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STABILITY OF A PROCESSOR SHARING QUEUE WITH

VARYING THROUGHPUT

P. MOYAL

Abstrat. In this paper, we present a stability riterion for Proessor Sharing

queues, in whih the throughput may depend on the number of ustomers in

the system (in suh ases suh as interferenes between the users). Suh a

system is represented by a point measure-valued stohasti reursion keeping

trak of the remaining proessing times of the ustomers.

1. Introdution

In this paper, we address the question of stationarity in the general ergodi

framework for proessor sharing queues, in whih the throughput (i.e. the quantity

of work ahieved by the server(s) per unit of time) may depend on the state of

system. More preisely, we assume hereafter that the server(s) (it will be lear in

the sequel that the e�etive number of servers does not really matter, only does the

quantity of work onsumed per unit of time) proess(es) all the jobs present in the

system simultaneously and fairly. Whenever there are n ustomers in the system,

eah of them is thus served at a rate that depend on n, say r(n). The lassial

ase is when r(n) = 1/n, n ≥ 1, so that the total throughput equals n.r(n) = 1
whenever the system is non-empty: this is the lassial Proessor Sharing queue.

Hereafter we onsider a more general ontext, in whih the total throughput may

derease with the number of ustomers in the system (hene n.r(n) ≤ 1). This

is the ase for instane in a wireless network in whih the number of users being

urrently ative may derease the e�ieny of the resoures. Another ase, is when

the value of n the number of ustomers does not hange the nominal servie rate

r(n), say r(n) = 1 for all n. This orresponds to the lassial queue with in�nitely

many servers.

In both ases and under general stationary ergodi assumptions, Loynes' stability

result does not hold sine this is not a proper G/G/1 queue (the throughput may

be less, or larger than one). We address the question of the existene of a stationary

version of suh queues by representing them with point measure-valued stohasti

reursions in the Palm setting, so as to take into aount the dependeny in the

number of ustomers. This point measures keep trak of all the remaining servie

times of all the ustomers in the system. Then, it is possible to provide onditions

for the existene of a stationary version of this sequene, that allow to expliitly

onstrut stationary queues under these assumptions.

This paper is organized as follows. After some preliminaries in setion 2, we

present the queueing models we onsider in setion 3. In setion 4 we study the
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2 P. MOYAL

partiular ase of the G/G/∞ queue, and in setion 5 we present a stability riterion

for generalized proessor queues with state-dependent throughput.

2. Preliminaries

Let M
+
f and Cb denote respetively the set of positive �nite measures on R

∗
+

and the set of bounded ontinuous funtions from R to R. Equipped with the weak

topology σ
(

M
+
f , Cb

)

, M
+
f is Polish (see [2℄). Let 0 be the zero measure on R (i.e.,

suh that 0(B) = 0 for any Borel setB on R). For any µ ∈ M
+
f and any measurable

f : R → R, we lassially write 〈µ, f〉 :=
∫

f dµ. Let us denote for any y ∈ R and

any measurable f : R → R, τyf(.) = f(. − y)1{.>y}. Then, for any µ ∈ M
+
f , τyµ

denotes the only element of M
+
f s.t. 〈τyµ, f〉 = 〈µ, τyf〉.

Let the set M
+
f be endowed with the inreasing partial integral order � : for any

two µ, ν ∈ M
+
f , µ � ν if 〈µ, f〉 ≤ 〈ν, f〉 for any measurable non-dereasing funtion

f suh that these integrals exist. Of ourse, 0 � µ for any µ ∈ M
+
f . Furthermore,

let us remark that

Lemma 1. Any sequene of M
+
f that is �-inreasing and bounded above onverges

for the weak topology.

Proof. Let {µn}n∈N
be a �-inreasing sequene of M

+
f that is bounded above

by µ ∈ M
+
f . Then, as easily seen the sequene of non-inreasing real funtions

{µn ([.,∞))}n∈N
tends pointwise, and hene (this is Diniz Theorem), uniformly to

a non-inreasing real funtion f that is right ontinuous and has a ountable num-

ber of disontinuities. Moreover f(0) ≤ µ(R∗
+) < ∞, and we an fully haraterize

a measure µ∗ ∈ M
+
f setting µ∗ ((0, x)) = f(0) − f(x) for all x ∈ R

∗
+. In partiu-

lar, supx∈R∗

+
|µn ((0, x))− µ∗ ((0, x))| −→

n→∞
0, hene µn

tends to µ∗
in total variation,

whih ompletes the proof. �

Let nowM ⊂ M
+
f be the subset of �nite (simple) ounting measures on R

∗
+. Any

µ ∈ M\{0} reads µ =
∑N(µ)

i=1 δαi(µ), where N(µ) := µ(R∗
+) is the number of atoms

of µ, δx is the Dira measure at x ∈ R+ and α1(µ) < α2(µ) < ... < αN(µ)(µ). Then,

τy(µ) =
∑N(µ)

i=1 δαi(µ)−y1{αi(µ)>y} and for any two µ, ν ∈ M\{0}, µ � ν whenever







(i) N(µ) ≤ N(ν),

(ii) for all i = 0, ..., N(µ)− 1, αN(µ)−i(µ) ≤ αN(ν)−i(ν).

We denote for any µ ∈ M\{0}, Z(µ) = αN(µ)(µ), the largest atom of µ. Finally,

we write x+ = max(x, 0) for any real number x,
∑k

i=j . ≡ 0 whenever k < j and

max {∅} ≡ 0.

3. The model

Let us �rst introdue our de�nitions and assumptions on the queueing systems

we shall onsider in the sequel. Let (Ω,F ,P, θt) be a probability spae furnished

with a bijetive �ow (θt)t≥0, under whih P is stationary and ergodi. De�ne on Ω

the θt-ompatible simple point proess (At)t∈R
of points ... < T−2 < T−1 < T0 ≤

0 < T1 < T2 < ..., that represent the arrival times of the ustomers in a queue

without bu�er. The proess (At)t∈R
is marked by a sequene {σn}n∈Z

, where for
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all n ∈ Z, σn is the servie duration requested by the ustomer Cn arrived at time

Tn. Also denote for all n ∈ Z, ξn = Tn+1 − Tn, and suppose that the generi r.v. σ
and ξ are integrable. We onsider that the server(s) follow a generalized Proessor

Sharing disipline. By that, we mean that all present ustomers are taken are of

simultaneously, at a rate r that is equal for all ustomers. An example is of ourse

provided by the lassial Proessor Sharing queue, but it will be shown in the

subsequent setions that signi�ant results an be obtained as well for a wider lass

of systems. Indeed, it is plausible to assume in many ases, that the amount of work

in the system might a�et the throughput, onsidering for instane the working ost

indued by the swithing mehanism in the proessor, or the interferenes between

the users of a wireless network. In both ases, it is then natural to assume that

the rate r is a non-inreasing funtion of the servie pro�le, i.e. µ � ν implies

r(µ) ≥ r(ν). Hereafter, for the sake of simpliity, we will restrit to the sub-ase,

where r is a non-inreasing funtion of the number of ustomers in the system,

although it should be lear that all the results below hold as well when r is funtion
of the whole servie pro�le. In other words, at any t, denoting Q(t) the number of

ustomers in the system at t, eah ustomer is alloated a quantity of work r(Qt)
per unit of time, that is suh that r(i) ≥ r(j) for all i, j ∈ N

∗
suh that i ≤ j. Let

us illustrate through a naive example the e�et of a large number of ustomers on

the throughput.

Nominal servie rate Troughput

1 ustomer 1 1

2 ustomer 0.495 0.99

3 ustomer 0.3 0.9

... ... ...

100 ustomers 0.008 0.8

Provided that Cn is in the system at t, his remaining proessing time at this

instant is the time before his servie ompletion. The servie pro�le of the system

at t is the M-valued proess keeping trak of the remaining proessing times of all

the ustomers in the system at t:

µ(t) =

Q(t)
∑

i=1

δαi(µ(t))

where α1(µ(t)) ≤ α2(µ(t)) ≤ ..... ≤ αQ(t)(µ(t)) denote the remaining proessing

times of the ustomers in the system at t, ranked in dereasing order. Let W (t)
denote the workload at t. Then, the workload and the ongestion proesses an

easily be reovered from the servie pro�le proess by writing for all t

Q(t) = N(µ(t)),
W (t) = 〈µ(t), I〉,

where I is the identity funtion. The proesses µ, Q and W have RCLL paths, and

we denote for all t µ(t−) = lims↑↑t µ(s) (and aordingly, Q(t−) and W (t−)). We

denote for all n ∈ N, µn = µ(Tn−) (respetively Qn = Q(Tn−), Wn = X(Tn−))
the servie pro�le (resp. ongestion, workload) just before the arrival of ustomer

Cn.

Let

(

Ω,F ,P0
)

be the Palm spae of A, denote θ := θT1
, θ−1

his measurable

inverse and for all n ∈ Z, θn = θ ◦ θ ◦ ... ◦ θ and θ−n = θ−1 ◦ θ−1 ◦ ... ◦ θ−1. Note,
that P

0
is stationary and ergodi under θ, i.e. for all A ∈ F , P

0
[

θ−1
A
]

= P
0 [A]



4 P. MOYAL

and θA = A implies P
0 [A] = 0 or 1, and that all θ-ontrating event (suh that

P
0
[

Ac ∩ θ−1A
]

= 0) is θ-invariant. Denoting ξ := ξ0 and σ := σ0, we have for all

n ∈ Z, ξn := ξ ◦ θn and σn := σ ◦ θn.
We say that the E-valued random sequene {Xn}n∈N

is a stohastially reursive

sequene (SRS) whenever for some random mapping φ : E → E,

Xn+1 = φ ◦ θn (Xn) , n ∈ N, P0 − a.s..

For any E-valued r.v. Y , we denote

{

X
[Y ]
n

}

n∈N

the SRS {Xn}n∈N
suh that X

[Y ]
0 =

Y , P0
-a.s.. We follow the formalism of [1℄ and formulate the question of stationarity

for the SRS {Xn}n∈N
in the following terms. There exists a stationary version of

{Xn}n∈N
whenever for some Y and for all n, X

[Y ]
n = Y ◦ θn, P0

-a.s., or in other

words, provided that the equation

Y ◦ θ = φ(Y )

admits a solution that is a E-valued r.v.. We say that two sequenes of r.v. {Xn}n∈N

and {Yn}n∈N
ouple provided that

P
0 [∃N(ω), Xn(ω) = Yn(ω) for all n ≥ N(ω)] = 1,

and that there is strong bakwards from {Xn}n∈N
with the stationary sequene

{Y ◦ θn} whenever

P
0
[

∃N ′(ω), Xn ◦ θ−n(ω) = Y (ω) for all n ≥ N ′(ω)
]

= 1.

Lemma 2. The sequene {µn}n∈N
is stohastially reursive for any rate funtion

r: letting for all µ ∈ M and x ∈ R
∗
+,

• For all i ≤ N(µ),

γr
i (µ, x) = r(N(µ) − i+ 1)



x−
i−1
∑

j=1

αj(µ)

(

1

r(N(µ) − j + 1)
−

1

r(N(µ) − j)

)



 ,

• ir(µ, x) = max

{

i ≤ N(µ);αi(µ) ≤ γr
i (µ, x)

}

,

• γr(µ, x) := γr
(ir(µ,x)+1)∧1(µ, x),

• Φr(µ, x) = τγr(µ,x)µ,

we have for any initial pro�le µ0 anf for all n ∈ N,

(1) µn+1 = Φr (µn + δσn
, ξn) .

Proof. Just after the arrival of Cn, the servie pro�le reads µ := µn + δσn
. Set

T ′
0 := Tn and α0 (µ) = 0. For any i ∈ {1, ..., N (µ)}, let T ′

i be the theoretial

departure of the ustomer C̃i whose remaining servie time at Tn is αi(µ). The

remaining servie time of C̃i at T
′
i−1 is αi(µ)− αi−1(µ), and between T ′

i−1 and T ′
i ,

C̃i is served at rate r(N(µ) − i+ 1). Hene we have the indution formula

(2) T ′
i = T ′

i−1 +
αi(µ)− αi−1(µ)

r(N(µ) − i+ 1)
, i ∈ {1, ..., N(µ)} ,

from whih we dedue that for all i ∈ {1, ..., N(µ)},

(3) T ′
i = Tn +

αi(µ)

r(N(µ) − i+ 1)
+

i−1
∑

j=1

αj(µ)

(

1

r(N(µ)− j + 1)
−

1

r(N(µ) − j)

)

.
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For any i, ustomer C̃i leaves the system before Tn+1 provided that T ′
i − Tn ≤ ξn,

whih is equivalent to αi(µ) ≤ γr
i (µ, ξn) in view of (3). In partiular, ir(µ, ξn)

denotes the index of the last ustomer leaving the system before Tn+1 (or 0 if there
is no departure between Tn and Tn+1). Then the system is not empty at Tn+1−

provided that ir(µ, ξn) < N(µ), and in this ase,

{

C̃i, i ∈ {ir(µ, ξn) + 1, N(µ)}
}

is

the set of ustomers present in the system at Tn+1−. For suh i > ir(µ, ξn), the

remaining servie time of C̃i at Tn+1 is given by

αi(µ)− αir(µ,ξn)(µ) − r(N(µ)− ir(µ, ξn))
(

Tn+1 − T ′
ir(µ,ξn)

)

= αi(µ)− γr (µ, ξn) .

Thus the funtional mapping the pro�le at Tn onto the pro�le at Tn+1− reads

Φr(., ξn) : µ 7−→

N(µ)
∑

i=ir(µ,ξn)+1

δαi(µ)−γr(µ,ξn).

To obtain the announed result, remark that for any µ ∈ M and x ∈ R
∗
+, for any

i < N(µ) we have that

γr
i+1(µ, x)− γr

i (µ, x) =
r (N(µ)− i)− r (N(µ)− i+ 1)

r (N(µ)− i+ 1)
(γr

i (µ, x)− αi(µ)) ,

whih is nonnegative if and only if i ≤ ir(µ, x). Hene,

(4) γr(µ, x) = max
1≤i≤N(µ)

γr
i (µ, x),

and in partiular Φr(µ, ξn) = τγr(µ,ξn)µ, P
0
-a.s.. �

For a �xed x ∈ R+, the two following monotoniity properties of the mappings

Φr(., x) hold, as shown in Appendix.

Lemma 3. For any x ∈ R+ and any rate funtion r, the mapping Φr(., x) is

non-dereasing from M into itself.

Lemma 4. For any x ∈ R+ and any µ ∈ M, for any two rate funtions r and r̃
suh that r(i) ≤ r̃(i) for all i ∈ N

∗
, Φr(µ, x) � Φr̃(µ, x).

4. The pure delay system

Let us �rst onsider the ase, where the rate funtion is onstant with respet to

the size of the system, say r(i) = 1 for any i ≥ 1. This orresponds to the lassial

"pure delay" G/G/∞ queue: all present ustomers are simultaneously served at

unit rate, and hene spend in the system a time equal to their servie duration,

whih is equivalent to say that there is an in�nity a servers. In this ase, the

reursive equation (1) driving the servie pro�le sequene (for whih a di�usion

approximation is given in [5℄ in the M/GI/∞ ase) speializes to

(5) µn+1 = τξn (µn + δσn
)

and a stationary servie pro�le for the queue is a solution to the equation

(6) µ ◦ θ = τξ (µ+ δσ) .

The following lemma (see [7℄) will be used in the sequel.
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Lemma 5. There exists a unique P
0
-a.s. �nite solution to the equation

(7) L ◦ θ = [max {L, σ} − ξ]
+
,

given by

(8) L :=

[

sup
j∈N∗

(

σ−j −

j
∑

i=1

ξ−i

)]+

.

Proof. Existene. Loynes' Theorem for stohasti reurrenes (see [6℄, [1℄) an be

applied sine the mapping x 7→ [max {x, σ} − ξ]
+
is P

0
-a.s. ontinuous and non-

dereasing. The minimal solution L to (7) lassially reads as the P
0
-a.s. limit of

Loynes's sequene

{

L
[0]
n ◦ θ−n

}

n∈N

, where

{

L
[0]
n

}

n∈N

is the initially null SRS that

is de�ned by

L
[0]
n+1 =

[

max
{

L[0]
n , σn

}

− ξn

]+

for all n ∈ N.

It is routine to hek from Birkho�'s ergodi theorem (and the fat that σ is not

identially zero) that L is P
0
-a.s. �nite.

Uniqueness. Let L̃ be a solution to (7). First, remark that if L̃ > σ, P0
-a.s. would

imply that on a P
0
-a.s. event,

L̃ ◦ θ > 0 ⇔ L̃ ◦ θ = L̃− ξ,

a ontradition to the ergodi Lemma. Hene in view of the minimality of L, we
have that

P
0
[

L̃ = L
]

= P
0
[

L̃ ◦ θ ≤ L ◦ θ
]

≥ P
0
[

L̃ ≤ σ
]

> 0,

whih implies that

{

L̃ = L
}

is P
0
-almost sure sine it is θ-ontrating. �

We an now state the following result.

Theorem 1. The equation (6) admits a �nite solution, given by

µPD =

∞
∑

i=1

δ(σ−i−
P

i
j=1

ξ−j)1{σ−i≥
P

i
j=1

ξ−j}.

Moreover, provided that

(9) P
0 [L ≤ 0] > 0,

this solution is unique and for all ζ suh that Z(ζ) ≤ L, P
0
-a.s, the sequene

{

µ
[ζ]
n

}

n∈N

onverges with strong bakwards oupling to µPD.

Proof. Existene. It is a straightforward onsequene of Birkho�'s ergodi theorem

that

P
0
[

µPD ∈ M
]

= P
0





Card







i ∈ N
∗, σ−i −

i
∑

j=1

ξ−j ≥ 0







< ∞



 > 0.

This θ-ontrating event is thus P
0
-almost sure. On another hand, in view of

Lemma 3, the mapping µ 7→ τξ (µ+ δσ) is P
0
-a.s. non-dereasing from M into

itself. It is furthermore ontinuous for the weak topology, as easily heked from
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the fat that for any M-valued sequene {νn}n∈N
tending weakly to ν, for any

x, s ∈ R+ and any φ ∈ Cb,

〈τxνn + δs, φ〉 =

∫

φ(y − x) dνn(y) + φ(s) −→
n→∞

∫

φ(y − x) dν(y) = 〈τxν + δs, φ〉.

Thus, we an follow the steps of Loynes' onstrution (Lemma 1), to onlude that

µPD is the �-minimal solution of (6) sine it is the P
0
-a.s. limit of the sequene

given for all n ∈ N by

µ[0]
n ◦ θ−n =

∞
∑

i=1

δ(D−i−
P

i
j=1

ξ−j)1{D−i≥
P

i
j=1

ξ−j}.

Uniqueness. It is easily heked that for any solution µ of (6),

Z(µ) ◦ θ = Z (τξ (µ+ δσ)) = [Z(µ) ∨ σ − ξ]
+
,

hene Z(µ) = L, P0
-a.s.. Moreover, sine µPD is the minimal solution of (6), we

have that

{

µ = µPD
}

⊇ {µ = 0} = {Z(µ) = 0} = {L = 0} .

Hene, whenever (9) holds, the event {µ = µPD} has a positive probability. Sine

it is θ-invariant, it is P0
-almost sure.

Coupling. Let ζ be a M-valued r.v. suh that Z(ζ) ≤ L, P0
-a.s.. It is easy to

onstrut another M-valued r.v. ζ̃ suh that ζ � ζ̃ and Z(ζ̃) = L, P0
-a.s. by

setting e.g. ζ̃ =
∑N(ζ)−1

i=1 δi(ζ) + δL. From Lemma 3, it follows by indution that

µ
[ζ]
n � µ

[ζ̃]
n , P

0
-a.s. for all n ∈ N. Remark now that for all n ∈ N, Z

(

µ
[ζ̃]
n

)

= L◦θn,

as easily heked by indution. Hene, for all n ∈ N, we have

En := {L ◦ θn = 0} =
{

Z
(

µ[ζ̃]
n

)

= 0
}

=
{

µ[ζ̃]
n = 0

}

⊆
{

µ[ζ]
n = 0

}

.

Therefore, {En}n∈N
is a stationary sequene of renovating events of length 1 for

{

µ
[ζ]
n

}

n∈N

(see [3, 4℄) for any ζ suh that Z(ζ) ≤ L, P0
-a.s.. Assumptions (9)

implies the oupling property for suh an initial ondition in view of Corollary

2.5.1 of [1℄. �

As simple onsequenes of the latter result, let us remark the following oupling

properties.

Corollary 1. Under ondition (9), for any ζ suh that Z(ζ) ≤ L, P0
-a.s,

(i)

{

X
[N(ζ)]
n

}

n∈N

onverges with strong bakwards oupling to N (µPD) ;

(ii)

{

W
[〈ζ,I〉]
n

}

n∈N

onverges with strong bakwards oupling to 〈µPD, I〉.

5. Proessor Sharing queues

We shall now onsider the ase, where the rate funtion depends on the number

of ustomers in the system at urrent time. We assume hereafter that the non-

dereasing funtion r is suh that

(10) sup
n∈N∗

n.r(n) ≤ 1,

(11) Kr = inf
n∈N∗

n.r(n) > 0.
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Assumption (10) amounts to say that there is a single server, in that the throughput

at time t, given by Q(t).r(Q(t)), may not exeed one. A typial ase is the lassial

Proessor Sharing queue: assume that r(n) = n−1
for any n (and hene Kr = 1),

meaning that all ustomers are served at a rate that is inversely proportional to

the number of ustomers. In that ase the server works at unit rate whatever the

number of ustomers in the system. Whenever Kr < 1, the number of ustomers

a�ets the veloity of servie, so that the total throughput may be less than one.

We assume nevertheless in (11) that a minimal throughput Kr is granted for a

given r, i.e. the server always ahieves at least Kr unit of work per unit of time.

An example is provided by the following idealisti senario: the server works at

unit rate whenever there is only one ustomer in the system (r(1) = 1), and the

interferenes (or operating ost) when there are several ustomers in servie at the

same time dereases by half the e�ieny of the server, so that r(i) = 1/(2i) for
any i ≥ 2, whih implies in partiular that (11) is met for Kr = 1/2.

In view of Lemma 2, a stationary servie pro�le is a solution to the equation

(12) µ ◦ θ = Φr (µ+ δσ, ξ) .

We have the following result.

Theorem 2. Let r be a rate funtion satisfying assumptions (10) and (11). Then

provided that

(13) E
0 [σ] < KrE

0 [ξ] ,

the equation (12) admits a unique �nite solution µr
. Moreover, for any M-valued

r.v. ζ suh that 〈ζ, I〉 ≤ WKr
, P

0
-a.s. (where WKr

is the unique solution of (14)),

the sequene

{

µ
[ζ]
n

}

n∈N

onverges with strong bakward oupling to µr
.

Proof. Existene. Fix r satisfying (10) and (11). From Loynes's fundamental sta-

bility result, the equation

(14) W ◦ θ = [W + σ −Krξ]
+

admits a unique P
0
-a.s. �nite solution, sayWKr

, provided that (13) holds. Let r̃ be
the rate funtion suh that for all µ ∈ M, r̃(µ) = Kr/N(µ), so that the throughput
under r̃ always equals Kr whenever the system is non-empty. Let ζ be a M-valued

r.v. suh that 〈ζ, I〉 ≤ WKr
and

ζ̃ = ζ + δWKr−〈ζ,I〉1WKr>〈ζ,I〉.

Is then lear that 〈ζ̃ , I〉 = WKr
. Moreover, we have P

0
-a.s. for all n ∈ N

〈µ
r̃,[ζ̃]
n+1, I〉 =

[

〈µr̃,[ζ̃]
n , I〉+ σn −Krξn

]+

,

as the throughput equals Kr at any time (as easily heked from Lemma 2), so that

〈µ
r̃,[ζ̃]
n+1, I〉 = WKr ◦ θn for all n ∈ N. On another hand, ζ � ζ̃, hene in view of

Lemmas 3 and 4, an immediate indution shows that µ
r,[ζ]
n � µ

r̃,[ζ̃]
n for all n ∈ N,

whih implies in turn that

〈µr,[ζ]
n , I〉 ≤ 〈µr̃,[ζ̃]

n , I〉 = WKr ◦ θn for all n ∈ N.

Therefore, for all n ∈ N, on An :=
{

WKr ◦ θn = 0
}

, we have that 〈µ
r,[ζ]
n , I〉 = 0,

hene µ
r,[ζ]
n = 0 and

µ
r,[ζ]
n+1 = Φr (δσn

, ξn) .
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Therefore

{

µ
r,[ζ]
n

}

n∈N

admits {An}n∈N
as a stationary sequene of renovating events

of length 1. Furthermore, the event A0 =
{

WKr = 0
}

has a strilty positive prob-

ability sine the ontrary would imply that

E
0
[

WKr ◦ θ −WKr
]

= E
0 [σ −Krξ] < 0,

an absurdity in view of the ergodi Lemma. Then it follows from [1℄, Th. 2.5.3,

that there is strong bakwards oupling of µ
r,[ζ]
n with the stationary sequene

{µr ◦ θn}n∈N
, where µr

is a proper solution to (12).

Uniqueness. Fix r and r̃ be as above. There exists a solution µr̃
to (12). Then,

we have P
0
-a.s.

〈µr̃, I〉 ◦ θ = 〈Φr̃
(

µr̃ + δσ, ξ
)

, I〉 =
[

〈µr̃, I〉+ σ −Krξ
]+

,

hene 〈µr̃, I〉 equalsWKr
, P

0
-a.s.. Moreover, on

{

〈µr, I〉 ≤ WKr}

, we have in view

of Lemma 2 that

〈µr, I〉 ◦ θ ≤ 〈Φr̃ (µr + δσ, ξ) , I〉 = [〈µr, I〉+ σ −Krξ]
+ ≤ WKr ◦ θ, P

0 − a.s.,

thus the event

{

〈µr, I〉 ≤ WKr
}

is θ-ontrating. Moreover,

P
0
[

〈µr, I〉 ≤ WKr
]

≥ P
0 [〈µr, I〉 = 0] > 0,

as another onsequene of (13) and the ergodi Lemma. Therefore, 〈µr, I〉 ≤ WKr
,

P
0
-a.s., so that

An ⊆ {〈µr, I〉 ◦ θn = 0} = {µr ◦ θn = 0} .

Consequently, {An}n∈N
is a stationary sequene of renovating events of length 1

for {µr ◦ θn}n∈N
for any solution µr

of the equation (12) assoiated to the rate r.

Sine P
0 [A0], there exists a unique solution to (12) in view of Remark 2.5.3. in

[1℄. �

We have in partiular:

Corollary 2. Under ondition (13), for any ζ suh that 〈ζ, I〉 ≤ WKr
, P

0
-a.s.,

(i)

{

X
[N(ζ)]
n

}

n∈N

onverges with strong bakwards oupling to N (µr) ;

(ii)

{

W
[〈ζ,I〉]
n

}

n∈N

onverges with strong bakwards oupling to 〈µr, I〉.

Appendix A. Proofs of monotoniity

For easy heking, we present hereafter the details of the derivations proving

Lemmas 3 and 4.

Proof of Lemma 3. We �x again x ∈ R+ and µ, ν ∈ M suh that µ � ν. Whenever

ir(µ, x) < N(µ) (otherwise Φr(µ, x) = 0), we have that

N(ν)−N(µ)+ir(µ,x)
∑

j=1

αj(ν)

(

1

r(N(ν) − j + 1)
−

1

r(N(ν) − j)

)

≥

ir(µ,x)
∑

j=1

αj(µ)

(

1

r(N(µ) − j + 1)
−

1

r(N(µ) − j)

)

,
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whih implies that

αN(ν)−N(µ)+ir(µ,x)+1(ν) ≥ αir(µ,x)+1(µ)

≥ r(N(µ) − ir(µ, x))



x−

ir(µ,x)
∑

j=1

αj(µ)

(

1

r(N(µ) − j + 1)
−

1

r(N(µ)− j)

)





≥ γr
N(ν)−N(µ)+ir(µ,x)+1(ν, x).

This means that i0(ν, x) ≤ N(ν)−N(µ)+i0(µ, x), i.e. N (Φr(µ, x)) ≤ N (Φr(ν, x)) .
Hene in view of (4), we have

γ(µ, ξ) = γr
ir(µ,ξ)+1 (µ, x) ≥ γr

(ir(ν,ξ)+N(µ)−N(ν))++1(µ, x)

≥ r (N(ν)− ir(ν, x))



x−

ir(ν,x)
∑

j=1

αj(ν)

(

1

r (N(ν)− j + 1)
−

1

r (N(ν)− j)

)





= γr(ν, x),

whih learly implies that Φr(µ, x) � Φr(ν, x). �

Proof of Lemma 4. We now �x µ ∈ M and x ∈ R+. For any two rate funtions r
and r̃ suh that r(i) ≤ r̃(i) for any i ∈ N

∗
, the indution formula (2) straightfor-

wardly shows that ir(µ, x) ≥ ir̃(µ, x) i.e. N (Φr(µ, x)) ≤ N
(

Φr̃(µ, x)
)

. Hene, as

in the previous proof, γr(µ, x) ≤ γ r̃(µ, x). �

Aknowledgements

The author would like to warmly thank Bryan Renne for useful disussions in

Dublin.

Referenes

[1℄ Baelli, F. and Brémaud, P. (2002) Elements of Queueing Theory, 2nd ed., Springer

(2002).

[2℄ Billingsley, P. (1968). Convergene of probability Measures, Wiley, New York.

[3℄ Borovkov, A. A. Stohasti proesses in queueing theory. Springer-Verlag, 1976. Translated

from the Russian by Kenneth Wikwire, Appliations of Mathematis, No. 4.

[4℄ Borovkov, A. A. and Foss, S. Stohasti Reursive Sequenes and their Appliations.

Siberian Math. J., 2(1), 16�81, 1992.

[5℄ Dereusefond, L. and Moyal, P. (2007) A Funtional Central Limit Theorem for the

M/GI/∞ queue. Annals of Appl. Prob., to appear.

[6℄ Loynes, R.M. (1962). The stability of queues with non-independent interarrivals and servie

times. Proeedings of the Cambridge Philosophial Soiety, 58, 497�520.

[7℄ Moyal, P. (2007) Constrution of a stationary FIFO queue with impatient ustomers.

Preprint Arxiv math.PR/0802.2495.

Laboratoire de Mathématiques Appliquées de Compiègne, Université de Tehnolo-

gie de Compiègne, Département Génie Informatique, Centre de Reherhes de Roy-

allieu, BP 20 529, 60 205 COMPIEGNE Cedex, FRANCE

E-mail address: Pasal.Moyal�ut.fr


	1. Introduction
	2. Preliminaries
	3. The model
	4. The pure delay system
	5. Processor Sharing queues
	Appendix A. Proofs of monotonicity
	Acknowledgements
	References

