑

n=1

g(Vlk(i, n))


 = 〈g,Bkl ∗ νl〉.

Proof.

1. Let (Xn)n≥0 be a homogenous Markov chain with state space K and transition matrix P .
For each l, k ∈ K, N l

k is the number of visits to state k from state l of the markov chain
Xn. Hence, N l

k can be expressed as

N l
k =

∑

n≥0

1{Xn=k|X0=l}.

The sequence (N l(i), i ≥ 1) is i.i.d. because routing events of different jobs are indepen-
dent. Given that the spectral radius of P is less than 1, one can easily obtain E(N l

k) = Qkl.
Furthermore, by performing a series of calculations using some known properties of Markov
chains, we derive

E(N l
k, N

l
ℓ) = QkℓQℓl + (QP ′)ℓkQkl.

Therefore,
cov(N l

k, N
l
ℓ) = QkℓQℓl + (QP ′)ℓkQkl −QklQℓl = Bl

kℓ.

By definition of the matrix Bl, and after performing some matrix calculations, we obtain

K∑

l=1

αlB
l = Λ + P ′QΛ + ΛQ′P −QDαQ

′ = Q
(
Λ −Dα − P ′ΛP

)
Q′.

This, in conjuction with (4.34) implies (4.35).

2. See Lemma D.3 [1].
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Following the approach in [1, Section 5.2], we introduce a family of state descriptors γrlk(t)
for each l, k ∈ K and t ≥ 0, defined as:

γrlk(t) =

Zr
l
(0)∑

i=1

N l,r
k

(i)∑

n=1

δ+
(V 0,r

lk
(i,n)−Sr(t))

+

Er
l
(t)∑

i=1

N l,r
k

(i)∑

n=1

δ+(V r
lk
(i,n)−Sr(Ur

l
(i),t)). (4.36)

The meaning of this equation can be explained as follows. Consider the ith job arriving in class
l at time U r

l (i). At a given time t, this job has completed their nth visit to class k (which
results in a departure from class k) if and only if the condition V r

lk(i, n) ≤ Sr(U r
l (i), t) is met.

Furthermore, at time t, the expression (V r
lk(i, n)−Sr(U r

l (i), t))+ represents the remaining service
required before the job finishes their nth visit to class k. This can be interpreted as a form of
residual service time, but it is specifically measured relative to this nth departure from class
k. Similar reasoning applies to the initial jobs in the system. Let Qr(t) = (Qr

1(t), . . . ,Qr
K(t)),

where

Qr
k(t) =

K∑

l=1

γrlk(t) For each k ∈ K.

We will be interested below in the diffusion approximation of the descriptor Qr taking values
in D([0,∞),MK ) and satisfies

Qr(t)(I(x)) = Qr(0)(I(x + Sr(t))) +
K∑

l=1

Er
l
(t)∑

i=1

ϑr,l(i)(I(x + Sr(U r
l (i), t))), (4.37)

where for each l ∈ K, r > 0 and i = 1, 2, . . . the random element ϑr,l(i) takes values in MK and
defined for each k ∈ K by

ϑr,l
k (i) :=

Nr,l

k
(i)∑

n=1

δ+V r
lk
(i,n) (4.38)

and Qr(0) is the initial state of (4.37), which is given in function of the initial data of the MPS
queue by

Qr
k(0) =

K∑

l=1

Zr
l
(0)∑

i=1

Nr,l
k

(i)∑

n=1

δ+
V 0,r
lk

(i,n)
. (4.39)

Note that ϑr
lk(i)({0}) = 0 and Qr(t)({0}) = 0, since V r

lk(i,m) > 0 and the fact that no jobs will
be in the system if the residual job service (V r

lk(i, n) − Sr(U r
l (i), t)) equals zero. This implies

that
〈1, ϑr

lk(i)〉 = 〈1(0,∞), ϑ
r
lk(i)〉 and 〈1,Qr(t)〉 = 〈1(0,∞),Q

r(t)〉. (4.40)

Denote by Q̄r(t) = Qr(rt)/r. Then, by Proposition 5.3 [1], the sequence of the fluid scaled
state descriptor Q̄r(·) converges in distribution to Q̄(·) as r → ∞, where Q̄ is the fluid solution
of the following fluid model:

(i) Q̄ : [0,∞) → MK is continuous function such that for all t ≥ 0 and x ≥ 0,

Q̄(t)(I(x)) = B ∗ V0(I(x + S̄(t)))Z̄(0) +

∫ t

0
B ∗ V(I(x + S̄(s, t)))ds α. (4.41)

(ii) Q̄(0) = 0 then Q̄(t) = 0 for all t ≥ 0.

Moreover, the fluid solution Q̄(t) satisfies:

〈1, Q̄(t)〉 = QZ̄(t). (4.42)

The following theorem establishes the state space collapse for the measure-valued process
Qr, which is essential for proving the convergence of the diffusion-scaled process in Theorem
4.2.
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Theorem 4.1. Consider a sequence of MPS queues as defined in Section 3, satisfying primitive
assumptions (3.1)-(3.10) and initial condition assumptions (3.13)-(3.16). For all T > 0,

sup
t∈[0,T ]

d
(
Q̂r(t),B ∗ ∆νŴ r(t)

)
⇒ 0 as r → ∞.

The proof of Theorem 4.1 is lengthy and highly technical. In fact, the entire section B is
dedicated to its proof, with the final result presented at the end, following the establishment of
all necessary lemmas.

We now state this section’s main theorem.

Theorem 4.2. Consider a sequence of MPS queues as defined in Section 3, satisfying primitive
assumptions (3.1)-(3.10) and initial condition assumptions (3.13)-(3.16). Denote by Q̂r(t) =
Qr(r2t)/r the diffusion scaled version of Qr(t). Then

Q̂r(·) ⇒ B ∗ ∆νW ∗(·) as r → ∞.

Proof of Theorem 4.2. By Proposition 4.1, and Ŵ r(·) ⇒ W ∗(·) as r → ∞. By continuity of the
map B ∗ ∆ν and the continuous mapping theorem, we have

B ∗ ∆ν Ŵ r(·) ⇒ B ∗ ∆ν W ∗(·).

Therefore, the result of Theorem 4.2 follows from Theorem 4.1 and the convergence together
lemma [2, Theorem 4.1].

4.3 Proof of Theorem 3.1

This section contains the proof of the paper’s main result. The following proposition is essential
for this proof.

Proposition 4.3. Consider a sequence of MPS queues as defined in Section 3, satisfying prim-
itive assumptions (3.1)-(3.10) and initial condition assumptions (3.13)-(3.16). Then

(
Âr(t), D̂r(t), Ẑr(t)

)
⇒ (A∗(t),D∗(t), Z∗(t)) as r → ∞, (4.43)

where

D∗(t) = Q

(
Z̄(0) +

K∑

l=1

Φ∗,l(λlt) + E∗(t) − 〈1,∆ν〉W ∗(t)

)
, (4.44)

A∗(t) = Q

(
P ′(Z̄(0) − 〈1,∆ν〉W ∗(t)) + E∗(t) +

K∑

l=1

Φ∗,l
l (λlt)

)
, (4.45)

Z∗(t) = 〈1,∆ν〉W ∗(t). (4.46)

The proof of proposition 4.3 uses the following Lemma. Recall that in this paper, all limits of
càdlàg processes are continuous. Therefore, the Skorokhod topology coincides with the uniform
topology.

Lemma 4.4. Let CK be the subspace of the continuous functions in DK .

i) If a sequence of stochastic processes (Xn, n ≥ 1) is tight, then for any of its subsequences,
there exists a weakly convergent further subsequence. Furthermore, if X∗ is the weak limit
of a subsequence (Xnk

, k ≥ 1), then P(X∗ ∈ CK) = 1.
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ii) If (Xn, n ≥ 1) converges weakly to X∗ and X∗ is almost surely in CK then (Xn, n ≥ 1) is
tight.

iii) If both (Xn, n ≥ 1) and (Yn, n ≥ 1) are tight, so is (aXn + bYn, n ≥ 1), where a and b are
any given real numbers.

iv) If both (Xn, n ≥ 1) and (Yn, n ≥ 1) are tight. Then, the sequence {(Xn, Yn), n ≥ 1} is
tight.

Proof. Refer to Proposition 4.1 and Lemma 4.2 in [12] for properties (i)-(iii). Property (iv)
follows from (iii).

Proof of Proposition 4.3. The proof is going to be divided into two parts. In the first part, we
prove the tightness of (Âr(t), D̂r(t), Ẑr(t)). The second part demonstrates that all subsequences
converge to a unique limit (A∗(t),D∗(t), Z∗(t)), where the processes D∗(t), A∗(t), and Z∗(t) are
defined in (4.44)-(4.46).

Part 1: Tightness For each i ≥ 1 and l ∈ K, let N r,l(i) = (N r,l
1 (i), N r,l

2 (i), . . . , N r,l
K (i)) be

the vector of component N r,l
k (i) which is defined at the beginning of Section 4.2. For each t ≥ 0,

define

N
r(t) =

K∑

l=1




Zr
l
(0)∑

i=1

N r,l(i) +

Er
l
(t)∑

i=1

N r,l(i)


 . (4.47)

For each k ∈ K, N r
k (t) represent the total number of visits to class k by time t , brought by

external arrivals, as well as by initially present jobs. Note that if V r
lk(i, n) ≤ Sr(U r

k (i), t) for all
l ∈ K and n = 1, . . . , N r,l(i) then the ith job has completed their services. So for each k ∈ K,

Dr
k(t) = N

r
k (t) −Qr

k(t), (4.48)

where Qr
k(t) = 〈1,Qr

k(t)〉 is the remaining number of visits to class k for jobs present in the rth

system at time t. By Theorem 4.2, we have the following convergence:

Q̂r(·) ⇒ Q〈1,∆ν〉W ∗(·) as r → ∞. (4.49)

Let N̂ r,l(t) =
(∑⌊r2t⌋

i=1 (N r,l(i) −Qr
•l)
)
/r and N̂ r(t) =

(
N r(r2t) − λrr2t

)
/r be the diffusion

scaled processes. A diffusion scaled version of (4.47) can be written as

N̂
r(t) =

K∑

l=1

N̂ r,l(Zr
l (0)/r2) +

K∑

l=1

N̂ r,l(Ēr
l (t)) + QrẐr(0) + QrÊr(t). (4.50)

The process {N̂ r,l(·); l ∈ K} satisfies the functional central limit theorem,

N̂ r,l(·) ⇒ N∗,l(·) as r → ∞, (4.51)

where N∗,l(·) is a K-dimensional Brownian motion with the covariance matrix Bl defined in
Lemma 4.3. By (3.12) and (3.13),

Zr(0)/r2 ⇒ 0 and Ēr
l (t) ⇒ α(t) = αt for all t ≥ 0.

These convergences, in conjunction with (4.51), imply, by the Time Change Theorem [2],

K∑

l=1

N̂ r,l(Zr
l (0)/r2) ⇒ 0 and

K∑

l=1

N̂ r,l(Ēr
l (t)) ⇒

K∑

l=1

N∗l(αlt). (4.52)
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Additionally, by assumptions (3.5) and (3.11), we have

QrẐr(0) ⇒ QZ̄(0) and QrÊr(·) ⇒ QE∗(·). (4.53)

Since the limits in (4.52) and in (4.53) have a continuous path, Lemma 4.4 (ii) and (iii) imply
that the process N̂ r(·) defined in (4.50) is tight. Combining this with (4.49), we deduce from
Lemma 4.4 (iii) that the process D̂r(·), the diffusion-scaled version of the process in (4.48), is
also tight.

By taking equations (2.5) and (2.7) in diffusion scaling, we get

Âr(t) = Êr(t) +

K∑

l=1

Φ̂r,l(D̄r
l (t)) + P

′,rD̂r(t), (4.54)

Ẑr(t) = Ẑr(0) + Âr(t) − D̂r(t). (4.55)

By Theorem 5.1 in [1], the fluid process D̄r(·) converges in distribution to the deterministic
process D̄(·), the second component in the triplet fluid solution. Combining this convergence
with assumptions (3.5), (3.11), and (3.13), and with the tightness of D̂r(·), we deduce from
Lemma 4.4 (iii) that the processes Âr(·) and Ẑr(·) are tight. Therefore, by Lemma 4.4 (iv), the
sequence (Âr(·), D̂r(·), Ẑr(·), r > 0) is tight.

Part 2: Convergence to a unique limit Having established tightness, we now demon-
strate that all subsequences of (Âr(t), D̂r(t), Ẑr(t)) converge to the unique limit (A∗(t),D∗(t), Z∗(t))
defined in (4.44)-(4.46). Let (Âri(t), D̂ri(t), Ẑri(t)) be a convergent subsequence, such that

(Âri(t), D̂ri(t), Ẑri(t)) ⇒ (Ã(t), D̃(t), Z̃(t)) as r → ∞.

By (4.50) and the convergences (4.51)-(4.53), we have the following convergence:

N̂ r(t) ⇒ N∗(t) :=
K∑

l=1

N l(αlt) + QZ̄(0) + QE∗(t).

Taking the diffusion scaling in (4.48) and using (4.49) and the above convergence, we obtain

D̃(t) := N∗(t) −Q〈1,∆ν〉W ∗(t), (4.56)

as r → ∞ along the subsequence. From (2.3) and (4.35), we have
∑K

l=1N
∗,l(αlt) = Q

∑K
l=1 Φ,l(λlt),

leading to

D̃(t) = Q

(
Z̄(0) +

K∑

l=1

Φ∗,l(λlt) + E∗(t) − 〈1,∆ν〉W ∗(t)

)
. (4.57)

Since the limit in (4.56) is unique and does not depend on the chosen subsequence, we have

D̂r(t) ⇒ D̃(t). (4.58)

Having established the convergence of D̂r(t), we now turn our attention to Ã(t) and Z̃(t). By
(4.54)-(4.55), and the fact that (4.58) implies D̄r(t) ⇒ λt as r → ∞, we obtain

Ã(t) = E∗(t) +
K∑

l=1

Φ∗,l(λlt) + P
′

D∗(t), (4.59)

Z̃(t) = Z̄(0) + Ã(t) −D∗(t). (4.60)
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Substituting (4.57) into (4.59)-(4.60) and using Q(I − P ′) = I, we get

Ã(t) = Q

(
P ′(Z̄(0) − 〈1,∆ν〉W ∗(t)) + E∗(t) +

K∑

l=1

Φ∗,l
l (λlt)

)
, (4.61)

Z̃(t) = 〈1,∆ν〉W ∗(t). (4.62)

Analogously to the argument for D̂r(t), the limits in (4.61) and (4.62) are unique and do not
depend on the subsequence. Therefore, we have

(Âr(t), D̂r(t), Ẑr(t)) ⇒ (A∗(t),D∗(t), Z∗(t)) as r → ∞,

where D∗(t), A∗(t), Z∗(t) are respectively the limits in (4.57), (4.61) and (4.62) (with the
notation changed).

Proof of Theorem 3.1 Fix a class k ∈ K. As mentioned in the introduction, the dynamic
equation for the state descriptor µr

k(·) is similar to the one in [7], with two key differences. First,
the arrival process Ar

k(·) replaces the exogenous arrival process Er
k(·). Second, the cumulative

service function (see (2.14)) incorporates the total queue size e·Z(·), rather than the class-specific
queue size Zk(·). As also noted there, to establish the state space collapse result, we require
three components: (1) precompactness of the sample paths of the family {µ̄r,m(·),m ≤ rT}, (2)
uniform approximation of the sample paths by fluid solutions, and (3) uniform convergence of
the fluid solution to an invariant state over all initial conditions.

In Proposition 4.3, we established the joint convergence (Âr, D̂r, Ẑr) ⇒ (A∗,D∗, Z∗). The
vector limit process A∗ defined in (4.45) is a diffusion process (since it has continuous paths
and the RBMs W ∗, E∗, and Φ∗ are independent). Therefore, we can follow the proofs for
the single-class case, using the arrival process Ar

k in place of the exogenous arrival process Er
k

and the arrival rate λk in place of the exogenous arrival rate αk. Additionally, by Proposition
4.2 and Equation (4.2), the fluid and scaled fluid total queue sizes e.Z̄r(·) and e.Z̄r,m(·) are
bounded, ensuring global queue stability. This stability facilitates bounds essential for proving
the precompactness of the shifted scaled processes {µ̄r,m(·),m ≤ rT}. Following [4, Theorem
3.6.3], to establish the precompactness of {µ̄r,m(·),m ≤ rT}, we need to establish for each class
k:

- The compact containment result that is there exists a compact set K ⊂ M such that

lim inf
r→∞

Pr
(
µ̄r,m
k (t) ∈ K for all t ∈ [0, L] and m ≤ ⌊rT ⌋

)
≥ 1 − η, η ∈ (0, 1).

- The oscillation bound result, that is there exists δ > 0, such that

lim inf
r→∞

Pr

(
max

m≤⌊rT ⌋
wL(µ̄r,m

k (·), δ) ≤ ε

)
≥ 1 − η,

where for L > 1, ζ(·) ∈ D([0,∞),M) and δ > 0, wL define the modulus of continuity of
ζ(·) ∈ M on [0, L] defined as

wL(ζ(·), δ) = sup
s,t∈[0,L],|s−t|<δ

d (ζ(s), ζ(t)) .

Given the previous explanation regarding the arrival process Ar
k and the total queue size e ·Zr,

the proofs of the preceding two points adapt standard single-class system arguments, particularly
those in [8, 23], to the specific case of processor sharing. These works offer refined and simplified
tightness proofs compared to [7], albeit adapted to their respective models. This also applies to
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the proof that sample paths of the family {µ̄r,m
k (·),m ≤ rT} can be uniformly approximated on

[0, L] by fluid model solutions. The remaining point to prove the state space collapse, namely
the uniform convergence of the fluid model solutions to the invariant state, is established in
Theorem A.1. The proof of this result is provided in this paper, as the approach differs entirely
from the single-class literature and uses the state descriptor Q as an intermediate step (see A).

Finally, combining the state space collapse result with Proposition 4.1 on diffusion workload
convergence yields our main result via the convergence-together lemma [2, Theorem 4.1].
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A Convergence to the invariant states of the fluid model

We consider the multiclass fluid model defined in Section 2.3 associated with critical data
(α, ν, P ) and initial state ξ ∈ Mc,K . The goal is to establish a uniform convergence to the
invariant states of the fluid somutions µ̄(·) and Q̄(·) over a compact set of initial conditions
defined by (A.6), which will be needed in the proof of the state space collapse for the measure
valued processes µr(·) and Qr(·).

This section is organized as follows: Section A.1 defines and characterizes invariant states.
Section A.2 states the main results. Section A.3 provides background on important results
essential for proving these main results and establishes several supporting lemmas. The proofs
of the main results are then presented in Sections A.4 and A.5.

A.1 Invariant states

Definition A.1. Let ξ ∈ Mc,K . Let (Ā, D̄, µ̄) be a fluid solution for critical data (α, ν, P ) and
initial state ξ. The measure ξ is called an invariant state, if

µ̄(t) = ξ for all t ≥ 0. (A.1)

Proposition A.1. The measure ξ is an invariant state, if and only if assumption (3.16) holds.
Furthermore for some c ≥ 0, we have

Q̄(t) = cB ∗ VeMλ for all t ≥ 0, (A.2)

where Q̄(·) is the fluid solution to the equation (4.41).

Proof. Proof If ξ = 0, then (3.16) holds, and µ̄(t) = 0 is the fluid solution. Let us consider
ξ 6= 0. Suppose that ξ is an invariant state, and show that (3.16) holds. By equations (2.11)
and (2.12), we have Ā(t) = D̄(t) = λt. From equation (2.14), we have S̄(t) = t/〈1, e.ξ〉. Taking
this in equation (2.13) involves, for all x ∈ [0,∞) and t ≥ 0

ξ(I(x)) = ξ(I(x + t/〈1, e.ξ〉)) + 〈1, e.ξ〉MΛνe ([x, x + t/〈1, e.ξ〉)) . (A.3)

Since ξ is a finite measure, by letting t −→ ∞, the first member in the right hand of (A.3)
becomes null and ξ(I(x)) = 〈1, e.ξ〉MΛνe(I(x)). Thus, the condition (3.16) holds for c = 〈1, e.ξ〉.

Reciproquely, let ξ ∈ MK be such that (3.16) holds. Since ρ = 1, we have ξ = 〈1, e.ξ〉MΛνe.
Let µ̄(t) = ξ, Ā(t) = D̄(t) = λ. By a straightforward computation (Ā, D̄, µ̄) is a fluid solution.
Thus ξ is an invariant state, if and only if assumption (3.16) holds.

Let us prove the second part of the proposition. If ξ = 0, then by (4.41), Q̄(·) = 0, therefore,
(A.2) is true for c = 0. Now, we consider the case where ξ 6= 0. Since µ̄(t) = ξ for all t ≥ 0, we
have S̄(s, t) = c−1(t− s) for all s ≤ t. Therefore, the equation (4.41) becomes

Q̄(t)(I(x)) = B ∗ V0(I(x + c−1t))Z̄(0) + c

∫ x+c−1t

x
B ∗ V(I(s))ds α. (A.4)

The following integral will be used in the above equation,
∫ y

0
(B ∗ (I −B))(s) ds =

∫ y

0

∫ s

0
Ḃ(u)(I −B)(s− u) du ds =

∫ y

0

∫ y

u
Ḃ(u)(I −B)(s− u) ds du

=

∫ y

0
Ḃ(u)

(∫ y

u
(I −B)(s− u) ds

)
du =

∫ y

0
Ḃ(u)Be(y − u) du M

= B ∗Be(y) M. (A.5)
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Note that Z̄(0) := 〈1, ξ〉 = cMλ and 〈1, e.ξ〉 = c. Replacing Z̄(0) by cMλ in the first term on
the right hand of (A.4) and replacing the second term by the above expression, one obtains

Q̄(t)(I(x)) = c (Q− B ∗Be)(x + c−1t)Mλ + cB ∗Be(x + c−1t)Mλ− cB ∗Be(x)Mλ

= c (Q− B ∗Be)(x)Mλ = cB ∗ Ve(I(x))Mλ.

A.2 Uniform convergence to the invariant states

For each p,N > 0 , we define the following compact set:

B
p
N := {ξ ∈ Mc,K :

∣∣〈1, ξ〉 ∨ 〈χ, ξ〉 ∨ 〈χ1+p, ξ〉
∣∣ ≤ N}. (A.6)

The following two are the main results of this section, with Proposition A.2 serving as a key
component in the proof of Theorem A.1.

Theorem A.1. Fix p,N > 0 and assume 〈χ2, ν〉 < ∞. For each ξ ∈ B
p
N , we denote by µ̄ ξ(·)

the third component of the fluid solution of the multiclass fluid model with critical data (α, ν, P )
and initial state ξ. We have

lim
t→∞

sup
ξ∈Bp

N

d
(
µ̄ ξ(t),∆νW̄ (0)

)
= 0. (A.7)

Proposition A.2. Fix p,N > 0 and Assume 〈χ2, ν〉 < ∞. For each initial state ξ ∈ B
p
N of the

fluid model associated with critical data (α, ν, P ), we denote by Q̄ ξ(·) the fluid solution of the
equation (4.41) such that Q̄ ξ(0) = B ∗ ξ. We have

lim
t→∞

sup
ξ∈Bp

N

d
(
Q̄ ξ(t),B ∗ ∆νW̄ (0)

)
= 0. (A.8)

A.3 Background

To prove the results, we need to recall some definitions and results from [1]. First, by Lemma
4.1 in that paper, the cumulative function S̄(t) defined in (2.14) is continuous, strictly increasing
and differentiable on [0, t∗) where t∗ := inf{t : e · µ̄(t) = 0} represent the first time at which the
fluid queue empties. Moreover, we have limt→t∗ S̄(t) = +∞. Later, in that paper, it was shown
that for the critical case, t∗ = +∞. We consider the function T : [0,+∞) 7→ [0,+∞) defined as

T (u) := S̄−1(u) := inf{t ≥ 0 : S̄(t) > u}.

This function is also continuous and differentiable and strictly increasing, such that Ṫ (u) =
e.Z̄(T (u)). In [1], they obtain a differential equation, of the renewal type, of which the function
T is a solution

Ṫ (u) = e(I − P ′)(B ∗ C)(u)Z̄(0) + (K ∗ T )(u), (A.9)

with

K(u) = e(I − P ′)(B ∗ (I −B))(u)λ, C(u) = (I −B0(u))Z̄(0) + (I −B(t))QP ′. (A.10)

We rewrite some expression:

(B ∗ C)(t) = Q− (B ∗B0)(t) = B ∗ V0(I(t)), and (B ∗ (I −B))(t)Q = B ∗ V(I(t)).
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The differential equation (A.9) is equivalent to say that the function T satifies the following
convolution equation

T (u) = Hξ(u) + (Be
s ∗ T )(u), (A.11)

where

Bs
e(t) =

∫ t

0
K(u)du = e(I − P ′)(B ∗ Ve)([0, t])Mλ,

and

Hξ(u) =

∫ u

0
e(I − P ′)(B ∗ C)(s)Z̄(0)ds =

∫ u

0
e(I − P ′)B ∗ V0(I(s))Z̄(0)ds.

The notation ξ in Hξ is because the function Hξ depends on the initial state ξ as follows:

Hξ(t) = e(I − P ′)

∫ t

0
B ∗ ξ(I(y))dy. for all t ∈ R+. (A.12)

Define the renewal function

U(t) =
∞∑

n=0

(Be
s)∗n(t) for all t ≥ 0, (A.13)

where (Bs
e)∗0(·) ≡ 1 and (Bs

e)∗i(·) =
(
(Bs

e)∗i−1 ∗Bs
e

)
(·) for each i ∈ {1, 2, 3, · · · }. Then, the

convolution function (A.11), has a unique locally bounded solution given by

T (t) = (Hξ ∗ U)(t). (A.14)

Define the following measures:

ζ = e(I − P ′)(B ∗ V), and ζ0 = e(I − P ′)(B ∗ V0).

The measure (α.ζ)e is the excess life time measure of (α · ζ) (cf. (ii) in Lemma A.1 ), and
Be

s is the excess life time distribution. The distribution function Be
s has a finite mean (cf. (i)

in Lemma A.1),

∫ ∞

0
yBe

s(dy) = 〈χ, (α.ζ)e〉 =
〈χ2, α.ζ〉

2〈χ,α.ζ〉
= e

(
1

2
M (2) + MP ′QM

)
λ < ∞. (A.15)

Lemma A.1. We have

(i) 〈χ,α.ζ〉 = 1 and 〈χ2, α.ζ〉 = e
(
M (2) + 2MP ′QM

)
λ.

(ii) 〈1[0,x], (α.ζ)e〉 = e(I − P ′)(B ∗ Ve)([0, x])Mλ.

Proof. (i) follows directly from Lemma C.1 [1]. Let us prove (ii). We have

∫ y

0
(B ∗ (I −B))(s) ds =

∫ y

0

∫ s

0
Ḃ(u)(I −B)(s− u) du ds =

∫ y

0

∫ y

u
Ḃ(u)(I −B)(s− u) ds du

=

∫ y

0
Ḃ(u)

(∫ y

u
(I −B)(s− u) ds

)
du =

∫ y

0
Ḃ(u)Be(y − u) du M

= B ∗Be(y) M.

Since B ∗ V(I(x)) = (B ∗ (I −B))(x)Q, then

∫ y

0
B ∗ V(I(s)) ds = B ∗ Ve([0, y]) MQ. (A.16)
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We have

(α · ζ)e([0, x]) =
1

〈χ,α · ζ〉

∫ x

0
(α.ζ)(I(y))dy =

∫ x

0
ζ(I(y))dy α

=

∫ x

0
e(I − P ′)(B ∗ V)(I(y))α dy = e(I − P ′)(B ∗ Ve)([0, x])MQα

= e(I − P ′)(B ∗ Ve)([0, x])Mλ.

For each x ≥ 0, we define the function

Kx(y) = (B ∗ V)(I(x + y))α. (A.17)

The following Lemma is needed in the proof of Proposition A.2. Recall that in this lemma,
the integrals and the convolution are componentwise.

Lemma A.2. Fix p,N > 0 and let Bp
N be the set defined in (A.6). Let U the renewal function

defined in (A.13). Let Hξ and Kx the functions defined in (A.12) and (A.17) respectively.
Then,

sup
ξ∈Bp

N

sup
x≥0

∣∣∣∣
( (

Kx ∗Hξ
)
∗ U
)
(t) −

W̄ (0)

〈χ, (α.ζ)e〉
B ∗ Ve(I(x))Mλ

∣∣∣∣ −→ 0 as t → ∞. (A.18)

Proof. Recall that from Equation (A.15), we have 〈χ, (α · ζ)e〉 < ∞. Since Kx and Ḣξ are
nonincreasing, and Hξ is continuously differentiable, it follows that:

∫ ∞

0
Ḣξ(z)dz = Hξ(∞) = e(M0 + MP ′Q)Z̄(0) := W̄ (0) < ∞ for all ξ ∈ B

q
N . (A.19)

We will now prove inequality (A.18) for all x ≥ 0 and ξ ∈ B
p
N . We begin by bounding (Kx ∗

Hξ)(y):

(Kx ∗Hξ)(y) ≤ Kx(y/2)

∫ ∞

0
Ḣξ(u)du + Ḣξ(y/2)

∫ y

y/2
Kx(y − z)dz

≤ Kx(y/2) W̄ (0) + Ḣξ(y/2)
(

(B ∗ Ve)(I(x)) − (B ∗ Ve)(I(x + y/2))
)
Mλ.

Since 〈1,B ∗ Ve〉 = Q, we have:

(Kx ∗Hξ)(y) ≤ Kx(y/2)W̄ (0) + Ḣξ(y/2)QMλ. (A.20)

We have:
∫ ∞

0
(Kx ∗Hξ)(y) dy =

∫ ∞

0

∫ y

0
Kx(y − z)dHξ(z)dy =

∫ ∞

0

∫ y

0
Kx(y − z)Ḣξ(z)dzdy

=

∫ ∞

0

∫ ∞

z
Kx(y − z)dyḢξ(z)dz =

∫ ∞

0

∫ ∞

0
Kx(y)dyḢξ(z)dz

=

∫ ∞

0
Ḣξ(z)dz

∫ ∞

0
Kx(y)dy.

By (A.16), we have:

∫ ∞

0
Kx(y)dy =

∫ ∞

x
(B ∗ V)(I(y))αdy = (B ∗ Ve)(I(x))Mλ < ∞ for all x ≥ 0. (A.21)
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Therefore, (A.19) with (A.21) imply that
∫ ∞

0
(Kx ∗Hξ)(y) dy = W̄ (0) (B ∗ Ve)(I(x))Mλ < ∞. (A.22)

Let us denote the functions

fx
ξ (y) := (Kx ∗Hξ)(y) and gxξ (y) := Kx(y/2)W̄ (0) + Ḣξ(y/2)QMλ.

By (A.20) and (A.22), proving inequality (A.18) is equivalent to showing that:

lim
t→∞

sup
|fx

ξ
|≤gx

ξ

∣∣∣∣(fx
ξ ∗ U)(t) −

1

〈χ, (α.ζ)e〉

∫ ∞

0
fx
ξ (s)ds

∣∣∣∣ = 0 for all ξ ∈ B
p
N and x ≥ 0. (A.23)

To prove this convergence, we will utilize Theorem 6.12 from [16]. Based on this theorem, it
suffices to show that for all x ≥ 0 and ξ ∈ B

p
N : (i) gxξ is bounded, (ii) gxξ is integrable, and (iii)

gxξ (y) goes to 0 as y goes to infinity. First, since gxξ is nonincreasing, we have for all y ≥ 0:

gxξ (y) ≤ gxξ (0) = (B ∗ V)(I(x))αW̄ (0) + e(I − P ′)〈1,B ∗ ξ〉QMλ

≤ λW̄ (0) + e(I − P ′)〈1,B ∗ ξ〉QMλ.

The right-hand side of the preceding inequality is finite. Therefore, gxξ is bounded. Secondly,

we have for all ξ ∈ B
p
N and x ≥ 0,

∫ ∞

0
gxξ (y)dy = 2

(∫ ∞

0
Kx(y)dy W̄ (0) +

∫ ∞

0
Ḣξ(y)dy QMλ

)
< ∞.

Therefore, gxξ is integrable for all x ≥ 0 and ξ ∈ B
p
N . Finally, it is obvious that gxξ (y) goes to 0

as y goes to infinity.

A.4 Proof of Proposition A.2

The fluid limit equation (4.41) of the process Q(t) can be written as

Q̄(t) (I(x)) = B ∗ V0(I(x + S̄(t)))Z̄(0) + (Kx ∗Hξ ∗ U)(S̄(t)). (A.24)

To see this, we start from (4.41):

Q̄(t)(I(x)) = B ∗ V0(I(x + S̄(t)))Z̄(0) +

∫ t

0
Kx(S̄(t) − S̄(s))ds.

Applying the change of variable y = S̄(s) and recalling that T (·) = S̄−1(·), we obtain

Q̄(t)(I(x)) = B ∗ V0(I(x + S̄(t)))Z̄(0) + (Kx ∗ T )(S̄(t)).

Thus, using (A.14), we arrive at (A.24). Since limt→∞ S̄(t) = +∞, Lemma A.2 implies

sup
ξ∈Bp

N

sup
x≥0

∣∣∣∣
( (

Kx ∗Hξ
)
∗ U
) (

S̄(t)
)
−

W̄ (0)

〈χ, (α.ζ)e〉
B ∗ Ve(I(x))Mλ

∣∣∣∣ −→ 0 as t → ∞.

Moreover,
sup
ξ∈Bp

N

sup
x≥0

∣∣B ∗ V0(I(x + S̄(t)))Z̄(0)
∣∣ −→ 0 as t → ∞.

Therefore, by (A.15) and (A.24), there exists tb ≥ 0 such that for all t ≥ T (tb) and for all ε > 0,

sup
ξ∈Bp

N

sup
x≥0

∣∣∣Q̄ ξ(t)(I(x)) −B ∗ ∆ν(I(x))W̄ (0)
∣∣∣ ≤ ε. (A.25)

Finally, using [23, Lemma C.1], we conclude that

sup
ξ∈Bp

N

d
(
Q̄ ξ(t),B ∗ ∆νW̄ (0)

)
−→ 0 as t → ∞.
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A.5 Proof of Theorem A.1

Let Ã(t) = Ā(T (t)), D̃(t) = D̄(T (t)), Z̃(t) = Z̄(T (t)). Performing the change of variables
and functions in (2.11)-(2.13) gives the new functional equations:

Ã(t) = αT (t) + P ′D̃(t)

Z̃(t) = Z̄(0) + Ã(t) − D̃(t)

µ̄ξ(T (t))(I(x)) = (I −B0)(x + t))Z̄(0) +

∫ t

0
(I −B(x + t− s)) dÃ(s).

The two first above equations imply

Ã(t) = λT (t) + QP ′(Z̄(0) − Z̃(t)).

Making use of this equation and the fact that Ṫ (t) = e · Z̃(t) and integrating by parts, one
deduces:

µ̄ ξ(T (t))(I(x)) = C(t + x)Z̄(0) − (I −B(x))P ′QZ̃(t) +
(
Gx ∗QZ̃

)
(t), (A.26)

where C(t) has been defined in (A.10) and Gx(t) is the matrix defined as

Gx(t) :=

∫ x+t

x
(I −B(u))duλe(I − P ′) + (B(x + t) −B(x))P ′. (A.27)

By (4.42) and Proposition A.2,

sup
ξ∈Bp

N

∣∣∣∣∣QZ̃(t) −
W̄ (0)

e(12M
(2) + MP ′QM)λ

QMλ

∣∣∣∣∣ −→ 0 as t → ∞.

Thus,

sup
ξ∈Bp

N

∣∣∣∣∣
(
Gx ∗QZ̃

)
(t) −Gx(∞)

W̄ (0)

e(12M
(2) + MP ′QM)λ

QMλ

∣∣∣∣∣ −→ 0 as t → ∞,

with

Gx(∞) = MΛνe(I(x)) e(I − P ′) + (I −B(x))P ′.

One obtains for all x ≥ 0,

lim
t→∞

sup
ξ∈Bp

N

∣∣∣∣∣
(
Gx ∗QZ̃

)
(t) −

W̄ (0)

e(12M
(2) + MP

′

QM)λ
MΛνe(I(x)) − (I −B(x))P ′QZ̃(∞)

∣∣∣∣∣ = 0.

(A.28)

On the other hand, for all x ≥ 0 we have

sup
ξ∈Bp

N

sup
x≥0

∣∣C(t + x)Z̄(0)
∣∣ −→ 0 as t → ∞.

Then by (A.26) and (A.28), there exists ta ≥ 0 such that for all t ≥ T (ta) and for all ε > 0

sup
ξ∈Bp

N

sup
x≥0

∣∣∣µ̄ ξ(t)(I(x)) − ∆ν(I(x))W̄ (0)
∣∣∣ ≤ ε.

Thus,

sup
ξ∈Bp

N

d
(
µ̄ ξ(t),∆νW̄ (0)

)
−→ 0 as t → ∞.
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B Proof of Theorem 4.1

To prove Theorem 4.1, we use the framework of the shifted fluid scaled process introduced by
[3] and [20]. Define Q̄r(t) = Qr(rt)/r. Since Q̂r(t) = Q̄r(rt), then studying the diffusion limit
on [0, T ] for a fixed T > 0 is equivalent to study the fluid process on [0, rT ]. We cover the
interval [0, rT ] by a set of overlapping intervals [m,m + L] where m = 0, · · · , ⌊rT ⌋ and L > 1.
For any t ∈ [0, T ], there exists an m ∈ {0, . . . , ⌊rT ⌋} and an s ∈ [0, L] such that r2t = r(m + s)
and

Q̂r(t) = Q̄r,m(s), (B.1)

where Q̄r,m(·) := Q̄r(m + ·) represent the shifted fluid scaled version of the process Qr(·). The
proof of Theorem 4.1 entails two main steps. The first step is to establish the precompactness
of the sequence of shifted fluid-scaled processes {Q̄r,m(·); r > 0,m = 0, . . . , ⌊rT ⌋} (cf. Sect
B.1). The second step involves demonstrating that, for large r, there exists a set with high
probability such that the family of shifted fluid-scaled processes {Q̄r,m(·),m ≤ rT} evaluated
at some sample path in this set, are uniformly approximated on [0, L] by fluid model solutions
to the equation (4.41) (cf. Sect B.2). In addition to the two steps mentioned above, a result on
the uniform convergence of the fluid solution to the invariant state is required, as established
in the previous section (see Proposition A.2).

B.1 Precompactness of the family of the shifted scaled versions of the process

Qr(·)

The aim of this section is to prove Theorem B.1. Following [4, Theorem 3.6.3], we need to
establish the compact containment result (Lemma B.5) and the oscillation bound result (Lemma
B.7). In the first section, we present dynamic equations satisfied by the shifted fluid-scaled
processes {Q̄r,m(·), r > 0,m ≤ ⌊rT ⌋}. In Section B.1.2, we establish a uniform functional weak
law of large numbers. This is crucial for the subsequent proofs and will be frequently employed
alongside the dynamic equations. Section B.1.3 contains two upper bound estimates, which
lead to the compact containment result in Section B.1.4. Section B.1.5 presents the asymptotic
regularity result, which is utilized in Section B.1.6 to prove the oscillation bound result. Finally,
we demonstrate the precompactness result in Section B.1.7.

B.1.1 Dynamic equations

Fix r, T > 0, L > 1 and m ≤ ⌊rT ⌋. For t′ ∈ [0, L], we denote by γ̄r,m(t′) = γ̄r(m + t′) and
Q̄r,m(t′) = Q̄r(m + t′) the shifted fluid scaled processes of γr(·) and Qr(·). Let g : R+ → R be
a Borel-measurable function. The dynamic equations (4.37) can be written in a shifted fluid
scaled version as

〈g, Q̄r,m(t′ + h)〉 = 〈(g 1(0,∞))(· − S̄r,m(t′, t′ + h)), Q̄r,m(t′)〉

+
1

r

K∑

l=1

rĒr,m
l

(t′+h)∑

i=rĒr,m
l

(t′)+1

〈g 1(0,∞)

(
· − S̄r,m(U r

l (i)r−1 −m, t′ + h)
)
, ϑr,l(i)〉. (B.2)

B.1.2 Uniform Functional weak law of large numbers

Let θ be the constant given in conditions (3.3),(3.6) and (3.8); and let q > 0 be a constant such
that

2q2 + 6q < θ. (B.3)

The following set of functions will be used below

A = {1(x,∞) : x ∈ R+} ∪ {χ1+q, χ2+2q}. (B.4)
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Proposition B.1. Assume (3.1)-(3.10) and (3.13)-(3.16). Fix T > 0, L > 1, and let ε, η > 0.
Then,

lim inf
r→∞

Pr

(
sup

0≤s≤t≤L+1
m≤⌊rT ⌋
g∈A

∥∥∥∥∥
1

r

K∑

l=1

rĒr,m
l

(t)∑

i=rĒr,m

l
(s)+1

〈g, ϑr,l(i)〉 − (t− s)〈g,Br ∗ Vr〉α

∥∥∥∥∥ ≤ ε

)
≥ 1 − η (B.5)

Denote Ωr
LN the event in the above.

The following Lemmas are needed for the proof of Proposition B.1. The proof of Lemma B.2
is omitted since it follows immediatly from (3.11) and the definition of shifted scaled process
Ēr,m(·).

Lemma B.1. Assume conditions (3.5), (3.7) and (3.9). For each l, k ∈ K, we have

lim
N→∞

sup
r∈R+

sup
g∈A

〈g2 1{g>N},B
r
kl ∗ ν

r
l 〉 = 0. (B.6)

Proof. We have 〈g21{g>N},B
r
kl ∗ νrl 〉 ≤ 1

Nq 〈g
2+q ,Br

kl ∗ νrl 〉. Thus, to prove (B.6) it suffices to
prove

lim sup
r→∞

sup
g∈A

〈g2+q,Br
kl ∗ ν

r
l 〉 < ∞. (B.7)

By (4.5) and assumptions (3.5) and (3.7), we have

〈1,Br
kl ∗ ν

r
l 〉 = Qr −→ 〈1,Bkl ∗ νl〉 = Q. (B.8)

Therefore,

lim sup
r→∞

sup
x≥0

〈12+q
(x,∞),B

r
kl ∗ ν

r
l 〉 ≤ lim sup

r→∞
〈1,Br

kl ∗ ν
r
l 〉 < ∞.

By assumption (3.9) and Lemma 4.1, we obtain

lim sup
r→∞

〈χ4+θ,Br
kl ∗ ν

r
l 〉 < ∞. (B.9)

Therefore, by definition of the constant q in (B.3), we have

lim sup
r→∞

〈
(
χ1+q

)2+q
,Br

kl ∗ ν
r
l 〉 < ∞ and lim sup

r→∞
〈
(
χ2+2q

)2+q
,Br

kl ∗ ν
r
l 〉 < ∞.

Lemma B.2. Assume (3.2)-(3.4). Fix T > 0, L > 1. For all ε > 0, we have

lim
r→∞

Pr

(
sup

0≤s≤t≤L+1
m≤⌊rT ⌋

∥∥(Ēr,m(t) − Ēr,m(s)) − (t− s)α
∥∥ ≤ ε

)
= 1.

Denote by Ωr
E the event in the above set.

Proof of Proposition B.1. Following a basic arithmetic, we get

sup
0≤s≤t≤L+1
m≤⌊rT ⌋
g∈A

∥∥∥∥∥
1

r

K∑

l=1

rĒr,m
l

(t)∑

i=rĒr,m

l
(s)+1

〈g, ϑr,l(i)〉 − (t− s)〈g,Br ∗ Vr〉α

∥∥∥∥∥

≤ sup
0≤s≤t≤L+1
m≤⌊rT ⌋
g∈A

∥∥∥∥∥
1

r

K∑

l=1

rĒr,m
l

(t)∑

i=rĒr,m
l

(s)+1

(
〈g, ϑr,l(i)〉 − 〈g,Br

•l ∗ V
r
l 〉
) ∥∥∥∥∥

+ sup
g∈A

‖〈g,Br ∗ Vr〉‖ sup
0≤s≤t≤L+1

m≤⌊rT ⌋

‖Ēr,m(t) − Ēr,m(s) − (t− s)α‖
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Label the two terms on the right-hand side of the preceding inequality as Ir and IIr. Let ε > 0
and η > 0, to prove (B.5), it suffices to prove that

lim inf
r→∞

Pr(Ir < ε/2) ≥ 1 − η/2 and lim inf
r→∞

Pr(IIr < ε/2) ≥ 1 − η/2. (B.10)

Equation (B.7) implies that there exists a constant C1 > 0 such that

sup
g∈A

‖〈g,Br ∗ Vr〉‖ ≤ C1 for large r. (B.11)

Given that

Pr(IIr < ε/2) ≤ Pr

(
sup

0≤s≤t≤L+1
m≤⌊rT ⌋

‖Ēr,m(t) − Ēr,m(s) − (t− s)α‖≥ ε/2C1

)
,

and Lemma B.2 implies that the term on the right-hand side of the preceding expression exceeds
1−η/2. Therefore, the second inequality in (B.10) holds. After a straightforward computation,
the set {Ir ≤ ε/2} contains

⋂

l,k∈K

{
sup

0≤s≤t≤L+1
m≤⌊rT ⌋
g∈A

∣∣∣∣∣
1

r

rĒr,m
l

(t)∑

i=rĒr,m
l

(s)+1

(〈g, ϑr
lk(i)〉 − 〈g,Br

kl ∗ ν
r
l 〉)

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ ε/2K

}
(B.12)

Thus, to show the first inequality of (B.10) it suffices to show that for each l, k ∈ K

lim inf
r→∞

Pr

(
sup

0≤s≤t≤L+1
m≤⌊rT ⌋
g∈A

∣∣∣∣∣
1

r

rĒr,m
l

(t)∑

i=rĒr,m

l
(s)+1

(〈g, ϑr
lk(i)〉 − 〈g,Br

kl ∗ ν
r
l 〉)

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤
ε

2K

)
> 1 −

η

2K2
. (B.13)

Fix M1 = 2‖α‖(T + 1) and L1 = 2(L+ 1)‖α‖. For any s ≤ t, denote l′ = Ēr,m
l (t)− Ēr,m

l (s) and
ℓ = rĒr,m

l (s). According to Lemma B.2, the conditions 0 ≤ s ≤ t ≤ L + 1 and m ≤ ⌊rT ⌋ imply
0 < ℓ < r2M1 and 0 ≤ l′ ≤ L1 for sufficiently large r. Hence, demonstrating (B.13) requires
proving

lim inf
r→∞

Pr

(
sup

0<ℓ<r2M1

0≤l′≤L1

g∈A

∣∣∣∣∣∣
1

r

ℓ+⌊rl′⌋∑

i=ℓ+1

〈g, ϑr
lk(i)〉 − l′〈g,Br

kl ∗ ν
r
l 〉

∣∣∣∣∣∣
≤

ε

2K

)
> 1 −

η

2K2
. (B.14)

For each n ≥ 1, denote by νrlk(n) the law of V r
lk(1, n) conditioning on the event {N r,l

k (1) ≥ n}.

Note that ν̃rkl(m) = νrkl(m)P(N r,l
k (1) ≥ m) is the law of Ṽ r

lk(i,m) = V r
lk(i,m)1

{Nr,l
k

(i)≥m}
. By

(4.38) and (ii) Lemma 4.3 we have for all i ≥ 1,

〈g, ϑr
lk(i)〉 =

∞∑

m=1

g(Ṽ r
lk(i,m)) and 〈g,Br

kl ∗ ν
r
l 〉 =

∞∑

m=1

〈g, ν̃rlk(m)〉 (B.15)

We replace 〈g, ϑr
lk(i)〉 and 〈g,Br

kl ∗ ν
r
l 〉 by their expressions of (B.15) in (B.14). Then, it suffices

to prove

lim sup
r→∞

Pr

(
sup

0<ℓ<r2M1

0≤l′≤L1

g∈A

∣∣∣∣∣∣

∞∑

m=1

(1

r

ℓ+⌊rl′⌋∑

i=ℓ+1

g (Ṽ r
lk(i,m)) − l′〈g, ν̃rkl(m)〉

)
∣∣∣∣∣∣
>

ε

2K

)
<

η

2K2
. (B.16)
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Let l, k ∈ K and m ≥ 1 be fixed, and denote ḡ := sup{g : g ∈ A}. By Lemma B.1, we have

lim
N→∞

sup
r∈R+

〈ḡ2 1{g>N}, ν̃
r
kl(m)〉 = 0.

Consequently, the sequence (Ṽ r
lk(i,m), i ≥ 1) satisfies the conditions of the Glivenko-Cantelli

estimate in Lemma D.1 [23]. Hence,

lim sup
r→∞

Pr

(
sup

0<ℓ<r2M1

0≤l′≤L1

g∈A

∣∣∣∣∣∣
1

r

ℓ+⌊rl′⌋∑

i=ℓ+1

g (Ṽ r
lk(i,m)) − l′〈g, ν̃rkl(m)〉

∣∣∣∣∣∣
>

ε

2m+1K

)
<

η

2m+1K2
(B.17)

Given that

Pr

(
sup

0<ℓ<r2M1

0≤l′≤L1

g∈A

∣∣∣∣∣∣

∞∑

m=1

(1

r

ℓ+⌊rl′⌋∑

i=ℓ+1

g (Ṽ r
lk(i,m)) − l′〈g, ν̃rkl(m)〉

)
∣∣∣∣∣∣
>

ε

2K

)

≤

∞∑

m=1

Pr

(
sup

0<ℓ<r2M1

0≤l′≤L1

g∈A

∣∣∣∣∣∣
1

r

ℓ+⌊rl′⌋∑

i=ℓ+1

g (Ṽ r
lk(i,m)) − l′〈g, ν̃rkl(m)〉

∣∣∣∣∣∣
>

ε

2m+1K

)
,

as r → ∞. Then, it follows from (B.17) that the limit inferior of the term on the right-hand
side of the above equality is bounded above by η/2K2. Therefore, (B.16) holds.

B.1.3 Preliminary estimates

In this section, we offer estimates necessary for assessing the tightness of Q̄r,m(·). The
subsequent two lemmas provide an upper bound for both the moment and the total mass of the
shifted fluid scaled process Q̄r,m(·).

Lemma B.3. Assume (3.1)-(3.10) and (3.13)-(3.16). Fix T > 0 and L > 1, and let q be the

constant defined in (B.3). For each η > 0, there exists a constant M̃T,L > 0 such that

lim inf
r→∞

Pr

(
max

m≤⌊rT ⌋

∥∥ 〈χ1+q, Q̄r,m(·)〉
∥∥
L
≤ M̃T,L

)
≥ 1 − η (B.18)

Proof. Let t ∈ [0, L]. By bounding the dynamic equation (B.2) with t′ = 0, h = t and g = χ1+q,
we have

∣∣〈χ1+q, Q̄r,m(t)〉
∣∣ ≤

∣∣〈χ1+q, Q̄r(0)〉
∣∣ +

∣∣∣∣∣∣
1

r

K∑

l=1

rĒr
l
(m+t)∑

i=1

〈χ1+q
(
· − S̄r(U r

l (i)/r,m + t)
)
, ϑr,l(i)〉

∣∣∣∣∣∣
.

(B.19)

By (4.24) and definition of the constant q in (B.3), we obtain ,

〈χ1+q,Br ∗ V0,r〉 −→ 〈χ1+q,B ∗ V0〉 < ∞.

Furthermore, by definition of Qr(0) in (4.39), and by applying Lemma D.5 from [1] with the
replacements V r

lk(i, n) by V 0,r
lk (i, n) and Ēr(·) by Z̄(0), we have

〈χ1+q, Q̄r(0)〉 ⇒ 〈χ1+q,B ∗ V0〉Z̄(0) < ∞. (B.20)
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Therefore, there exists a constant M0,q, such that

lim inf
r→∞

Pr
(
|〈χ1+q, Q̄r(0)〉| < M0,q

)
≥ 1 − η. (B.21)

Let Ωr
0,q denote the event described in the preceding set. Under this condition, the first term on

the right-hand side of (B.19) is bounded by M0,q. To bound the second term on the right-hand
side of (B.19), we first examine the event Ωr

LN defined in (B.5). Subsequently, we establish an
event wherein the shifted fluid cumulative service process S̄r,m(·) is lower bounded. Indeed, by
Proposition 4.2 and the shifted scaling property, there exists a constant Mγ > 0 such that

lim inf
r→∞

Pr

(
max

m≤⌊rT ⌋
‖ 〈1, γ̄r,m(·)〉 ‖L ≤ Mγ

)
≥ 1 − η. (B.22)

Denote the set under the aforementioned limit by Ωr
γ . Referring to (B.5), (B.21), and (B.22),

we obtain
lim inf
r→∞

Pr(Ωr
M,q) ≥ 1 − η, (B.23)

where Ωr
M,q = Ωr

γ∩Ωr
0,q∩Ωr

LN . Let ω be a fixed sample path in Ωr
M,q. Throughout the remainder

of the proof, all random variables are evaluated at this ω. To bound the second term on the
right hand side of (B.19), an issue arises. We cannot utilize the fact that we are on the event
Ωr
LN due to the summation ranging from i = 1 to i = rĒr(m + t). It is worth noting that this

can be expressed as the sum from i = 1 + rĒ(0) to i = 1 + rĒr(m + t). However, the problem
lies in the upper bound of m, which is constrained by ⌊rT ⌋, and this value tends to infinity as
r approaches infinity. To address this, we consider two cases: m ∈ {0, 1} and m ≥ 2. For the
first case, the second term on the right hand side of (B.19) is bounded by

∣∣∣∣∣∣
1

r

K∑

l=1

rĒr
l
(m+t)∑

i=1+rĒr
l
(0)

〈χ1+q, ϑr,l〉

∣∣∣∣∣∣
≤ 2(L + 1)

∣∣〈χ1+q, (B ∗ V)α〉
∣∣ .

For m ≥ 2, the second term on the right hand side of (B.19) is bounded by

∣∣∣∣∣∣
1

r

K∑

l=1

rĒr
l
(m−1)∑

i=1

〈χ1+q
(
· − S̄r(U r

l (i)/r,m + t)
)
, ϑr,l(i)〉

∣∣∣∣∣∣

+

∣∣∣∣∣∣
1

r

K∑

l=1

rĒr
l
(m+t)∑

i=1+rĒr
l
(m−1)

〈χ1+q
(
· − S̄r(U r

l (i)/r,m + t)
)
, ϑr,l(i)〉

∣∣∣∣∣∣
. (B.24)

The second term in (B.24) is bounded by 2(L+1)
∣∣〈χ1+q, (B ∗ V)α〉

∣∣ . Now, let us bound the first
term of (B.24). To do this, we partition the interval [0,m−1] into subintervals [m−j−1,m−j],
where the integer j ∈ {1, 2, · · · ,m− 1}. Thus, the first term is bounded by

m−1∑

j=1

1

r

K∑

l=1

rĒr
l
(m−j)∑

i=1+rĒr
l
(m−j−1)

∣∣∣〈χ1+q
(
· − S̄r(U r

l (i)/r,m + t)
)
, ϑr,l(i)〉

∣∣∣ . (B.25)

Considering the definition of ϑr,l(i) in (4.38), it becomes apparent that

〈χ1+q
(
· − S̄r(U r

l (i)/r,m + t)
)
, ϑr,l

k (i)〉 =

N l,r
k

(i)∑

n=1

χ1+q
(
V r
lk(i, n) − S̄r(U r

l (i)/r,m + t)
)
.
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Suppose there exists t∗ ∈ [0,m + t] such that e.Z̄r(t∗) = 0. It follows that

N l,r

k
(i)∑

n=1

χ1+q
(
V r
lk(i, n) − S̄r(U r

l (i)/r,m + t)
)
≤

N l,r

k
(i)∑

n=1

χ1+q
(
V r
lk(i, n) − S̄r(U r

l (i)/r, t∗)
)
.

By applying the dynamic equation (B.2) with m = 0, t′ = U r
l (i)/r, h = t∗ − U r

l (i)/r and
g = χ1+q, we obtain

N l,r

k
(i)∑

n=1

χ1+q
(
V r
lk(i, n) − S̄r(U r

l (i)/r, t∗)
)

= 0.

Hence, the quantity in (B.25) is zero. Now, consider the scenario where e.Z̄r(s) > 0 for all
s ∈ [0,m + t]. Fix l ∈ K and j ∈ {1, 2, · · · ,m − 1}. For rĒr

l (m − j − 1) < i ≤ rĒr
l (m − j), it

follows that U r
l (i)/r ∈ ]m− j − 1,m− j]. Therefore

S̄r(U r
l (i)/r,m + t) ≥ S̄r(m− j,m) ≥ j/Mγ .

As a result, for each k ∈ K

N l,r
k

(i)∑

n=1

χ1+q
(
V r
lk(i, n) − S̄r(U r

l (i)/r,m + t)
)
≤

N l,r
k

(i)∑

n=1

χ1+q
(
V r
lk(i, n) − j/Mγ

)

≤

N l,r
k

(i)∑

n=1

(
1{[j/Mγ ,∞)}χ

−(1+q)
)(
V r
lk(i,m)χ2+2q(V r

lk(i,m)
)
.

Hence, for each k ∈ K

〈χ1+q
(
· − S̄r(U r

l (i)/r,m + t)
)
, ϑr,l

k (i)〉 ≤

(
Mγ

j

)1+q

〈χ2+2q, ϑr,l
k (i)〉. (B.26)

Using (B.25) and (B.26), we can bound the second term on the right-hand side of (B.24) by

m−1∑

j=1



(
Mγ

j

)1+q 1

r

K∑

l=1

rĒr
l
(m−j)∑

i=1+rĒr
l
(m−j−1)

∣∣∣〈χ2+2q, ϑr,l(i)〉
∣∣∣


 ≤ 2M1+q

γ (1 + 1/q)
∣∣〈χ2+2q, (B ∗ V)α〉

∣∣ ,

where the last inequality is derived from the event Ωr
LN and by upper-bounding the p-series by(

1 +
∫∞
1 (1/x1+p) dx

)
≤ (1 + q−1). Finaly, we obtain

∥∥ 〈χ1+q, Q̄r,m(·)〉
∥∥
L
≤ M̃T,L,

with

M̃T,L = M0,q + 2M1+q
γ

∣∣〈χ2+2q, (B ∗ V)α〉
∣∣ (1 + 1/q) + 2(L + 1)

∣∣〈χ1+q, (B ∗ V)α〉
∣∣ .

Lemma B.4. Assume (3.1)-(3.10) and (3.13)-(3.16). Fix T > 0, L > 1 and η > 0, there exists
a constant M̄T,L > 0 such that

lim inf
r→∞

Pr

(
max

m≤⌊rT ⌋

∥∥ 〈1, Q̄r,m(·)〉
∥∥
L
≤ M̄T,L

)
≥ 1 − η (B.27)
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Proof. Firstly, it should be noted that proving

lim inf
r→∞

Pr
( ∥∥〈1, Q̄r(t)〉

∥∥
⌊rT ⌋+L

≤ M̄T,L

)
≥ 1 − η (B.28)

is equivalent to proving (B.27). By Lemmas B.2 and B.3 , and (B.5), (B.22) we have

lim inf
r→∞

Pr
(
Ωr
E ∩ Ωr

M ∩ Ωr
LN ∩ Ωr

γ

)
≥ 1 − η,

where Ωr
M denotes the event in (B.18). Let ω be a fixed sample path in Ωr

E ∩ Ωr
M ∩ Ωr

LN ∩ Ωr
γ .

In the remainder of the proof, all random objects are evaluated at this ω.
Let us cover the interval [0, ⌊rT ⌋ + L], by the overlapping intervals Ik′ = [k′, k′ + 1] where

k′ ∈ {0, 1, · · · , ⌊t1⌋}, and t1 = ⌊rT ⌋ + L. The concept here is that if the total mass is bounded
by the same constant M̄T,L > 0 on each interval Ik′ , then it remains bounded by this constant
over the entire interval [0, ⌊rT ⌋ + L]. Hence, it is enough to demonstrate that for every k′ ∈
{0, 1, · · · , ⌊t1⌋}, we have

sup
t∈Ik′

∣∣〈1, Q̄r(t)〉
∣∣ ≤ M̄T,L.

Let t ∈ Ik′ , by using the dynamic equation (B.2) with m = 0, g = 1R+
, t′ = k′, h = t− k′, and

by bounding the second term of the right-hand side of (B.2) by its total mass, we obtain

〈1, Q̄r(t)〉 ≤ Q̄r(k′)
(
I(S̄r(k′, t))

)
+

1

r

K∑

l=1

rĒr
l
(t)∑

i=rĒr
l
(k′)+1

〈1, ϑr,l(i)〉 (B.29)

As we are within the event Ωr
LN , the second term of the right-hand side of (B.29) is bounded

by
∣∣∣∣∣∣
1

r

K∑

l=1

rĒr
l
(k′+1)∑

i=rĒr
l
(k′)+1

〈1, ϑr,l(i)〉

∣∣∣∣∣∣
≤ |Qα| + 1 = |λ| + 1.

Now, let us bound the first term of the right-hand side of (B.29). Firstly, consider the scenario
where e.Z̄r(s) > 0 for any s ∈ [k′, k′ + 1]. Given that we are within the event Ωr

γ , the total mass
〈1, γ̄r(t)〉 is bounded by Mγ over the interval [0, ⌊rT ⌋ + L]. Consequently, 〈1, γ̄r(t)〉 is bounded
on each interval Ik′ with k′ ∈ {0, 1, · · · , ⌊t1⌋ − 1}. However, it is necessary to bound 〈1, γ̄r(t)〉
on I⌊t1⌋. Using (4.1) and considering that we are within the event Ωr

E, we have for t ∈ I⌊t1⌋

〈1, γ̄r(t)〉 ≤ 〈1, γ̄r(⌊t1⌋)〉 +
K∑

k=1

(Ēr
k(⌊t1⌋ + 1) − Ēr

k(⌊t1⌋)) ≤ Mγ + e.α.

This suggests that for each k′ ∈ {0, 1, · · · , ⌊t1⌋}, we have supt∈Ik′
〈1, γ̄r(t)〉 ≤ Mγ+e.α. Therefore

S̄r(k′, k′+1) =
∫ k′+1
k′ 1/(〈1, γ̄r(s)〉)ds ≥ 1/(Mγ +e.α). Thus, the first term on (B.29) is bounded

by
∣∣Q̄r(k′)

(
I(S̄r(k′, k′ + 1))

)∣∣ ≤
∣∣Q̄r(k′) (I (1/(Mγ + e.α)))

∣∣

≤ (Mγ + e.α)1+q
∣∣〈χ1+q, Q̄r(k′)〉

∣∣ ≤ (Mγ + e.α)1+q M̃T,L,

where the second inequality is derived from Markov’s inequality and the last one arises from
fact that we are within the event Ωr

M . Now, assume there exists an s ∈ [k′, k′ + 1] such that
e.Z̄r(s) = 0. In that scenario by applying the dynamic equation (B.2) with m = 0, g = 1R+

, t′ =
k′, h = s− k′, we obtain Q̄r(k′)(I(S̄r(k′, s)) = 0, and since S̄r(k′, s) ≤ S̄r(k′, k′ + 1), then

Q̄r(k′)
(
I(S̄r(k′, k′ + 1)

)
= 0 ≤ (Mγ + e.α)1+q M̃T,L.

Finally, we have our result with the constant M̄T,L = (Mγ + e.α)1+q M̃T,L + |λ| + 1.
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B.1.4 Compact containment

The following lemma establishes the compact containment of the shifted fluid scaled process
Q̄r,m(·) on [0, L], which is the first step to prove the compactness.

Lemma B.5. Assume (3.1)-(3.10) and (3.13)-(3.16). Fix T > 0, L > 1 and η > 0, there exists
a compact subset KT,L ⊂ MK such that

lim inf
r→∞

Pr
(
Q̄r,m(t) ∈ KT ∀m ≤ ⌊rT ⌋ t ∈ [0, L]

)
≥ 1 − η

Proof. From Lemmas B.3 and B.4, we obtain

lim inf
r→∞

Pr

(
max

m≤⌊rT ⌋

∥∥ 〈1, Q̄r,m(·)〉 ∨ 〈χ1+q, Q̄r,m(·)〉
∥∥
L
≤ MT

)
= 1, (B.30)

where MT,L = M̃T,L ∨ M̄T,L. Define CT,L = {ξ ∈ M : 〈1, ξ〉 ∨ 〈χ1+q, ξ〉 ≤ MT } such that for

m ≤ ⌊rT ⌋ and t ∈ [0, L], we have Q̄r,m(t) ∈ (CT,L)K . By the Markov’s inequality, we have

sup
ξ∈CT,L

〈1[c,∞), ξ〉 → 0 as c → ∞,

which implies by [13, Theorem A.7.5] that CT,L is relatively compact. Thus, the set KT,L = CK
T,L

is relatively compact.

B.1.5 Asymptotic regularity

In the following lemma, we show that the shifted fluid scaled process Q̄r,m(·) assigns arbi-
trarily small mass to small intervals; this is essential to establish the oscillation bound.

Lemma B.6. Assume (3.1)-(3.10) and (3.13)-(3.16). Fix T > 0 and L > 1. For each ε, η > 0
there exists a κ > 0 (depending on ε and η) such that

lim inf
r→∞

Pr

(
max

m≤⌊rT ⌋
sup
x∈R+

∥∥ Q̄r,m(·) ([x, x + κ])
∥∥
L
≤ ε

)
≥ 1 − η (B.31)

Proof. By definition of the shifted scaled process Q̄r,m(·) it suffices to prove

lim inf
r→∞

Pr

(
sup
x∈R+

∥∥Q̄r(t) ([x, x + κ])
∥∥
⌊rT ⌋+L

≤ ε

)
≥ 1 − η.

Define the event Ωr
z =

{
sup
x∈R+

∣∣Q̄r(0)([x, x + κ])
∣∣ ≤ ε/2

}
. By employing a reasoning similar to

that used to derive (79) in [22], we obtain

lim inf
r→∞

Pr (Ωr
z) ≥ 1 − η. (B.32)

From equations (B.5), (B.22), (B.30), and (B.32), we derive

lim inf
r→∞

Pr(Ωr
A) ≥ 1 − η. (B.33)

Here, the event Ωr
A := Ωr

z ∩Ωr
LN ∩Ωr

γ ∩Ωr
C , with Ωr

C representing the event in (B.30). Let ω be
a fixed sample path in Ωr

A. In the remainder of the proof, all random variables are evaluated
at this ω.
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Let t ∈ [0, ⌊rT ⌋+L], and recall the constants Mγ and MT defined in the events Ωr
γ and Ωr

C ,
respectively. Define

t1 = max
(
t0, t−Mγ (2MT /ε)

1/(1+q)
)
,

where t0 = sup{s ≤ t : 〈1, Q̄r(s)〉 ≤ ε/4} if the supremum exists, and zero otherwise. Applying
the dynamic equation (B.2) with g = 1{[x,x+κ]}, t

′ = t1 and h = t− t1; we have for each x ∈ R+

Q̄r(t)([x, x + κ]) = Q̄r(t1)([x, x + κ] + S̄r(t1, t))

+
1

r

K∑

l=1

rĒr
l
(t)∑

i=rĒr
l
(t1)+1

ϑr,l(i)([x, x + κ] + S̄r(U r
l (i)/r, t)). (B.34)

If t1 = 0, then by (B.32) for each x ∈ R+,
∣∣Q̄r(0)([x, x + κ] + S̄r(t))

∣∣ ≤ ε/2. If t1 = t0 > 0 then
for each δ > 0, there exists s ∈ (t1 − δ, t1] such that

∣∣〈1, Q̄r(s)〉
∣∣ ≤ ε/4. (B.35)

By applying (B.2) to g = 1{[x,x+κ]+S̄r(t1,t)}, t′ = s and h = t1 − s, we have

Q̄r(t1)([x, x + κ] + S̄r(t1, t)) ≤ 〈1, Q̄r(s)〉 +
1

r

K∑

l=1

rĒr
l
(t1)∑

i=rĒr
l
(s)+1

〈1, ϑr,l(i)〉.

Given that we are on the event Ωr
A, especially Ωr

LN , then for large r, it follows that
∣∣Q̄r(t1)([x, x + κ] + S̄r(t1, t))

∣∣
ε/4 + 2 δ |λ| . If we choose δ sufficiently small such that 2 δ |λ| < ε/4, we obtain

∣∣Q̄r(t1)([x, x + κ] + S̄r(t1, t))
∣∣ < ε/2.

If t1 = t−Mγ (2MT /ε)
1

1+q > 0, then S̄r(t1, t) ≥ (t− t1)/Mγ ≥ (2MT /ε)
1

1+q . Hence,

∣∣Q̄r(t1)([x, x + κ] + S̄r(t1, t))
∣∣ ≤

∣∣∣Q̄r(t1)
(
I
(

(2MT /ε)
1

1+q

))∣∣∣
≤
∣∣〈χ1+q, Q̄r(t1)

∣∣ (ε/2MT ) ≤ ε/2,

where the second inequality follows from Markov’s inequality, and the final one is a consequence
of the event Ωr

C . As a result, the first term in the right-hand side of (B.34) is bounded by ε/2 .
Now let us bound the second term on the right-hand side of (B.34). Denote

Ir :=
1

r

K∑

l=1

rĒr
l
(t)∑

i=rĒr
l
(t1)+1

ϑr,l(i)([x, x + κ] + S̄r(U r
l (i)/r, t)). (B.36)

Fix δ > 0 and 0 < κ < δ/Mγ . Let t1, . . . , tN = t be a partition of the interval [t1, t] such that

tj+1− tj = δ for all j = 1, . . . , N −1. By definition of t1 , we have N ≤ (Mγ/δ) (2MT /ε)
1/(1+q) .

We can write Ir as

Ir =

N−1∑

j=1

1

r

K∑

l=1

rĒr
l
(tj+1)∑

i=rĒr
l
(tj )+1

ϑr,l(i)([x, x + κ] + S̄r(U r
l (i)/r, t)).

We have

|Ir| ≤

N−1∑

j=0

∣∣∣∣∣∣
1

r

K∑

l=1

rĒr
l
(tj+1)∑

i=rĒr
l
(tj)+1

ϑr,l(i)(Cj)

∣∣∣∣∣∣
,
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where
Cj = [x + S̄r(tj+1, t), x + κ + S̄r(tj , t)].

Choose

ε1 =
δε1+1/(1+q)

4Mγ(2MT )1/(1+q)
.

For large r we have

|Ir| ≤ δ

N−1∑

j=0

|(Br ∗ Vr)(Cj)α| + Nε1.

The intervals {Cj}
N−1
j=1 are pairwise disjoints. In fact,

S̄r(tj+2, t) − S̄r(tj , t) − κ = S̄r(tj+2, tj) − κ ≥ 2δ/Mγ − κ > 0,

where the last inequality follows from the definition of δ and κ. Therefore,

|Ir| ≤ δ

∣∣∣∣∣∣
(Br ∗ Vr)(

N−1⋃

j=0

Cj)α

∣∣∣∣∣∣
+ Nε1.

Since Br ∗ Vr is a positive finite measure, then if we choose κ, δ < 1 small, we get

|Ir| ≤ 2Nε1 ≤ ε/2.

B.1.6 Oscillation bound

In this section, we establish the oscillation bound result, which is the second major step to
prove the precompactness. For L > 1, ζ(·) ∈ D([0,∞),MK ) and δ > 0, we define the modulus
of continuity of ζ(·) on [0, L] as

wL(ζ(·), δ) = sup
s,t∈[0,L],|s−t|<δ

d (ζ(s), ζ(t)) .

Lemma B.7. Assume (3.1)-(3.10) and (3.13)-(3.16). Fix T > 0, L > 1. For each ε, η > 0,
there exists a δ > 0 such that

lim inf
r→∞

Pr

(
max

m≤⌊rT ⌋
wL(Q̄r,m(·), δ) ≤ ε

)
≥ 1 − η (B.37)

Proof. Define the event Ωr
As =

{
maxm≤⌊rT ⌋

∥∥ Q̄r,m(·)([0, κ])
∥∥
L
≤ ε/4

}
. According to Lemma

B.6, for each ε, η > 0, there exists a κ > 0 such that

lim inf
r→∞

Pr (Ωr
As) ≥ 1 − η. (B.38)

From (B.5) and (B.38), we have lim infr→∞ Pr (Ωr
LN ∩ Ωr

As) ≥ 1 − η. Fix r > 0 and let ω be
a fixed sample path in Ωr

As ∩ Ωr
LN . For the remainder of the proof all random quantities with

index r are evaluated at this ω. Fix m ≤ ⌊rT ⌋ and define

I := {u ∈ [0, L] : e.Z̄r,m(u) = 0}

mγ := inf{e.Z̄r,m(u) : u ∈ [0, L] \ I}.

41



Choose δ = min {mγκ,mγε, ε/4|λ|} and consider 0 ≤ s < t ≤ L with t − s < δ. Fix k ∈ K
and let B ⊂ R+ a closed Borel set. By definition of the metric d(·, ·), it suffices to show the
following two inequalities

Q̄r,m
k (s)(B) ≤ Q̄r,m

k (t)(Bε) + ε, (B.39)

Q̄r,m
k (t)(B) ≤ Q̄r,m

k (s)(Bε) + ε. (B.40)

Case 1: If I ∩ [s, t] 6= ⊘, then e.Z̄r,m(u) > 0 on the interval [s, t]. By definition of the event

Ωr
As, we have

Q̄r,m
k (s)(B) ≤ Q̄r,m

k (s)([0, κ]) + Q̄r,m
k (s)(B ∩ I(κ)) ≤ ε/4 + Q̄r,m

k (s)(B ∩ I(κ)). (B.41)

Considering the definitions of mγ and δ, we obtain

S̄r,m(s, t) ≤
(t− s)

mγ
≤

δ

mγ
≤ min{κ, ε}. (B.42)

Consequently, B ∩ I(κ) ⊂ B ⊂ Bε + S̄r,m(s, t). From (B.41) and by applying (B.2) with t′ =
s, h = t− s, g = 1Bε , we obtain

Q̄r,m
k (s)(B) ≤

ε

4
+ Q̄r,m

k (s)(Bε + S̄r,m(s, t)) ≤ ε + Q̄r,m
k (t)(Bε).

Therefore (B.39) is proven.
Let us show (B.40). By using (B.2) with t′ = s and h = t − s, and by bounding the the

second term by its total mass, we get

Q̄r,m
k (t)(B) ≤ Q̄r,m

k (s)(B + S̄r,m(s, t)) +
1

r

K∑

l=1

rĒr
l
(t)∑

i=rĒr
l
(s)+1

〈1, ϑr
lk(i)〉

≤ Q̄r,m
k (s)(Bε) +

ε

2
,

where the second inequality above comes from the fact that (B.42) implies B + S̄r,m(s, t) ⊂ Bε,
and by definition of δ. Therefore (B.40) is proven.

Case 2: I ∩ [s, t] 6= ⊘. Let τ = inf I ∩ [s, t], consequently, e.Z̄r,m(u) > 0 on the interval
[s, τ). Therefore,

S̄r,m(s, τ) ≤
δ

mγ
< κ.

Given that we are in the event Ωr
As, we have

Q̄r,m
k (s)(B) ≤ Q̄r,m

k (s)([0, κ]) + Q̄r,m
k (s)(I(κ)) ≤ ε/4 + Q̄r,m

k (s)(I(S̄r,m(s, τ))).

By using (B.2) with g = 1(0,∞), t
′ = s and h = τ−s, and by using the fact that 〈1, Q̄r,m

k (τ)〉 = 0,
we get that

Q̄r,m
k (s)(I(S̄r,m(s, τ))) = 0.

Hence, Q̄r,m
k (s)(B) ≤ ε/4. Therefore (B.39) is proven. Let us establish (B.40). Once again, by

using (B.2) with g = 1B , t′ = τ and h = t − τ , and by bounding the second term by its total
mass, we obtain

Q̄r,m
k (t)(B) ≤ Q̄r,m

k (τ)(B + S̄r,m(τ, t)) +
1

r

K∑

l=1

rĒr
l
(t)∑

i=rĒr
l
(s)+1

〈1, ϑr
lk(i)〉

≤ 2δ|λ| ≤ ε/2,

where the second inequality follows from the fact that 〈1, Q̄r,m
k (τ)〉 = 0 and the condition that

we are within the event Ωr
LN , while the last one stems from the definition of δ. Therefore (B.40)

is proven.
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B.1.7 Precompactness

Building on the findings from earlier sections, we define an event on which any sequence of
simple paths of the shifted scaled process Q̄r,m(·) is relatively compact.

By Lemma B.7, for each n ∈ N and for all η > 0, there exists C = {(δk)}∞k=1 such that

lim inf
r→∞

Pr
( n⋂

k=1

Ωr(k, C)
)
≥ 1 − η,

where Ωr(k, C) =
{

maxm≤⌊rT ⌋wL(Q̄r,m(·), δk) ≤ 1/k
}
. Then, for each n ∈ N there exists a

r(n) ≥ 0 such that

Pr
( n⋂

k=1

Ωr(k, C)
)
≥ 1 − η ∀r > r(n).

Define n(r) = sup{n ∈ N : r(n) < r} if r > r(1) and 0 otherwise; and let Ωr(C) =
⋂n(r)

k=1 Ωr(k, C).
On one hand n(r) goes to infinity as r → ∞. On the other hand the set Ωr(C) is non empty
since n(r) > 1 for large r. This implies

lim inf
r→∞

Pr(Ωr(C)) ≥ 1 − η. (B.43)

As previously demonstrated in Section 4.1, the processor γr behaves as a single class pro-
cessor sharing queue. Consequently, according to [7, Lemma 4.4], there exists an event Ωr

Γ such
that

lim inf
r→∞

Pr(Ωr
Γ) ≥ 1 − η, (B.44)

where the process {γ̄r,m(·),m ≤ ⌊rT ⌋} is uniformaly approximated on [0, L] by a certain process
γ̃(·) which is a fluid solution of (4.27). Let (rn)n∈N a sequence on R+ which goes to infinity, we
have

lim
n→∞

sup
t∈[0,L]

max
mn≤⌊rnT ⌋

ρ (γ̄rn,mn(ω, t), γ̃(t)) = 0, (B.45)

lim
n→∞

sup
t∈[0,L]

max
mn≤⌊rnT ⌋

∣∣∣W̄ rn,mn(ω, t) − W̃ (t)
∣∣∣ = 0, (B.46)

where W̃ (t) = 〈χ, γ̃(t)〉. Let Ωr
CC denote the event in (B.30) and let Ωr

F = Ωr
LN ∩Ωr

CC ∩Ωr(C)∩
Ωr
Γ. From (B.5), (B.30) and (B.43)-(B.44), It follows that

lim inf
r→∞

Pr(Ωr
F ) ≥ 1 − η. (B.47)

Denote by Dr
L the set of ξr(·) ∈ D( [0, L],MK ) such that ξr(·) ≡ Q̄r,m(ω, ·) with ω ∈ Ωr

F

and m ≤ ⌊rT ⌋. Now, we we present the precompactness result of Q̄r,m(·), as derived from [4,
Theorem 3.6.3].

Theorem B.1. Fix T > 0 and assume (3.1)-(3.10) and (3.13)-(3.16). Let (rn)n∈N a sequence
on R+ approaching infinity. Any sequence (ξrn(·))n∈N such that ξrn(·) ∈ Drn

L for each n ∈ N, is
precompact in D( [0, L],MK). Furthermore, any subsequence (ξrni (·))i∈N converges uniformly

to a continuous process Q̃(·). In other words

lim
i→∞

sup
0≤t≤L

d
(
ξrni (t), Q̃(t)

)
= 0. (B.48)
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B.2 State space collapse proof

In this section, we prove the state space collapse stated in Theorem 4.1. For the rest of this
paper, ω is fixed on the event Ωr

F .
We consider the multiclass fluid model defined in Section 2.3 associated with critical data

(α, ν, P ) and initial state ξ ∈ Mc,K . Let D̃L be the set of the convergent subsequences in
Theorem B.1, which is non-empty. The following lemma establishes that the elements of this
set are fluid solutions to equation (4.41).

Lemma B.8. Assume (3.1)-(3.10) and (3.13)-(3.16). Let q the constant defined in (B.3). Fix
L > 1 and T > 1, any element Q̃(·) ∈ D̃L is a fluid solution of the equation (4.41).

The following lemma states that for sufficiently large r, any shifted fluid scaled process
Q̄r,m(·) evaluated at a some sample path in Ωr

F is uniformly approximated on [0, L] by some

element of D̃L.

Lemma B.9. Assume (3.1)-(3.10) and (3.13)-(3.16). Fix L > 1. For any ξr ∈ Dr
L there exists

Q̃(·) ∈ D̃L, such that

lim
r→∞

sup
t∈[0,L]

d
(
ξr(t), Q̃(t)

)
= 0.

The proof of those previous lemmas are omitted as it closely resembles arguments from the
literature for single-class systems.

Proof of Theorem 4.1

Fix ω ∈ Ωr
F , and assume that all random objects are evaluated at this ω. According to

(B.47) it is sufficient to show that for all ε > 0 there exists r′ > 0 such that for all r > r0

sup
t∈[0,T ]

d
(
Q̂r(ω, t),B ∗ ∆ν Ŵ r(ω, t)

)
≤ ε. (B.49)

Fix ε > 0. By Lemma B.8, any Q̃(·) ∈ D̃L is a fluid solution to the equation (4.41). By (3.6)
and (3.16), we have 〈χ3+θ,V0〉 < ∞. Consequently, by the definition of the constant q in (B.3),
we derive 〈χ1+q, ξ〉. Therefore, it follows from Proposition A.2 that

d
(
Q̃(t),B ∗ ∆νW̃ (t)

)
−−−−→
t→+∞

0,

where W̃ (·) = 〈χ, γ̃(·)〉 and such that γ̃(·) is a fluid solution of (4.27). This implies the existence
of L∗ > 0 such that for all s ≥ L∗,

d
(
Q̃(s),B ∗ ∆ν W̃ (s)

)
< ε/3. (B.50)

Fix a constant L > L∗ + 1. Considering that the interval [0, rT ] is encompassed by the union
of the interval [0, L∗] and the set of overlapping intervals [m + L∗,m + L] with m ≤ ⌊rT ⌋,
demonstrating (B.49) requires showing

max
m≤⌊rT ⌋

sup
t∈[L∗,L]

d
(
Q̄r,m(ω, t),B ∗ ∆ν W̄ r,m(ω, t)

)
≤ ε, (B.51)

sup
t∈[0,L∗]

d
(
Q̄r,0(ω, t),B ∗ ∆ν W̄ r,0(ω, t)

)
≤ ε. (B.52)
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From Lemma B.9, there exists Q̃(·) ∈ D̃L and r0 > 0 such that for all r > r0

max
m≤⌊rT ⌋

sup
t∈[0,L]

d
(
Q̄r,m(ω, t), Q̃(t)

)
< ε/3. (B.53)

Having (B.53) and (B.50), it remains to prove (B.54) in order to show (B.51). Let a and b two
vectors in RK

+ , and let A ⊂ R+ a Borel set. Given that 〈1,B ∗ Ve〉 = Q, a simple computation
yields

d[(B ∗ Ve) a, (B ∗ Ve) b] ≤ |b− a| |Q|.

Using the previous formula, we obtain for all r > 0 and t ∈ [0, L]

max
m≤⌊rT ⌋

d
(
B ∗ ∆ν W

r,m
(ω, t),B ∗ ∆ν W̃ (t)

)
≤

|Q| |Mλ|

e.(12M
(2) + MP ′QM)λ

∣∣∣W r,m
(ω, t) − W̃ (t)

∣∣∣ .

Therefore, by (B.46) there exists r1 > 0 such that for all r > r1,

max
m≤⌊rT ⌋

sup
t∈[0,L]

d
(
B ∗ ∆ν W̄ r,m(ω, t),B ∗ ∆ν W̃ (t)

)
< ε/3. (B.54)

As a result, (B.51) follows for all r > r′ = min{r0, r1}. To prove (B.52), it sufficies to show,

sup
t∈[0,L∗]

d
(
Q̃(t),B ∗ ∆ν W̃ (t)

)
< ε/3,

It follows from assumption (3.16) and Proposition A.1 and definition of the lifting map B ∗∆ν ,
that

Q̃(t) = B ∗ ∆ν W̃ (0) = B ∗ ∆ν W̃ (t) for all t ≥ 0.

Thus the result is proved.
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Index of Notation

K the set of all classes
I(x) the interval [x,∞)
e row vector of ones
P ′ the transpose of the routing matrix P
Q the matrix I + P ′ + P ′2 + · · · = (I − P ′)−1

M the space of finite, positive Borel measures on R+.
MK the K-ary Cartesian power of M
〈g, ν〉

∫
gdν

ν(A) 〈1A, ν〉
〈g(· − a), ν〉

∫
[a,∞) g(x− a)ν(dx)

D([0,∞), S) the space of all right continuous S-valued functions with
finite left limits defined on the interval [0,∞)

vk(i) the service times for the ith class k job
v0k(i) the service times requirement of the ith initial job at class k.
νk the Borel probability measure of vk
ν0k the Borel probability measure of v0k
ν the probability measure vector (ν1, ν2, · · · , νK)
ν0 the probability measure vector (ν01 , ν

0
2 , · · · , ν

0
K)

M diag{〈χ, νk〉, k ∈ K}

M (2) diag{〈χ2, νk〉, k ∈ K}
M0 diag{〈χ, ν0k 〉, k ∈ K}
Bk(t) the distribution function of νk
B(t) diag{Bk(t), k ∈ K}
V diag{νk, k ∈ K}
V0 diag{ν0k , k ∈ K}
F ∗n convolution of F n times
B(t) the matrix function

∑
n≥0(BP ′)∗n

∆ν the lifting map associated with the measure ν
σk(i) the arrival epoch of the ith job to arrive at class k

N l
k(i) total number of visits to class k by the ith job entering the

system as a job of class l.
Vk(i) the total service time required by the ith exogenous job of

class k until their departure from the server
V 0
k (i) the total service times required by the ith initial job of class

k
Uk(i) the time at which the ith arrival of class k enters the system

Vlk(i, n) the sum of service times required by the ith job of class l
from its arrival until its nth visit to class k (included)

V 0
lk(i, n) total service time required by the ith initial job of class l

until its nth visit to class k
Ul(i) the exogenous arrival epoch of the ith job of class l
S(t) the amount of service received in the interval [0, t]
S(s, t) the amount of service received in the interval [s, t]

νek the excess lifetime distribution associated with ν
νe the vector (νe1 , ν

e
2 , · · · , ν

e
K)

Ve diag{νek, k ∈ K}
Be

k(t) the distribution function of νek
Be(t) the matrix diag{Be

k(t), k ∈ K}

Ḃ(t) the derivative of B(t)
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