arXiv:1604.00621v2 [math.PR] 4 Mar 2017

Modeling and study a general vacation queuing system with
impatience customers

Assia Boumahdaf *

January 11, 2022

Abstract

In this paper we model and study a general vacation queueing model with impatient cus-
tomers. We first propose a sufficient condition for the existence of the stationary workload
process. We then give an integral equation for the independent and identically distributed case.
This integral equation is solved when customers arrive according to a Poisson point process. A
relationship between the tail of the waiting time distribution and the tail of service distribution
is also given.

1 Introduction

We introduce and study a new model of a vacation queueing model with impatient customers. Such
models may be used to describe packet switching networks involving real-time applications. These
applications are characterized by a data transmission time within a very short time. Moreover, such
systems transmit packets flows that come from different sources and are multiplexed in a common
queue, resulting in a delay transmission (the waiting time). This delay transmission, is one of
the main elements of quality of service (QoS) in such systems. When we are concerned with the
performance of one particular stream, the other flows (waiting in the same queue) may be regarded as
secondary flows. So, the server may be regarded as a server on vacation whenever it transmits these
secondary flows. We will focus specifically on modelling the workload and studying the performance
of a vacation queueing model with impatient customers. We will model the workload process by
a stochastic recursive sequence (SRS). The workload at time n is defined as the amount of work
remaining to be done by the server at time n. This equation is described by the recursion W, 11 =
h(W,, &), where the random variable W,, denotes the workload viewed by the nth customer, {,}
is some stationary random variable, and h(.) some deterministic and known function. Such a
model, has never been considered before in the literature. Recursions of this type which may
see as a generalisation of Lindley’s recursion Lindley [1952] is one of the fundamental and most
well-studied equations in queuing theory. For earlier works on such stochastic recursions, see for
example Baccelli and Brémaud [2003], Borovkov and Foss [1992] or Brandt et al. [1990]. The first
important issue that we consider is the stability of the system. We will consider the problem of
the existence and uniqueness of a stationary version of the workload process by using the theory
of renovating events of Borovkov (Borovkov [1978], Borovkov [1998] ) in the general case where
the underlying processes are stationary. Such theory have been used in the context of queues with
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impatience by Moyal [2010]. Under stability conditions and independence assumptions, an integral
equation for the stationary probability density function (p.d.f.) of the workload is derived. Using
the Laplace transform approach a closed-form expression for the steady-state limiting distribution
of the workload given when the customers arrive according to a Poisson process and the patience
times are exponentially distributed. If one cannot determine analytically the limiting distribution
function of the waiting time it is of interest of studying the tail behaviour using informations from
the given distributions.

Queueing models with impatience and vacation times have been largely studied. The phenomena
of impatience is also referred in the applied probability literature as limited waiting (or sojourn)
times. Most of these works using integral equation approach, focus on the M/G/1 queueing models
with a general vacation distribution and constant deadline. The study of these queueing systems
have been initiated by van der Duyn Schouten [1978]. The author derives the joint stationary
distribution of the workload and the state of the server (available for service or on vacations).
Takine and Hasegawa [1990] have considered two M /G/1 with balking customers and deterministic
deadline on the waiting and sojourn times. They obtain an integral equation for the steady state
probability distribution function of the waiting times and the sojourn times. They expressed them in
terms of steady state probability distribution function of the M/G/1 queue with vacations without
deadline. Recently, Katayama [2011] has investigated the M/G/1 queue with multiple and single
vacations, sojourn time limits and balking behaviour. Explicit solutions for the stationary virtual
waiting time distribution are derived under various assumptions on the service time distribution.
Katayama [2012] derives recursive equations in the case of deterministic service times for the steady-
state distributions of the virtual waiting times in a M /G /1 queue with multiple and single vacations,
sojourn time limits and balking behaviour.

This paper is organised as follows. In Section 2, we describe the model for the workload process.
In Section 3, we provide a sufficient condition for the existence and the uniqueness of the stationary
workload. In Section 4, an integral equation is established when customers arrive according to
a Poisson process and the patience time is exponentially distributed. In Section 5, we derive an
integral equation satisfied by the steady-state probability distribution function and a close-form
expression of its Laplace transform is proposed. In Section 6, we investigate the tail of the workload
distribution.

2 Description of the model

2.1 Description of the probability space

Let (€2,.27,P) be a probability space. All random variables under consideration will be defined on
(Q,47,P). Let 6 be a measurable map from (£2,.27) into itself such that P is #-invariant, that is
P(071(4)) =P (A) for all A€ o/, where 6~ denotes the measurable inverse of §. We assume that
P is -ergodic, i.e., for all A € o that are f-invariant, that is 671(A) = A then P(A) =0 or 1. The
iterates of the mapping @ are defined by composition, where #° is the identity map, and for n € N,

0" =0o0fho...00 and 0" =010 o...007L.
—_—

n times n times

We now proceed to describe our queueing system. We consider first-in-first-out queueing system
with infinite waiting room in which customers enter at random times ..., 7 1 < Ty < T7.... We
denote for all n € Z, 7, = T,, — T,,_1 the inter-arrival time between the nth customer and the



(n—1)th one. Customers are denoted in the all the sequel ..., C_1,Cy, C1,.... They require service
times (o, n € Z). Furthermore, they are assumed impatient, that is, they require to reach the
server before a given deadline (D,,, n € Z) otherwise, he lives the system and never returns. More
precisely, if a customer reaches the server before his deadline he remains until completion. The
workload upon arrival of customer C),, denoted by W, is assumed to be known. Hence C,, enters
the system if and only if the W,, < D,,. If not, C,, does not enter and never returns. Whenever a
customer is patient W,, correspond to his waiting time. We assume furthermore, that the server is
subject to service interruptions (V,,,n € Z), called vacations. When the system becomes idle, the
server takes one vacation. If on return from a vacation the system is not empty, the server begins
service, otherwise it waits for the next arrival.

We shall further assume that (2, .<7) is the canonical space of the sequence
((TmamDm Vo), n e Z).

Specifically, we take Q = (R%)% and o = Z((R%)Z), where Z((R%)Z) is the Borel sigma-field on
(Ri)z. If we Q then w:= ((w,i,w,%,w;z,w,%), ke Z> and the shift operator is thus defined on €2 by

O(w) = <(Wli+1’wlz+1’wlgc’+17wé+l)a ke Z)-

For w € Q, we define on (£, %) the generic random variables

T(w) 7 (Wi, k € Z) := W},
ow) = T(wp, kEZ):=uwd,
Dw) = 7(wp, kE€Z) :=wd,
V(w) = 7(wp k€Z):=uwy.

The random variables 7, o, D and V are interpreted as, respectively, the inter-arrival time starting
from 0, the service time of the customer Cj arrived at time 0, the deadline of Cy and the vacation
time of index 0. Hence, for all n € Z, 706", 000", Dof™ and V 06" represent, respectively, the inter-
arrival time between C,, and C, 11, the service time and the deadline of C,,, and the nth vacation
period. The mapping 6 passes from a customer to the following one in order of arrivals. Then, it

follows from our readily assumptions that the sequence <(Tn, Ony D, Vy,), n € Z> is stationary and

ergodic. We assume moreover that the random variables 7, o, D and V are integrable and that
7 > 0 P-a.s.. We fix the time origin 7j = 0 at the arrival time of Cy. The quadruplet (2, o/, P, )

is usually called the Palm space of the sequence <(Tn, Onys Dy Vi), n € Z).

2.2 The workload sequence

Let Wy, t € R be the workload at time ¢, that is the amount of work remaining to be done by the
server at time ¢. By convention, the workload process {Wy,t € R} is taken right-continuous with
left limit W;—, with Wy~ = 0. We define the workload sequence (W,,n € Z) by W,, = WT;, for
all n € Z. The value of W,, taken up to time 7T}, represents the time that the customer C,, would
have to wait to reach the server. Under the First In First Out (FIFO) discipline, patient customers
are those whose the deadline exceeds the workload upon their arrivals, i.e., the customer C,, enters



the system if and only if W,, < D,,. In literature of queueing system, we say that the customer
balks upon arrival. In the sequel, we will use the notation (ng ,n € Z) to indicate that the initial
condition of the sequence (X,,,n € Z) is given by Xy = X P-a.s.. The first issue, we are concerned
with, is the representation of the workload sequence (WXV ,n € Z) by a stochastic recursive sequence
(SRS) that expresses the workload Wﬁl of the customer C,,; 1 in terms of W,V In the sequel, we
omit the exponent if there is no confusion. The representation of the workload sequence by a SRS
will allow us to provide stability condition under general assumptions of ergodicity.

Before defining the model, let us start by introducing some definitions and notations. We define
at first the random variable X,, given by Equation (1) below, and afterwards, the concept of (m,n)-
family. In all the sequel, we assume that Wy = W P-a.s., where W is a non-negative random
variable and that the customer Cj reaches the server and remains in the system until completion of
his service. Define the random variable X,, by

Xp =Wn+o0nlw,<p, — T, nEZ. (1)

As for the standard Lindley recursion we discuss possible configurations depending on the sign of
X,,. Two possible situations occur: when X, > 0 and when X,, < 0. When the event {X, > 0}
occurs, at time 7), (the arrival time of C),) the system is not idle; whereas on {X,, < 0} the system
is idle at T;,.

e If X, > 0, then two cases occur: when the customer C,, is served (i.e., W,, < D,;) and when
C), balks upon arrival (W,, > D,,). If C, is patient then X,, = W}, + 0,, — 7, and thus the customer
Ch41 arrives during the sojourn time (the waiting plus the service time) of Cj,. In such a case

Wn+1 = Wn +0on — Tn.

Otherwise, if C), is impatient (he abandons the system upon his arrival) then X,, = W,, — 7,. In
this case, X, > 0 means that if C,, had been patient, the customer C,, 1 would have arrived during
the waiting time of C),. Whatever the state of the server (in service or in vacation), provided that
C, and C),41 arrive during the same state, the workload of the customer C, 11 is given by

Wit = Wi, — 7.

o If X,, < 0 the situation is slightly different because the server can take vacations and thus
the workload of €41 may be expressed in terms of these vacations. Indeed, when X,, < 0, this
may mean two things: either the server begins one vacation or the server returns from its vacation.
Consider at first, the case where C), is patient. Then, the customer C,, 11 arrives after the departure
of C,. At the departure time of C,,, the system is idle and the server takes one vacation V,,. If Cj,11
arrives during the vacation period V,, then its workload is expressed as

Whe1 =Wy + 00+ Vy, — e

Whereas, if after returning from its vacation, the server finds an idle system, the workload of C), 41
is Wy41 = 0. Combining both results, we have

Wyt =[Wp +0n+ Vi — 1]

When X,, < 0 and W,, > D,,, the workload of C,11 may be expressed in terms of vacation
or not. Indeed, )41 may arrive during a vacation period or arrive after this period. In order to



distinguish both cases, we need to introduce some definitions. In the sequel, we will introduce the
concept of (m,n)-family of customers and we need also to know how many number of customers
are served with a (m,n)-family (where m is a random variable). This number will enable us to
identify the cases where W, 11 is expressed in terms of vacation or not.

Let us now define the concept of a (m,n)-family. Such a family will be denoted by F,, m >
0, n > m and it consists of all customers C,,,...,C, satisfying X,,—1 < 0,X,, > 0, X},41 >
0,...,X,-1>0,X, <0, ie.,
Fl={Cn,...,Cp}.
When m = 0 the (0, n)-family is the family of customers satisfying Xy > 0,...X,, <0, i.e.
o =1Co,...,Cy}.

Such a family may be composed only by one customer. For example, F' = {C),,} contains only
Cp. In such a case we have X,,_; < 0, and X,, < 0. Whenever m = n = 0, the family 5§ = {Cy}
satisfies only one condition Xy < 0. In conclusion, when 0 < m < n, a family of customers must
begin by customer C,, such that X,, > 0, and must end by a customer C,, satisfying X,, < 0.

We now focus on the number of served customers within a (m,n)-family, F;.. This number
will be of major importance to define the workload W, 11 when X,, < 0 and W,, > D,,. Assume
that X,, < 0 and C,, is impatient, i.e., W,, > D, then the (m,n)-family is well defined (m is a
realization of some random variable M,,. We shall explicitly define it right after). The number of
served customers within F)} will be denoted by N,, and is defined by

Ny, = Z 1Wk§Dk S {0, ,n}.

k=m

o If N,, > 0, then there at least one patient customer within F;'. Consequently, at the instant
where the event {X,, <0,W,, > D, } occurs, the system is idle and the server takes one vacation at
the departure time of the last served customer. The workload of C),41 is thus given by

W1 = [Wn+ Vi, — 7).

e Whereas, on the event {X,, < 0,W,, > D,,, N,, = 0} the system is idle but all customers within
F). are impatient. In this case, we have

Wn—‘,—l = [Wn — Tn]+ =0.

Back to the definition of the random variable M,,. This random variable characterizes the the
first customer of a family and is defined by

M, =sup{l <r<n: X, ; <0and X,, >0} on {X, <0}, (2)
with the convention sup() = —oo.

The above discussion is summarized in the following Proposition.

Proposition 2.1. For a G/G/1/Vs + G queue, the workload sequence {W,,n € N} satisfies the
Lindley type recursion, for all n >0

Wo=W P—a.s. and W1 = { (3)
[Xn + anNn>0]+ Zf Xn S O,



where the initial condition Wy = W P-a.s. is a non-negative random variable, and
n
N,, = Z 1Wk§Dk7 (4)
k=M,
with M, defined by (2).

Remark 2.1. The Model 3 contains one event of probability one which is {X,, < 0,W,, < D,,, N,, >
0} and one of probability zero, {W,, < D,,, N, = 0}.

The model (3) may be written more explicitly as

W, +o,— ™ if Wy, +o0,—71,>0, W, <D,,
Wy — T if W, — 7, >0, W,, > Dy,
Wos1 =4 [Wa+0on+ Vo —70)" if Wy, +0,—7n <0, W, < D,, (5)
Wy 4 Vi — 1] T if W,, —71, <0, W, > D,,N, >0,
W, — 7] =0 if W, —7, <0, W, > D,,N, =0.

In the standard queueing model with impatience, the workload process {W,,,n € N} is driven
by a Stochastic Recursive Sequence (SRS) of the form

W() =W and Wn+1 = h(Wngn))

where
&n = (Tny 0ny Dy) € Ri (6)

The model may be also described by a recursive equation but it has the particularity to depend of
all the past through the random variables N,, and M,,. We then define

Wn,O = (Wn,Wn_l,---,WO)
gn,O = (gna n—1, ... ,50) 5

where &, := (7,00, Vi, Dy) € Ri. Hence, the workload sequence (5) may be represented by the
following SRS

h1 (Wh, &) on {X, >0} U{X, <0,W, <D,},
Wo=W, W i= (7)
h2 (Wn,Oaén,O) on {Xn < 0, Wy, > Dn}a

where hy and hgy are some specified measurable functions and (&,,n > 0) is a stationary and ergodic
sequence.

3  Stability

This section is devoted to the study of the stability of the system, i.e., the existence of an equilibrium
state. The evolution of this process is described by the recursive sequence (7), where h is not
monotonic in the state variable and depends on all the past of the W,, and &,. Thus, the technique



developed by Loynes Loynes [1962] for finding the stationary version of W,, is not efficient. An
alternative to prove the existence and the uniqueness of a stationary regime is the renovating events
method introduced by Borovkov in Borovkov [1978]. Such a method was applied by Moyal Moyal
[2010] for a standard queueing model with impatience. The author provides a sufficient condition
for the existence and the uniqueness of the stationary workload. Here again, this technique is not
directly applicable to our model (7) since it depends on all the past. To overcome this difficulty,
we will introduce a recursive sequences (ZZV ,n € N) which corresponds to the workload sequence
where we have removed all the events depending on the past. In this way, the sequence (Z,I:V ,n > 0)
will be of the form Z,, 41 = ¢(Z,,&,), where the measurable function ¢ is not monotonic in the state
variable but will dependent on the past only at time 7,,, and where ¢ is defined by (6). This strategy
will allow us to apply the Borovokov theory to (Z,VLV ,n > O) and to provide a partial stability result
for the sequence (W,IL/V ,n > 0), in the following sense.

Definition 3.1. The sequence (Wy,n > 0) is partially stable if there exits a function f defined on
N with values in N strictly increasing such that

Winy = Zn, (8)
where Z, is stable sequence.

We now define the new sequence (ZXV ,n > O) by

I+ 0p — Th, if Z,4+0p,—7,>0,72,<D,
Zo=W, Zni1 =R Zn—Tn if Z,—7,>0,Z,> D,
[Zn 4 00+ Vi — 1] T if Z,+0n,—10<0,Z, < D,.
1= 0(Zn,&n) (9)

where &, is defined by (6). This workload sequence is stochastically recursive, driven by the mea-
surable map ¢ defined, for all z € Ry, by

r+o0lg<p—T ife+oly<p—7>0
p(z) = n .
[x4+04+V —1] if t+0—-7<0,2<D.

The map ¢ is not monotonic in the state variable, hence Loynes’s method cannot be applied. We
use then the renovating events to provide a sufficient condition for the existence and uniqueness of

a solution to the equation
Zol=p(Z,¢& P-—as. (10)

To this end, let us introduce the second sequence (Yny, n e N) defined by
Yo=Y and Yop1 = [max(Yy, + Vi, 00 + Dy + Vy) — 7] 7. (11)
This recursive equation may be written as follows
Y1 =9(Yn, &),
where ¢ is defined by (6) and

Y(r) = max(z +V,0 +V + D) —7]".



Hence, the SRS (Yr}/ ,n > 0) is stationary if and only if workload Y solves the equation
Yof=1y(Y.§), (12)

where ¢ is defined by (6). The sequence (Yny,n € N) has the advantage to be non-decreasing in
the state variable, so that Loynes’s construction may be applied. In the sequel, we will construct a
stationary workload for (Yny, n e N) which enable us to define a sequence of renovating events for

(ZXV ,n € N) and to provide a sufficient condition for the existence and uniqueness of a solution to
(10).

Lemma 3.1. If E(V — 1) < oo, then there exists a unique P-a.s. finite solution of (12) given by

J J
My, = [sup <O'_j +D_j+ Z Vo — ZT—i)
i=1

3>0 i=1

+
(13)

The following lemma shows that the workload Z'V is majorized by Y, provided that the initial
conditions W and Y satisfy W <Y.

Lemma 3.2. If W <Y, the workload processes ZYV and Y,Y satisfy the following relation, for all
n €N,
zZV<vY, as. (14)

We have the following result.
Theorem 3.1. In the G/G/1 + G queue with simple vacation times, if E(V — 1) <0 and

J J
sup <a_j +D_; + Z V_j — ZT_Z'> < 0] > 0, (15)
i=1

>0 i=1

P

then, there exists a unique stationary sequence {U o 0™}, solution of (9), and such that for all W,
{ZW n € N} converges with strong coupling to {U o 6™}.

We can see the sequence (Z,,n > 0) as a subsequence of (W,,,n >0). Hence, there exists a
function f, strictly increasing such that

Zn = Wi and  p(Zn,&n) = h(Wien), Ern))- (16)

Under the assumptions E(V — 7) < 0 and (15) there is a strong coupling for the sequences
(Wf(n),n > 0) and (U o §™). Moreover, it is well known that a sequence that couples with a sta-
tionary sequence (U o ) converges in distribution to U. This, could lead to some control on the
distribution of W,, with respect to that of U

4 Independent and identically distributed case: GI/GI/Vs/1+ GI

In this section, we consider the case where all sequences {7,,n € Z}, {on,n € Z}, {V,,n € Z}
and {D,,,n € Z} are independent and identically distributed, and independent of each other. We
assume that W, admits stationary limit regime, which can be argued using the i.i.d. framework.
We will also focus on the stationary integral equation satisfied by the probability density function
of the workload.



Let F,(z), * € R" be the distribution function of W,,. We denote by f, the derivative of F,
when it exists. Referring to model (3), we have the following inequalities. For fixed = > 0,

0<Wy,<zes{W,+o0,—1 <2,W, <D, W, +0,—1, >0}
U{Ww, —m, <, W, > D,,, W, — 1, > 0}
U{Wp+on+Vy—m <a,W, <D, W, +o0, — 71, <0}
U{Wo+V,—m <a,W, <Dy, W, —7, <0, N1 >0}

In the following we will derive an integral equation for f,, the pdf of W,,. The classical method
builds upon the above inequalities to derive the integral equation, which expresses F,,11(.) in terms
of F,,(0) and f,,(.). The distribution function of model (3) is given, for all z € R™, by

Foyi(z) =P Wyt < 7)
=P(W,+o0n,—1 <2,W, <D, W, +0, —7, >0)
+PW,, =1, <2, W, > Dy, W, —7, >0)
+PW,+on+V,—1 <2, W, <D, W,+0,—7, <0)
+PWo+V, =7 <a,W, < Dp, W, — 7, <0, Npy1 >0)
=I(z) + J(z) + K(x) + L(x).

We now calculate the four probabilities. Conditioning on 7,, and then on W,, and using independence,
the first probability gives

I(x): =P (W, +Jn—Tn§xW < Dp, Wy 40, —7,>0)

/ dA(t / dF,(u)P(o, <z +t—u,u < Dy,0p0 >t —u).

The independence between o, and D,, yields

I(x) = /OOO dA(t) /Ht dF,(u)P(u > Dp)P(t —u <o, <z +1t—u)

0
_ /0 T AW /0 ™ G udE, w) /::t_udB(s).

Using the same arguments as above, for z > 0,
J(x) Tnng > Dy, W, — 1, >0)
/ dA(t / dF, () G(u), (18)
and
K(z)=PW, +o,+V, -1 <z, W, < Dp, Wy, + 05, — 7, <0)

- /0 dA(t) / AF, (w)G(u) /0 AB(s)V (2 41 —u—s). (19)



The calculation of the last probability slightly differs
L(z) =PWp+ V., —Tn <2, Wy 2 Dy, W, — 7, <0, Npyg > 0,0 < by <)

/ dA(t /dF Vepor Sz +t—u,u> Dy, Ny >0,0< b1 <n).

Moreover, we have
L(:E:/ dA(t /dF PV, <z+t—uu>D,)
:/ dA(t /G VA, W)V (2 +  — ). (20)
0

Combining Equations (17),(18),(19) and (20), the integral equation for the distribution function
E,(.) of W, is given by

P ( / dA(t / AW, () [G(u) /t T UB(s) + Glu) + Gl /0 T Vet u— s)dB(s)

—Uu

—i—/o dA(t )/ AW, (u) [-G(u)V (z +t — u)].
(21)

Using the Helly-Bray Theorem (see for example Loeve [1977]) we obtain the asymptotic integral
equation satisfied by the distribution function F'
r+t—u t—u

Fla) = / T AW / ) [G(u) /t dB(s)+ Gu) + Cw) [ Viz+t—u-—s)dB(s)

u 0
/ dA(t /dW Gu)V (2 +t —u)].
(22)
5 The case of arrivals according to a Poisson Point Process

5.1 Integral equation of M/GI/Vs/1+ GI

Proposition 5.1. The stationary pdf f of the waiting time in the M/GI/Vs + G system satisfies
the integral equation

f(x) = AP(0)B(z) + AV (z) + /\/ G(u)B(z —u)f(u)du, x>0, (23)

0) + /000 f(z)dx =1, (24)

where P(0) is the steady state-state probability of finding the system empty and the unknown constant
Ao s given by

with the normalizing equation

10



Ay = C1 + Cy + (s, (25)

with
C, = P(0) - fB(z—:n)A M=), (26)
Cy = / / W fp(z —z —u) f(w)re M dudz, (27)
Cy = / flz—ux) (z=2) g, (28)

Remark 5.1. This result is consistent with the crossing level method (see Brill [2008]). For in-
stance, Katayama [2011] and Sarhangian and Balcioglu [2013] applied directly this method to derive
integral equations.

5.2 Case of exponentially distributed patience time

Lemma 5.1. The density function of the waiting time in the M/GI/G/1 + M system satisfies the
integral equation

f(z) = AP(0)B(z) + AV (z) + )\/ Bz —u)e "™ f(u)du, x>0, (29)
0
with the normalizing equation
0 —I—/ f(x)dx = 1. (30)
0
Proposition 5.2. In the M/GI/G/1+ M system, the LST of the virtual waiting time, f* is given
by
. > )\QV*(H + ](A}Q
- JZ:% <P(O) NI 1_:[ AB*(0 4 mwy), (31)
where
po = 2O i = v, (32)
q0
and
-1
> V*(G + jWQ)
FO)=1(1 1 B*( .
0) +§:;( b ) 1} AB (0 + ) (%)

Proof. Equation (31) is obtained using the solution in Jagerman [2000]. This equation helps to find
F(0), the probability of having an idle system. Indeed, letting # — 0 in both sides of Equation (31)
and using the normalizing equation (30), we get f*(0) = 1 — F(0) which yields (33). O

11



6 Tail behaviour of the waiting time distribution

In this section, we investigate the tail behaviour of the steady state waiting time distribution. We
use only information from the given distributions of the service and vacation times. This information
is relevant when, for example, the distribution F' cannot be computed exactly. We consider the class
of heavy tail distributions which plays a major role in the analysis of many stochastic systems and
especially in communication networks. The defining property of heavy-tailed distributions is that
their tails decrease more slowly than an exponential tail. A subset of particular interest in queueing
theory is that of long-tailed distributions. Intuitively, this means that if X > x, for some large =z,
then it is likely that X exceeds any larger value as well. We focus on the impact of a long-tail service
time distribution upon the distribution of the steady-state waiting time in the M/G/1 + M queue
with single vacations under FIFO discipline. We do this by exploiting the functional equation for
the steady state p.d.f of the waiting time derived in the previous section.

We start by introducing some notation. For any two real functions f(.) and g(.) we use the
conventional notation f(z) ~ g(x) to denote lim f(x)/g(x) = 1. For any positive random variable
o0 T—>r00

X with distribution function F' and having finite expectation E(X) < oo, we define the integrated

tail distribution £ by
1 -
F(x :—/ Fy)dy, x>0,

The mean of the service and vacation time are denoted by  and ¥, respectively, and are such that
/de(a:):ﬂ<oo and /de(x):ﬁ<oo.

We write £ for the class of long tail distributions (see Definition ??). The function F' is a tail
function, if and only if (see Smith and Smith [1972])

Flz) ~ exp {—/Ox)\(u)du},

where A(u) | 0. Define also, A(z) := [ A(u)du, and we consider all the distribution functions
belonging to £ and satisfying

m@ A(2z)/A(z) < 2. (34)
Remark 6.1. All distribution functions belonging to L satisfying condition (34) are called by Smith
in Smith and Smith [1972] subexponential distributions. The standard definition for such distribu-
tions is the following: a distribution function F' on [0,00) belongs to the subexponential class denoted
by S if and only if 1 — F®)(z) ~ 1—F(x), as © — oo, where F?) is the convolution of F with itself.
The class of subexponential distribution functions is an important subclass of heavy-tailed distribu-
tions and was introduce by Chistyakov Chistyakov [1964]. A more complete account of subexponen-
tial distribution functions can be found in Foss et al. [2013] or in Goldie and KIAZppelberg [1997],
Pitman [1980], Klippelberg [1988], Teugels [1975], Murphree [1989].

We have derived in the previous subsection the integral equation of the steady-state p.d.f. of
the waiting time for the M/G/1 + M with single vacations queueing model. This p.d.f is given by

f(z) = F(O)AB(2) + AV (2) + )\/OZ B(z —u)e " f(u)du, z>0, (35)
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where the constants A1, Ay and v are supposed to be known. Starting from this equation it will be
shown that if B" is a long-tailed distribution such that the condition (34) is fulfilled then B" and
F are asymptotically equivalent and F' is a long-tailed distribution, and conversely. Let f* be the
Laplace-Stieltjes Transform (LST) of the stationary waiting time distribution F

F(s) = / e~ TdF(z), R(s) > 0.
Define F’, the distribution function associated with F', by
AP, () == e AP @)/ f*(7), @ >0, (36)

where 7 is the parameter of the patience time distribution. Equation (35) becomes

f'y(“)
()

Integrating (37) over |0, z] with respect to the Lebesgue measure leads to

f(z) = F(O)AB(2) + XV (2) + Af*(7) /OZ B(z —u) du, z>0. (37)

F(a) = F(O) + o2V (@) + (s [ B = 0B, (). 020 (39)
where p1 := A\, p2 := A\9?) are such that p; + pa < 1. Note that F(0) and f*(y) are still unknown.
However, letting ¢ 1 oo in (38), we have 1 = F(0) 4+ p2p1 f* (7). Moreover, using the characterisation
of Ay given by Equation (32), we find both F'(0) and f*(). Note that the value of the LST at point
7 depends on F(0) since f*(vy) = F(0) + [,% e **dF (). Using the condition 1 = F(0) 4 p2p1 f*(7)
and performing an integration by part, we can rewrite Equation (38), as follows in terms of F', as
follows

F(x) = p1 f* (1) B () + paV" (&) + p1 () /0 CE(r—w)dB(w), ©>0. (39)

An alternative of (39) is given by
— — — z —

F@) = pif VB (@) + V(@) £ i) | Bla—w)dBy(e—u), 220. (10)
Remark 6.2. Equation (39) is of convolution type and looks like a renewal equation. There is
however two important differences. Since f*(v)p1 <1, [~ Fy(z —w)d (f*(v)p1B" (u)) is an integral
with respect to a defective distribution. Furthermore, the integrand in the integral does not coincide
with F which is the left hand side of (39). As a consequence, (39) is not a renewal equation (or
rather, a defective renewal equation) and does not open the door to renewal theory. The steady-state
waiting-time tail probability for standard queueing models (without both impatience and vacations)
has been widely investigated under various assumption on the service time distribution.

We state the asymptotic equivalence under the following assumptions:

Vr
H.1 The distribution function V is lighter than B in the sense that lim — (z) =0.
z—00 BT (x)
e . - . . V'(x)
H.2 The distribution function V is lighter than F' in the sense that lim — =0.

13



S|

H.3 There exist M > 0 such that _(a:) < M for all z € [0, +o0].

(x
Theorem 6.1. Assume assumptions H.1-H.8 hold. If B" € L and fulfills condition (34), then

Sy

F(x) ~p1f*(7)B"(z), & — o0, (41)
and F € L. Conversely, If F' € L such that condition (34) is fulfilled, then (41) holds and B" € L.
To prove this theorem we need to

Lemma 6.1. Under assumptions H.1-H.3, we have

lim inf gr((xx)) > p1f (7).

Lemma 6.2. Under assumptions H.1-H.3, if B" € L and satisfies (34), then

lim sup — @ < pif (7).

T—00 BT

Lemma 6.3. Under assumptions H.1-H.3, if F' € L such that condition (34) holds, then

.. . B"(x) 1
R @) T i)

A Proofs

A.2 Proof of Lemma 3.1

The proof follows Theorem 4.3.1. of Moyal [2005] and Baccelli and Brémaud [2003] (P.74 to 78).
The first part of the proof is devoted to the existence of the stationary solution to Equation (12).
The mapping = — ¥ (x) is non-negative, continuous and non-decreasing. Hence, (12) can be solved
using the Loyes’s construction. For more details about Loynes’s technique in the G/G/1/cco setting,
the reader may refer to the Fundamental Result of Stability in Baccelli and Brémaud [2003](p. 71
and paragraph 2 p.74 for the proof).

Existence of a stationary solution. Let us define the sequence of workload (Y,? ,n > 0) when
the initial condition is Yy = 0. Define also, the Loynes’s sequence (M,,n € N), associated to
(Y,? ,n e N), by

My =0, M, =Y"00™", (1)

The shift operator 6~ means that the time is shifted n times to the left, i.e., the new time origin is
the arrival time of customer C_,,, so that M,, corresponds to the workload finds by the customer C
when customer C_,, finds an empty queue. We can prove, using (1), that M, satisfies the following
recursive relation, for n > 0,

J J
M, = lllgjaﬁxn <0'_j +D_; + Z V_;— Z;T_,)] . (2)

i=1
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Moreover (M,,,n > 0) satisfies, for all n > 0

Myi100=[M, +V)V(c+D+V)—7]".

We prove (3) by induction on n. For n = 0, we have

M 06 = [max(My+V,oc + D+ V) —7]"
= max(V,o + D+ V) —7]"
=[c+D+V —1]"

so that

My=(c+D+V-71)"op™!
—(0o1+D_ 1 +V_y—71)".

Assume that (3) holds for some n and prove that
Myi100=[(My+V)V(@+D+V)—1]"

We have from (2)

J J
My = 1§I}lg)z(+1 (O'_j +D_; + 2; V_i— Z;T_i)]
L 1= 1=

2<j<n+1 ;
=1

=0
=1

=1

:[maxM+V0—|—D+V)—T] 00,

and thus,

My41 060 = [max (M, +V,o0 + D+V) —7]"

i J
= max{a_1+D_1+V_1—T_1, max (O'_j—l-D_j—i-ZV_i—

)]

= |max< o_ 1—|—D 1—|—V1—7'_1,1I£1Ja<x (O'_] 1+D_] 1+ZV2 I_ZT—Z 1

=0

=1

= max{a 1+ D_ 1+V1—T_1, max (O'_] 1—|—D_] 1+sz 1—27'_2 1—|—V1—T_1>}

= D_ Voi—71_ _ D_ Vi1 — _
max<{ o_1 + 1+ 1 Tl,lmax (0']1+ ]1—|-Z i—1 ZTZl

=1

_l’_

)

oo}

J J
_ {1H<1ja<Xn<O'_j+D_j—|—ZV_Z’—;T_Z’>—|—V—T,(O'—|—D+V)—T}] 0h

Next, we will prove that the sequence {M,,n € N} is non-decreasing. For this, we use the
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identity [max(a,b)]” = max(a*,b) and Equation (2). For all n € N, we have

- . . +
J J
M, 11 = | max E +D_; + E V_i — g T_i
P e | £ Th T
-7 i=1 i=1

_ j j n+1 n+1 +
= |max{ max (o_;+ D_; + V_; — Ti| 01+ D_pq1+ V_;— T
e e 2 EE o e ]

i=1 i=1

J J + n+1 n+1
— s D_. T s — . o D_ . T s — - .
max llléljagn(U]—’_ ]+sz ;T z)] ,O—n—1+ n 1+sz ;7—2

i=1 i=1

7 n+1
= max {Mna O—pn-1+D_p_1+ Z Vi — ZT—i} > M,.
i=1 i=1

The sequence being non-decreasing, there exists a non-negative random variable (possibly infinite)
denoted by My, such that

J j
My, = 7}1_1}1;0 M, = [sup <O'_j +D_; + Z V_;— ;T_,)] . (4)

3>0 i=1
Taking the limit as n goes to co in (3), and using the continuity of ¢, the limiting value M, satisfies
My 00 = [max (M +V,o + D+ V) — 7|7, (5)

Hence, M, seems to be a reasonable candidate for the stationary random variable Y. It remains
to show that My, < oo P-a.s. and M is P-a.s. unique.

The random variable M, is P-a.s. finite. To prove this property, we show that the event
{M,, = oo} is f-invariant, i.e., 71 {My, = oo} = {M,, = co}. Given the ergodicity of (P,#), we
will have P(My, = o0) = 0 or 1. It will remain only to prove that P(M,, = oo) = 0 using the
Birkhoff’s theorem.

The event { M, = oo} is f-invariant. Indeed,

0 My =00} = {w | bw € { My, = oc0}}
= {w [ Moo (fw) = oo}
={w| My 0 0(w) = oo}
={My 00 =00}
={max(Mw +V,0 + D+ V) — 7] = 00}
= {Mx = oo},

since the random variables 7, o, V and D are P-integrable. Therefore, in view of the ergodic
assumption of (IP, ) we have P(My, = oo) = 0 or 1. Noting that

J
Z(O'_i—a_i+1)+0020_j, (6)

i=1
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and '
j
Z(D_Z —D_H_l)o‘o = O'_j. (7)
i=1
We have, by substituting the values of o_; and D_; by (6) and (7), respectively, in Equation (4),

J’_

J
Moy = lsup (Z(U—i —0-it1+ D= D41+ Vo —74) + 00+ Do> (8)

720 \i=1

To prove that M, < oo P-a.s., suppose that M, = oo P-a.s., thus from (8), we have
J
sup (Z(U_i —0_im1+D_i—D_j 1+ V_;— T—i) + 00 + DO) = 00, P—a.s.,
7>0 i—1
hence

j
Slllg <Z(O'—i —o_ip1+D_;—D_; 1 +V_; — T—i)) = 00, 9)
320 \'i=1

since ¢ and D are P-a.s. finite. Moreover, the Birkhoff’s theorem leads to

J

1 0
lim _‘Z(U_i_o'_i_i_l‘i_D_i —D_in1+Vi—1)=E(6—0c+D—-D+V —-7)<0 P—a.s.,
I ) i
since we have assumed that E (V' — 7) < 0. Therefore
J
_lim Z(O'_i —0_jp1+D_;—D_j 1 +V_; — 7'_2') = —00 P — a.s,

and thus

J
sup Z(U—i —o_ i +D =D i1 +Vi—74)=-00 P—as,
>0 =

which contradicts (9). Thus My, < oo P-as..

The random variable M is unique. We have to prove firstly that P(Y < (o0 + D+ V)) > 0,
where Y is given by Equation (4). We consider two cases.

e If P(Y =0) > 0, we then have 0 < P(Y =0) <P(Y <o+ D + V) since the random variables
o, D and V are positive.

o IfP(Y =0) =0,ie Y > 0P-as.. In this case, we assume that P (Y <o+ D+ V) = 0, hence
Y >0+ D+ YV, P-as.. Using (5) we have

YolO=[(Y+V)V(@+D+V)=7]|=Y+V 1" =Y +V -7

The last equality holds since the sequence {M,,} is non-decreasing, as a consequence by using the
assumption we have 0 < Y < Y o6, P-a.s., hence Y o —Y =V — 7. Therefore, E(Y 06 —
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Y) = E(V — 1) < 0, which contradicts the Ergodic Lemma: E(Y 0§ —Y) = 0, thus we have
P(Y <o+ D+V))>0.

We then have to show that M., is the minimal non-negative solution of (5), i.e., My < U,
P-a.s. for some non-negative solution of (5). We shall prove this property by induction on n. Let
U be a finite non-negative solution of (5), then U satisfies

U>0, Uoc=U+V)V(c+D+V)—7, and PU<oc+D+V)>0.

For n = 0, this property is obvious since U > 0 = Mj. Suppose that, P-a.s. U > M,, holds for some
n > 0, we obtain using the inductive assumption

Uo=[(U+V)V(+D+V)=7]">[(M,+V)V(e+D+V)—7]" = M,4100, P—as.
hence U > M,, 1 P-a.s.. From monotone convergence theorem, we have
U>My, P-—as., (10)

thus My, is the minimal solution of (5). Therefore, it suffices to show that P(U < M) = 1 to
obtain P(U = M) = 1. The event {U < M} is §-contracting (A is f-contracting if A C §~1A).
Indeed, on {U < My}, we have

Uo=[U+V)Vo+D+V]|"<[(My+V)V(@+D+V]T =M,06, P—as.,

ie. {U< My} CO0 U< My} ={Uo8 < My o8}. In view of the ergodic Lemma and Remark
2.3.1 p.77 in Baccelli and Brémaud [2003], the event {Z < My} is -invariant, i.e.,

(U< My} ={Uoc8< Myo0}

Since (P, 0) is ergodic P(U < My,) = 0 or 1. Furthermore, on {U < My}, we have

Uo=[(U+V)V(ec+D+V)—1]"
=[U+V—r1" YL wsvserpyvy Tlo+D+V — N Liviv<orpivy
Mo +V —7]F Ywsospsvy tlo+D+V — N Liviv<ornivy

<
< (Mo 00) Lysorpivy + (Moo 00) Liy<oypivy = Moo 00

where the last inequality holds because of Mo, < (M + V)V (0 + D+ V) and (6 +D+V) <
(Moo + V)V (6 + D+ V). From the last inequality, and the fact that the event {U < My} is
f-invariant, we have

{U<(c+D+V)} C{Uob < Myob}={Z < My},

which yields to
0<PU<(c+D+V))<P(Z< M), (11)

since P(Z <o+ D+ V) > 0. Moreover, the ergodicity of (P,#) implies that P(U < My) > 0.
Thus with (10), we have
P(Z = M) = 1.
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A.3 Proof of Lemma 3.2

We prove only that W; <Yj. The proof is the same for Z,, <Y,,. We have X = W+olwy>p—7 > 0.

e If W< D,then Zy =W + 0 — 7 and

0<Z1=WHo—-7<D+o—-7<D4+V+o—7<max(Y+V,o+V+D)—7="Y.

o If W>Dthen Zy =W — 7> 0.
0<Z1=W—-7<Y - 7<Y+V-7<max(Y+V,o4+V+D)—7=Y].

elf X <OQand W<DthenZ; =W +oc+V —71.

Z1=W+4+0c+4+V —-7<Do+V —-7<max(Y+V,o+V +D)—7=Y.

A.4 Proof of Theorem 3.1

FEzistence. According to Lemma 3.2, we have
ZV<yY, P-as.,

Assuming that W <Y P-a.s., we have

ZV <Y oo,

hence by induction
ZW <Yob™, n>0. (12)

Define the event
A, ={Y 00" =0}, forallneN.

The sequence {A,,n € N} is a stationary sequence. Moreover it is a sequence of renovating events of
length 1 for the SRS {Y;Y', n € N} since the workload at the arrival time of the customer C,, ;1 only
depends on & = (0, Dy, V;y, 1) on Ay, de. VY = 19(0,€) = [(0+V,) V (0, + Dy + V;) — 7] on
A,. Moreover, on the event A,, we have ZV = 0. Therefore the sequence {A,,n € N} is also a
sequence of renovating event of length 1 for the SRS {ZV n € N}, because Z,Vl‘frl only depends on
the driving sequence &,. Indeed, on A,, since Z)V = 0, then Zx[frl = ¢(0,&). According to the
definition of Y given by (13), Equation (15) is equivalent to P(Y = 0) > 0. But the last event
is exactly Ap, thus P(Ap) > 0. As a consequence, we may apply Theorem 1 in Borovkov [1978]
(or (4.3.15) p. 101 in Baccelli and Brémaud [2003]) and conclude that there exists a stationary
sequence {U 06"}, solution of (10), and such that, for any initial condition W, the sequence {WW1

converges with strong coupling to {U o §"}.

Uniqueness. Let X and X’ be two finite and positive solutions of (10). We prove that Z;X and
Z,)f " admit the same sequence of renovating events. First, let us prove that if X is a finite stationary
solution of (10) then X <Y a.s.. To this end, we prove that the event {X < Y} is f-contracting,
e, (X <Y} COYX <Y} ={Xo060 <Y o0} and has a positive probability. On the event
{X <Y}, we have

Xol=p(X, ) <[(Y+V)V(@+D+V)—1]" =Y 0¥,
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which completes the proof of the §-contracting. In view of the ergodic Lemma (Lemma 2.3.1 p. 77
in Baccelli and Brémaud [2003]) together with Remark 2.3.1 p.77, the event {X < Y} is f-invariant,
i.e.,
{X<Y}={X060<Yob}.
Since (P, 0) is ergodic, P(X <Y) = 0 or 1. For proving that P(X <Y) = 1, it is enough to show
that P(X <Y) > 0. First, we show that P(X < D) > 0. Assuming that P(X < D) =0, i.e.,
X > D P-a.s., we have
Xofl—-X=—-7if X >0.

Since E°(—7) < 0, then E[X 0§ — 0] # 0 which contradicts the Ergodic Lemma. On the event
{X < D}, we have

X0 <oD,OL|[(Y+VI)V(e+D+V)T =Yoo

Hence
0<P(X<D)<P(Xo00<Yoh)=PX<Y).

We have also
ZX=Xo00<Yol", n>0. (13)

Therefore, for any finite solution X of (10), the sequence {Zn* = X 06} admits A4, = {Y 00"} as a
stationary sequence of renovating events of length 1. In view of (4.3.6) p.99 in Baccelli and Brémaud
[2003],

lim ZX 06" = X.

n—oo

Hence, if X’ is another finite solution of (10), we obtain that the sequence {ZX = X’ 0§} admits
the same stationary sequence of renovating events as {ZX }. Thus,

= lim ZX 00" = lim ZX 00" =X

n—oo n—o0

A.5 Proof of Proposition 5.1

Proof. Equation (17) yields

') x+t _

— [T aaw [RGB+t - ) - Bt - )
0 0
00 r+t

_ / 0 / dF, ()G (W) Bz + t — u)

/ dA(t / AF, ()G (u)B(t — u)
=: [ +IQ )

The classical result of queueing with impatience (see for example Bacelli et al. [1984]) gives
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/ (z — ) fr(w)Ae "2 dudz
u=0"

/ e, 4 / / (z — u) f(u)Ae 2D dudz.
z=x Ju=0"*

Differentiating with respect to x yields

I} (z) = AP, (0) / B(z)Ae MNE0)dz 4+ A / / (2 — u) fn(u)Ae A7) dudz
z=x Ju=0"* (14)
— AP, ( )\/ G(u)B(z — u) fn(u)du.
Ih(z) = APy ( / B(z — 2)Ae A dz + A G( )B(z — & — ) fr(u)Ae 2" dudz
z=z Ju=0
/ fa(z — 2)Ae A2y — o Gu) fa(z — 2 — u) fn(u)Ae ") dudz.
- (15)
Equation (18) yields
J(z) = / aA() / 4B WG — /O aA() / ' 4B (w)Gw)
= / G(u) fr(w)Ae™ D dudz — / G( ) (W) Ae ) dudz
z=x Ju=0 z=x Ju=0
= J1(x) + Ja(x).
Differentiating with respect to x the above equation, we get
= )\/OO ’ G(w) fr(w)Ae ") dudz — )\/r G(u) fr(u)du. (16)
z=x Ju=0 0
=\ G( ) fr(W)Ae ™27 dudz — / Gz — ) fn(z — 2)Ae AEdz. (17)
z=x Ju=0

Equation (19) can then be rewritten

0/zx/so (z — 8) fB(s)Ae P dsdz

Z2—r—Uu (u Z—U—S —A(z— x)SUZ
" /0/0 GV ( ) f5(5) fu(u) e dsdud
=: Ki(z) + Ka(x)
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The derivative of Ky and K5 are given by

= AP, ( / / V(z—s)fp(s)Ae ") dsdz
z=x J5=0 (18)
— P,(0) / f(z — 2)Ae M2z

K(z) = )\/OO /Z:C /z—x—u GV (z —u—3)fp(s) fo(re " dsdudz

(19)
—Vi(x / G( )3z — 2 —u) fn(u)re N0 dudsz.
z=x Ju=0
The last equation, (20) yields
= / GV (z — z) fo(w)Ae ) dudz.
z=x Ju=0
The derivative is
= )\/ GV (z — ) fu(u)Ae 272 dudz
z=x Ju=0 - (20)
—V(z) / G(z — ) fulz — 2)Ae A7)z,
For x > 0, differentiating both sides of Equation (21) whenever it exists, yields
far1(@) = (@) + L(w) + Ji(2) + Ja(2) + K (2) + Ka(z) + L' (2)
= AF11(x) — AP, ( / G(u)B(z — ) fn(u)du — )\/ G(u) frn(u)du
u=0
+P(0)[1 — V()] / oz — 2)he M) gy o)

c1-V@l [ [ G - - wfwre D duds
z=zx Ju=0
)] /: G(z —x)fn(z — x))\e_’\(z_””)dz.

By definition,

xT

Fn+1(az) = Pn+1(0) + fn+1(u)du, x> 0.
u=0

Substituting the previous equality into (21) and letting n — oo gives the desired equation for the

steady state pdf.
O
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A.6 Proof of Lemma 6.1
Proof. Using Equation (40), we have for all > 0

F(z) 2 poV" (@) + pr f* (V) Fy(2) + p1f (1) B () Fy ().

Hence o) ) - ()
T "(x T
= > po—= () =L () Fy ().
5@ = 5 +of () g5 p + p1f (V) Fy(z)
. Py (2) . . o .
Since B (x) > 0 for all z, using assumption H.1 and the fact that F), is a distribution function, we
"(x
have _
F(x
hxrggng(( )) > p1f*(7)-

A.7 Proof of Lemma 6.2

Proof. Let be ¢ > 0. Suppose B" € L holds and fulfilles condition (34). According to Lemma 2.2
in Smith and Smith [1972], we can find A sufficiently large, such that

z—A
lim sup L / B (x —u)dB"(u) < e. (22)
r—00 BT( ) A

We fix A > 0 chosen previously. We have from (39), for =z > 0,
F(z) = prf*(v)B"(x) + p2V"(2) + prf*(7) F (@)
z—A x

+ o (y {/OA x—udBT(u)+/A_ Fz —w)dB"(u) + F(x—u)dB"(u)},

r—A

hence, for x>0,

F(x) < p1 [F(0) + f* ()] B™(2) + p2V" () + p1f (1) Fy (2 — A)B"(A) + F,(0) [B"(w — A) — B"(z)]

r—A
s ) [ Ba - 0aB .

A

We now divide the above equation by B"(x)

F(z) N V' () o (- A) o f ) o, )
B = p1f*(7) g +pf (7)%7‘73 (A) + 50o) [B"(z — A) — B(2)]
z—A
+ Plf*(V)BT1$) /A F\(z — u)dB" (u)
< O)+ e S B (;)A)B’"(A)
o1 f (Y) 5, . r—A (z — u) BT((L' A)
) [B"(@ = 8) = B'(@)] + o170 | Bj(x_A) 5 B W



Besides, we have -
Fy(z—A) - e 1@=8) Pz — A)
Bra—A) S () Br-A)

and

5e-b) B oI
e 7A =8 Br(xz — A) .
S TEw

A

As a consequence

—y(z—A) F(ﬂi‘ — A) BT(ZE — A) BT(A)

Jl;((?) < pif(y )+02;:§$§ +pre Be_A) B@)
% —-A r T —
+%%yww_m ymhmwﬂM/ f%ﬁéhy@.
Using the fact that B"(z — A) ~ B"(z), as © — o0, and llﬁsoﬂpg((x)) < oo (by H.3), with

equation (22) and assumption H.1, we find

F
lim sup (@) < pif*(y) + pre "2 Me.
T—r00 BT( )

Letting A — oo, we get ~
tmsup 2 < ()
imsup— .
x_mPB,,(w) S o)\
[l

A.8 Proof of Lemma 6.3
Proof. Let be € > 0. Suppose F' € L holds and fullfiles condition (34). According to Lemma 2.2 in

Smith and Smith [1972], we can find a large A(e) such that

r—=A(e)
Jim sup —— / Fla —u) dF(u) < e (23)
z—00 F(x) Ja(e)
From Lemma 6.1, there exist a small & > 0 and A(€) such that
B"(x - -
T s 2 AG). (24)
F(x)
Define A := max (A(e), A(€)). For this fixed A > 0 and from Equation (40), we have
F(x) = p2V" (@) + prf* (1) Fy ()
A z—A
+p1f*(7){ BT(:E—u)dey(u)+/ B (z — u)dF,( / B"(z — u)dF,(u )}
0~ A
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Besides, we have
A
/ B"(z — u)dF,(u) < B"(z — A)F,(A),

and
/ B (& — wdF, (u) < F(x — A) — F (x).

Then,
F(x) < p2V'(2) + prf* (M) Fy () + prf*(7) B (x — A)Fy (A)

z—A
el ) [ B @ =P )+ o [ - 8) = B

Dividing the above equation by F, we get
B'(x — A) F(z — A)
~(A)

V(@) E, ()
1<pBT()+Pf()F()+ pLf () F(x —A) F(x) & (25)
[Fy(z — A) — Fy(z)] .

T—A 1
B (@~ u)dF, () + 1" (0) 5

+p1f (7) ()

Ia e
2 () ¢ for all z > 0, and for sufficiently large x

f
1 z—A _ e —yA 1 z—A (5 — y
/ B(m—u)dF()_f*() (a:)/ B"(x — u) dF(u)

F(x
() Ja _et /‘”AMF(x—U)dF(“)
STOF@ Ja Fle-u)
e~ 1A 1 T F
<o )(p1f () + )F(ﬂf)/A F(x —u)dF(u),

where the last inequality is due to (24). From (25) and for sufficiently large x

Br(x—A) F(x —A)

T By ()
1§th—1>10%£{'0 Flo) + p1f*(7) = F(o) +p1f () Fle—A) Flo) W(A)}
z—A
#oe (ufo) + timsun { 2o [ Pl - wjaro |

Thus, using the fact that F/(x — A) ~ F(x) and assumption H.2, we find

LS OB Ot T i () + 2

T—00

Taking the limit as A — oo, we obtain

B (2) 1
R 2 )

since F,(A) — 1, as A — oo, and leads to

hfflsolipg(( )) < pf ().
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A.9 Proof of Theorem 6.1

Proof. Assume B" € L holds and satisfies condition (34). According to Lemma 6.1 and Lemma 6.2,
we have _
lim F(m)
T—00 Br(x)
Let y > 0. It follows from the above limit that
F(z) F(z—y) B'(z —y)

xlin;oﬁ(a; —y)B"(x—y) Br(x) = f0);

= pf (7). (26)

which yields F'(z) ~ F(x —y), as © — oc.

Conversely, if F' € £ such that condition (34) holds, then by Lemma 6.1 and Lemma 6.2, we get
(26), which yields for fixed y > 0, B"(z — y) ~ B"(x), as & — c0.
O

References

Francois Baccelli and Pierre Brémaud. FElements of queueing theory, volume 26 of Applications
of Mathematics (New York). Springer-Verlag, Berlin, second edition, 2003. ISBN 3-540-66088-
7. doi: 10.1007/978-3-662-11657-9. URL http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/978-3-662-11657-9.
Palm martingale calculus and stochastic recurrences, Stochastic Modelling and Applied Proba-
bility.

F. Bacelli, P. Boyer, and G. Hébuterne. Single-server queues with impatient customers. Adv.
in Appl. Probab., 16(4):887-905, 1984. ISSN 0001-8678. doi: 10.2307/1427345. URL
http://dx.doi.org/10.2307/1427345.

A. A. Borovkov. Ergodic theorems and stability theorems for a class of stochastic equations and
their applications. Teor. Verojatnost. i Primenen., 23(2):241-262, 1978. ISSN 0040-361x.

A. A. Borovkov. FErgodicity and stability of stochastic processes. Wiley Series in Probability and
Statistics: Probability and Statistics. John Wiley & Sons, Ltd., Chichester, 1998. ISBN 0-471-
97913-9. Translated from the 1994 Russian original by V. Yurinsky [V. V. Yurinskii].

A. A. Borovkov and S. G. Foss. Stochastically recursive sequences and their generalizations. Siberian
Adv. Math., 2(1):16-81, 1992. ISSN 1055-1344. Siberian Advances in Mathematics.

Andreas Brandt, Peter Franken, and Bernd Lisek. Stationary stochastic models, volume 78 of Math-
ematische Lehrbiicher und Monographien, II. Abteilung: Mathematische Monographien [Mathe-
matical Textbooks and Monographs, Part II: Mathematical Monographs]. Akademie-Verlag, Berlin,
1990. ISBN 3-05-500605-4.

Percy H Brill. Level crossing methods in stochastic models, volume 123. Springer Science & Business
Media, 2008.

VLADIMIR P Chistyakov. A theorem on sums of independent positive random variables and its
applications to branching random processes. Theory of Probability € Its Applications, 9(4):640—
648, 1964.

26


http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/978-3-662-11657-9
http://dx.doi.org/10.2307/1427345

Sergey Foss, Dmitry Korshunov, and Stan Zachary. An introduction to heavy-tailed and subex-
ponential distributions. Springer Series in Operations Research and Financial Engineering.
Springer, New York, second edition, 2013. ISBN 978-1-4614-7100-4; 978-1-4614-7101-1. doi:
10.1007/978-1-4614-7101-1. URL http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/978-1-4614-7101-1

Charles M. Goldie and Claudia KlAlppelberg. Subexponential distributions. pages 435-459, 1997.

David L. Jagerman. Difference equations with applications to queues, volume 233 of Monographs
and Textbooks in Pure and Applied Mathematics. Marcel Dekker, Inc., New York, 2000. ISBN 0-
8247-0388-X. doi: 10.1201/9780203909737. URL http://dx.doi.org/10.1201/9780203909737.

Tsuyoshi Katayama. Some results for vacation systems with sojourn time limits. J. Appl. Probab.,
48(3):679-687, 2011. ISSN 0021-9002.

Tsuyoshi Katayama. A note on M/G/1 vacation systems with sojourn time limits. J. Appl. Probab.,
49(4):1194-1199, 2012. ISSN 0021-9002.

Claudia Kliippelberg. Subexponential distributions and integrated tails. J. Appl. Probab., 25(1):
132-141, 1988. ISSN 0021-9002.

D. V. Lindley. The theory of queues with a single server. Proc. Cambridge Philos Soc., 48:277-289,
1952.

Michel Loeve. Probability theory. I. Springer-Verlag, New York-Heidelberg, fourth edition, 1977.
Graduate Texts in Mathematics, Vol. 45.

R. M. Loynes. The stability of a queue with non-independent inter-arrival and ser-
vice times. Mathematical Proceedings of the Cambridge Philosophical Society, 58:
497-520, 7 1962. ISSN  1469-8064. doi: 10.1017/S0305004100036781. URL

http://journals.cambridge.org/article_S0305004100036781.

P. Moyal. Contributions a ’é¢tude des files d’attente avec clients impatients. PhD thesis, Ecole
Nationale Supérieure des Télécommunications, 2005.

Pascal Moyal. The queue with impatience: construction of the stationary workload under FIFO.
J. Appl. Probab., 47(2):498-512, 2010. ISSN 0021-9002. doi: 10.1239/jap/1276784905. URL
http://dx.doi.org/10.1239/jap/1276784905.

Emily S. Murphree. Some new results on the subexponential class. J. Appl. Probab., 26(4):892-897,
1989. ISSN 0021-9002.

E. J. G. Pitman. Subexponential distribution functions. J. Austral. Math. Soc. Ser. A, 29(3):
337-347, 1980.

Vahid Sarhangian and Barig Balcioglu. Waiting time analysis of multi-class queues with impatient
customers. Probab. Engrg. Inform. Sci., 27(3):333-352, 2013. ISSN 0269-9648. doi: 10.1017/
S0269964813000065. URL http://dx.doi.org/10.1017/S0269964813000065.

Halter L Smith and Jal Ter L Smith. On the tails of queueing-time distributions. Contract, 14
(67-A):0321-0002, 1972.

27


http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/978-1-4614-7101-1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1201/9780203909737
http://journals.cambridge.org/article_S0305004100036781
http://dx.doi.org/10.1239/jap/1276784905
http://dx.doi.org/10.1017/S0269964813000065

T. Takine and T. Hasegawa. A note on M/G/1 vacation systems with waiting time limits.

Adv. in Appl. Probab., 22(2):513-518, 1990. ISSN 0001-8678. doi: 10.2307/1427557. URL
http://dx.doi.org/10.2307/1427557.

Jozef L. Teugels. The class of subexponential distributions. Ann. Probability, 3(6):1000 — 1011,
1975.

F. A. van der Duyn Schouten. An M/G/1 queueing model with vacation times. Z. Oper. Res. Ser.
A-B, 22(3):A95-A105, 1978. ISSN 0340-9422.

28


http://dx.doi.org/10.2307/1427557

	1 Introduction
	2 Description of the model
	2.1 Description of the probability space
	2.2 The workload sequence

	3 Stability
	4 Independent and identically distributed case: Lg
	5 The case of arrivals according to a Poisson Point Process
	5.1 Integral equation of Lg
	5.2 Case of exponentially distributed patience time

	6 Tail behaviour of the waiting time distribution
	Appendix A Proofs
	Appendix A.2 Proof of Lemma 3.1
	Appendix A.3 Proof of Lemma 3.2
	Appendix A.4 Proof of Theorem 3.1
	Appendix A.5 Proof of Proposition 5.1
	Appendix A.6 Proof of Lemma 6.1
	Appendix A.7 Proof of Lemma 6.2
	Appendix A.8 Proof of Lemma 6.3
	Appendix A.9 Proof of Theorem 6.1

