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Abstract

For the M/M/1+M model at the law-of-large-numbers scale, the long run reneging count per
unit time does not depend on the individual (i.e., per customer) reneging rate. This paradoxical
statement has a simple proof. Less obvious is a large deviations analogue of this fact, stated
as follows: The decay rate of the probability that the long run reneging count per unit time is
atypically large or atypically small does not depend on the individual reneging rate. In this pa-
per, the sample path large deviations principle for the model is proved and the rate function is
computed. Next, large time asymptotics for the reneging rate are studied for the case when the
arrival rate exceeds the service rate. The key ingredient is a calculus of variations analysis of the
variational problem associated with atypical reneging. A characterization of the aforementioned
decay rate, given explicitly in terms of the arrival and service rate parameters of the model, is
provided yielding a precise mathematical description of this paradoxical behavior.
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1 Introduction.

Despite vast interest in recent years in queueing models with reneging and their asymptotic analysis
(see the survey article [18]), large deviations (LD) treatment of even the simplest queueing model
accounting for reneging, namely the M/M/1+M, is lacking. This paper addresses two LD aspects
of this model: a sample path large deviations principle (LDP), and the decay rate of the probability
that the long run reneging count per unit time is atypically large or atypically small when the arrival
rate exceeds the service rate. Theorem gives an explicit formula for the aforementioned decay
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rate which shows in particular that the decay rate does not depend on the parameter governing
the individual (or per customer) reneging rate. An additional fact that arises from the analysis
is that under the optimal change of measure associated with this atypical behavior, the number
of reneging events over a large time interval, normalized by the cumulative time customers spend
in the queue (summed over these customers), does not change w.r.t. to its law of large numbers
(LLN) value. As a result, the LD cost associated with reneging vanishes. These two phenomena,
that are related to one another, are called in this paper the reneging paradozr at the LD scale.

The model under consideration is of a single server queue with reneging, in which the inter-
arrival times, service times and patience are exponentially distributed. With n € N as a scaling
parameter, the arrival rate in the nth system is given by An, the service rate by un, and the
per-customer reneging rate is given by 6. That is, the patience of each customer is an exponential
random variable with parameter §. This scaling, in which arrival and service times are accelerated
but patience remains constant, is common in the literature on scaling limits of queueing systems
with reneging (as, for example, in [2], [I0]). The first main result of this paper is Theorem 2]
which gives the sample path LDP for the process consisting of the pair: normalized queue length,
normalized reneging count, where normalization refers to dividing by n. The technique for estab-
lishing this is based on describing the state dynamics by Poisson random measures (PRM) and
proceeds by proving the Laplace upper and lower bounds using a general variational representation
for expectations of functionals of PRM from [5].

Simple considerations based on the balance equation identify the reneging rate in equilibrium
at the LLN scale. That is, the number of arrivals over a time window is given by the number
of departures plus the number of reneging customers over this window with a correction term
that accounts for changes in the queue length. In steady state, this correction term converges in
probability to zero at the scaling limit. Moreover, if A > p then in steady state the queue rarely
becomes empty in this asymptotic regime, and consequently the departure rate is well approximated
by npu, yielding reneging rate An — un, with o(n) correction. For the normalized processes, defined
by division by n, this rate is given by A — . On the other hand, if A < p then it is not hard to see
that the reneging rate is O(1), and therefore its normalized version is asymptotic to zero. The lack
of dependence of the reneging rate on the parameter # is also suggested by the time asymptotic
behavior of the fluid limit equations given in (23]). This gives a paradoxical behavior (that one
may call the reneging paradox at the LLN scale) that the overall reneging rate is asymptotically
independent of the per-customer reneging rate. It is not hard to establish this property rigorously.
A control theoretic version of this phenomenon has been observed earlier in [I5], where a problem
of minimizing the long run average reneging cost of a fluid model was studied. An optimal control
policy was calculated, and it was noticed that this policy is independent of the reneging distribution

(see [I5, Section 6]).

In this work we establish a similar property at the large deviations scale. Specifically, we are
concerned with estimating the probabilities of atypically large or small reneging count over a long
time interval. We note that the reneging count is an important performance measure for queuing
systems and probability of non-typical reneging counts, just as the buffer overflow probabilities for
finite buffer queuing systems, are natural to analyze using a large deviation scaling. If R™(t) denotes
the reneging count at time ¢ in the nth system, and R"(t) = n~!R"(t) denotes its normalized
version, then by the discussion above, R"(t) converges in probability to yot as n — oo, where



70 = (A — p)T. Then the quantities of interest are, for v > ~,

11 _ 11 _
x T () = limsup lim sup i log P(R"(t) > ~t), x (v) = litm inf lim inf . log P(R"(t) > ~t),

t—o0 n— 00 —00 n—oo t

and for v € (0,79) (in the case vy > 0),

x T () = limsup lim sup 1 log P(R"(t) < ~t), X~ (v) = liminf lim inf 1l log P(R"(t) < ~t).

t—00 n—oo LM t—oo n—oo tn
Under the assumption A > pu, Theorem 23] (see also Remark 24) shows that x™(v) = x~ ()
and provides a formula for this quantity as an explicit function of A, u and . The tools are
those of the calculus of variations. That is, the variational formula provided by the LDP for
the large n asymptotics is analyzed for each ¢ via the Euler-Lagrange equations. This analysis
gives an expression for the minimizing trajectories in this variational problem, for fixed ¢ that is
sufficiently large, which is explicit, except that it involves one scalar parameter A. This parameter
is characterized as the solution of a certain nonlinear equation (see (£.9) and Lemma [5.2]) which for
a fixed ¢t does not admit a simple form solution. We study properties of this parameter as a function
of the initial condition and the time horizon as this time horizon approaches infinity. Using these
properties we then analyze the scaled optimal cost in the variational problem as ¢ — oo and obtain
a simple form expression for the limit as a function of A, u and ~. Finally it is argued using several
nice properties of the rate function that this limit quantity equals x*(y) and x~ (7). In this work
we do not consider the case A < u. The relevant calculus of variations problem for this case is less
tractable and its study will be taken up elsewhere.

We now present a heuristic to justify the formula for the decay rate as well as the two aspects
of the reneging paradox at the LD scale. Consider for specificity, the event that the normalized
reneging count over an interval of time 7" exceeds v7T', where v > 7. As is well known, a Poisson
process with rate « satisfies a sample path LDP in D([0,7] : R;), with rate function given by
I(p) = fOT al(p(s)/a)ds for absolutely continuous functions ¢ : [0,7] — Ry, and I(p) = oo all
other elements of D([0,7] : Ry). Here, D([0,7T] : Ry4) is the space of right continuous functions
with left limits from [0,7] to Ry equipped with the Skorohod topology, and ¢(u) = ulogu —u+ 1
for u >0, ¢(0) =1 and ¢(u) = oo for u < 0. The function ¢ attains its minimum value 0 uniquely
at 1. In view of this, and using balance equation considerations at equilibrium similar to those
described for the LLN analysis, one may conjecture the following. The decay rate of the probability
of this event as n — oo is given by

=T inf{ (X /A) + pl(p* /) + OyL(67/6) 1, (1.1)
with an o(7T") correction, where the infimum is over \*, u*, 0* and y in (0, 00) satisfying
N=p +0%y,  0y=n7.

Moreover, the minimizing (A\*, u*, 8*) correspond to the parameters of the optimal change of measure
in the LD analysis. To solve this optimization problem, note that the first constraint can be written
as \* = u* 4 v, which decouples the problem into two optimization problems, one associated with
(A", u*), another with (6*,y). Clearly, the latter is solved by #* = 6, which makes the last term
vanish. This heuristic supports the statement that no change of measure is associated with the



reneging process under the optimal change of measure governing the event of interest, as well as
the fact that the solution is independent of 8. In addition, it can be checked that the solution of
(CI) is =TC(vy) where C(7) is defined in (Z3). The above heuristic is made rigorous in Theorem
23

Whereas this work focuses on a single server model, very similar results can be established for the
multi-server queue with reneging, such as in a setting where the number of servers grows linearly
with the scaling parameter n, and each server operates with standard exponential service time
distribution (namely, the M/M/n+M system). In Section [7] we present and discuss these results,
however the proofs are omitted. The specific scaling used in this setting has been referred to as a
many-server scaling. This model and scaling were studied for their LLN and CLT asymptotics in
[12], [13], [16] far beyond the exponential setting.

Our main motivation for this work stems from an approach to obtain robust probability esti-
mates at the LD scale. According to this approach, a family of probabilistic models is specified
in terms of Rényi divergence w.r.t. a single reference model (that is often easier to analyze). The
approach then provides a tool by which LD estimates on the reference model can be transformed
into LD estimates on the whole family. The model G/G/n+G is a particularly good test case for
this approach because (a) the model is hard, and (b) robustness w.r.t. underlying distributions is
important in applications where it is often used, such as in models for call centers. The estimates
obtained in this paper for the Markovian model can be used by this approach to obtain LD estimates
for suitable families of G/G/n+G in terms of the results of this paper concerning M /M /n+M. This
progress will be reported in [1J.

1.1 Notation.

Let D([0,T] : RY) (resp. C([0,T] : R%)) denote the space of right continuous functions with left limits
(resp. continuous functions) from [0, 7] to R?, equipped with the usual Skorohod (resp. uniform)
topology. Define ||, = supy<;<p |2(t)| for z € D([0,T] : R?). For a Polish space £, we denote by
Cy (&) the space of real continuous and bounded functions on £ and by P(&) the space of probability
measures on £ which is equipped with the topology of weak convergence. We say a collection of
& valued random variables is tight if the corresponding family of probability laws of the random
variables is relatively compact in the space P(€). A function I : £ — [0, 00] will be called a rate
function if for every m < oo, the set {z : I(z) < m} is compact. Some authors also refer to such a
function as a ‘good rate function’, however here we will drop the adjective ‘good’. A tight sequence
of D([0, T] : R?) valued random variables is said to be C-tight if the limit of every weakly convergent
subsequence takes values in C([0,7] : R?) a.s. We will use &, k1, k2, ... to denote constants in the
proof.

2 Large Deviations for M/M/1 with Reneging.

We begin by describing the evolution of the scaled state process. For this it will be convenient to
represent the jumps in the system through certain Poisson random measures, which are introduced
below.



For a locally compact Polish space S, let Mpc(S) be the space of all measures v on (S, B(S))
such that v(K) < oo for every compact K C S. We equip Mpc(S) with the usual vague topology.
This topology can be metrized such that Mpc(S) is a Polish space (see [5] for one convenient
metric). A Poisson random measure (PRM) N on a locally compact Polish space S with mean
measure (or intensity measure) v € Mpc(S) is an Mpco(S) valued random variable such that for
each A € B(S) with v(A) < oo, N(A) is Poisson distributed with mean v(A) and for disjoint
Ay, ... A € B(S), N(Ay),...,N(Ag) are mutually independent random variables (cf. [9]).

Fix T € (0,00). Let (2, F,P) be a complete probability space on which we are given three
mutually independent PRM Ny, No, N3 on [0, T] x Ry, [0, T] x Ry and [0, 7] x R? respectively with
intensities Ads X dy, pds x dy and 6ds x dy x dz respectively. Let X1 = R4, Xo =R, X3 = R%r.
Define the filtration

Fr = o{N;((0,s] x A;),s €[0,1],A; € B(X;),i=1,2,3}, t >0

and let {F;} be the P-augmentation of this filtration. Let P be the {F;}o<t<r-predictable o-field
on € x [0,T]. Denote by A, A3 the class of all measurable maps from (Q x [0, T],P), (2 x [0,7] x
R, P x B(Ry)) to (Ry, B(Ry)), respectively. Let Ay = Aj.

For ¢ € A;, define counting processes N, Ny, N5 on [0,77], [0,T], [0,T] x Ry, respectively, by

NE(0,1]) = / oo (8) Nids dy), £ € [0.T],i = 1,2,
[0,t]><R+
NP([0,1] x A) = / Loo(sn) (2) Ni(ds dy dz), t € [0,T], A € B(R..),i = 3.
[0,t] x AxR4

We think of N;p as a controlled random measure, where ¢ is the control process that produces a
thinning of the point process N; in a random but non-anticipative manner to produce a desired
intensity. We will write N as N/™ if ¢ = m for some constant m € Ry. Note that N{*, NJ* Ni*
are PRM on [0,77],[0,7],[0,7] x Ry with intensity mAds, mu ds, mf ds x dy respectively.

2.1 State dynamics using Poisson random measures.

The process representing the number of customers in the nth system will be referred to as the
number in system process, denoted by U™ (t). Note that the queue length process and the number
of customers in service process (the latter being {0, 1}-valued) can be expressed as (U"(t) — 1)
and U™(t) A 1, respectively. Denote the total reneging by time t by V"™(t). Let rescaled versions of
these processes be defined by
n n
xn(y = L8 yngy 2 V2O oo,

n n

We take (X™(0),Y™(0)) = (xy,0) with x, — 2o as n — oo. We will establish a LDP for (X", Y™)
in D([0,7] : R%) and then deduce the LDP for Y"(T') using the contraction principle.



Using the PRMs introduced above, the state evolution can be written as

1 1
X0 = an+ 2~ [ NP(ds) - & / 1oy 0y N3 (ds)
n Jog 0.

1 n

n __}_ "(ds

n

The role of the indicator of {X"(s—) # 0} in the second integral on the RHS is to express the
fact that departures occur only when the number in system is non-zero. Moreover, notice that the
expression (X" — —) gives the normalized queue length. Hence to model reneging according to
exponential clocks for each customer in the queue, the third integral expresses reneging that occurs
at a rate proportional to the (normalized) queue length.

Define the map I : D([0, 7] : R) — D([0,T] : R4) by

T()(t) = b(t) — inf [(s) AO], te[0,T],% € D([0,T]:R). (2.1)

0<s<t

The map T' is usually referred to as the one-dimensional Skorohod map (see, e.g., [II, Section
3.6.C]). Note that the evolution of X" can be written as

X =2+ y Ni'(ds) — ! N3 (ds)
" /o) 0,4]
1
— 1 N2(ds dy) + n"(t ,
n/[O»t]XR+ [o.(xm(s)—)] (y) N3'(ds dy) + 1" (t)

where 1™ ( f[o i 1{xn (s—)=0} NI'(ds) increases only when X" (t—) = X™(t) = 0. Then using a
well known characterlzatlon of the Skorohod map (cf. [8]) one can write the evolution of X™ as:

i 1 oL o L " (ds
X"(t)="T <$n+n 0. }N1 (ds) / N3 (ds) /[O}XR+1[O,(X”(S—)_71L)+] (y) N3'(d dy)> (t).

(2.2)
As n — oo, (X™,Y"™) converges in D([0,7] : R2), in probability, to (x,y) given by

x(t) = <:E0+(/\M —9/ ) ,tel0,T7,

(2.3)
—9/ s)ds, t € 10,71,

where ¢ is the identity map on [0,7]. Theorem 2] will establish a large deviation principle for
(X™ Y™ as n — oo. We begin by introducing the associated rate function.



2.2 Rate function and the large deviation principle.

For (£,¢) € C([0,T] : R2), let U(&, ) be the collection of all ¢ = (i1, 2, ¢3) such that ¢; : [0,T] —
R, i =1,2,3 are measurable maps and the following equations are satisfied for all ¢ € [0, T:

€ =T <<L"0 A /0 (s ds — p /0 ea(s)ds— 6 /0 ()€ (s) ds) (®),

) (2.4)
Ct) =0 /0 3()€(s) ds.

Define
() =xlogz —x+1, x>0. (2.5)

For (&,¢) € C([0,T] : R2), define

IT(é,C)iweiLI}éC{/f% d8+u/€<,02 ds+e/£ (3(s } (2.6)

We set I (€, () to be oo if U(&,¢) is empty or (£,¢) € D([0,T] : R2)\ C([0,T] : R?).
Theorem 2.1. The pair {(X",Y")} satisfies a LDP on D([0,T] : R%) with rate function Ir.

Using the contraction principle (cf. [7, Theorem 1.3.2]) one has the following result. Let,
for v € Ry, U*(y) be the collection of all (£,¢) € C([0,T] : R2) such that ((T) = 7. Let
I - Ry — [0,00] be defined as

IT(y) = " c)lélof/*m I7(&€). (2.7)

Theorem 2.2. {Y"(T')} satisfies a LDP on Ry with rate function I7.

There does not appear to be a simple form expression for I7(v) for fixed 7" > 0 and v > 0 and
therefore we consider asymptotics of 17.(y) for large T". For this we restrict attention to the case
A > p. Let

Ly =Ip(yT) = inf{Ir(§,¢) : ((T) =T}, v =0,
I%T = in{IT(f, C) : C(T) > IVT}7 Y > A — My (28)
Ly =inf{Ip(§,¢) : ((T) <7/ THO <y < A —p.

Let
Cly)=A(1-2] D4+ u(l - 2zy) —vlog 2, (2.9)
where
VYA =y 2\
2y = 2(y) = = (2.10)

24 VP

Theorem 2.3. Suppose that A > p. We have the following asymptotic formulae.

I*
lim LT =C(y), 720,

T—oo T
Iyr
Ii i E >\ —
Jim — Cl), ¥=2A—pu,
I
lim XL — <~ <A—pu.
Jim —==C(), 0<sy<A-up



Remark 2.4. From Theorem and the convezity and monotonicity properties of I,’;’T given in
Lemma it follows that the quantities xT () and x~(v) defined in the Introduction equal C(v)
for every v > 0.

To give an interpretation for taking both n and T to be large parameters, and to demonstrate a
simple use of our results, consider a service capacity allocation problem. In this system, the arrival
rate is large whereas the reneging rate per customer is order 1 (and unknown). We take A = 1, and
0 > 0, so that in the nth system the arrival rate is n, and the individual reneging rate is 8. We wish
to find the smallest service capacity parameter o € (0, 1) (corresponding in the nth system to service
at rate un) so that it is guaranteed that the reneging count R™(T') over a large interval of time
[0, 7], satisfies P(R™(T) > ynT) < e~*"T for given constants v and c. Consider for example vy = 1

and ¢ = 0.1. Then we have z(v) = Vlgi“_l = \/1+%1u+1 and C(y) =1+ p—+/1+4p—log ﬁ.

Setting C(y) = 0.1 gives pu ~ 0.5723. Note that the calculation does not depend on 6.

3 Proof of Theorem [2.11

Let Z" = (X", Y™) and £ = D([0,T] : R%). From the equivalence betweeen a large deviation prin-
ciple and a Laplace principle [7, Section 1.2] it suffices to show that the function It has compact
sublevel sets and the following bounds hold for all h € Cy(E).

Laplace Upper Bound

1
oo 1 B My > . .
liminf ——log ' exp {—nh(Z")} = Inf [L1(¢) + h(d)] (3.1)
Laplace Lower Bound
lim sup ! log E'exp {—nh(Z")} < inf [I7(¢) + h(¢)] . (3.2)
n—o00 n P&

The proof of compactness of level sets is analogous to the proof of the upper bound and is therefore
omitted. The Laplace upper bound is proved in Section and the lower bound is established in
Section

3.1 Variational Representation and Weak Convergence of Controlled Processes.

We will use the following useful representation formula proved in [5] and [3, Theorem 2.4] (see
also [6, Theorem 8.12]). Recall that Aj, Ay, A3 denote the class of all measurable maps from
(Qx[0,T),P), (2x[0,T],P), (2% [0,T] x Ry, P x B(Ry)) to (R4, B(R,)), respectively. For each
m € N, let
Ap k= {(¢1,02,93) : i € A; for each i = 1,2,3 such that for all (w,t,y) € Q x [0,T] x R4,
Qpl(w’t)7 (102(("}775)7 (,03(00,t,y) € [1/k7 k]7 and (103(("}77573/) =1 when y > k}

and let A, = U,;";lﬁg%k. (With a slight abuse of notation, here and in what follows, ¢; denote
stochastic processes, unlike in Section where ; were used to denote deterministic functions).



Denote M = [Mpc([0,T])]> x Mpc([0,T] x Ry). Recall the function ¢ defined in ([ZH). Let for
m € N, N™ = (N", NJ*, Ni*) and for ¢ = (¢1, 2, p3) € x3_1A;, let N¥ = (Nf', NS* N$3). N™,
N¢¥ are regarded as a M valued random variables. The theorem represents an expected value in
terms of infima over both x?_, A; and A,. The latter is sometimes more convenient since for each
fixed control there are uniform upper and lower (away from zero) bounds.

Theorem 3.1. Let F be a real valued bounded measurable map on M. Then for m > 0,

— log EeF'(N™)

S| ' (AtCor(6D) + tta(s) +6 [ tlgats.) ) ds + P V™)

o=(ps)i=1,2,3€X3_1 A; Ry

i Elm /OT (MCor(sD) + ntlea(s) +0 [ Hgats.m)dy ) ds+ 7 v9)].

o=(i)i=1,2,3€A R4

We note that the representation in [5l [3] 6] is given for a single PRM with points in [0,7] x X
where X' is some locally compact space. One can identify the triplet N™ = (N7*, N3", N3") with a
single PRM with points in the space [0,7] x Ry x {1,2,3} and intensity leby x v where, leby is
the Lebesgue measure on [0,7] and v is a locally-finite measure on X = R x {1,2,3} defined as

v({0} x {1}) =mA, v((0,00) x {1}) =0,
((0

v({0} x {2}) =mpu, v ) x{2}) =0,
V(A x {3}) = mBlebso(A), A€ BR,),

o0
, OO

where leb,, is the Lebesgue measure on Ry. With this identification the proof of Theorem BT is
immediate from the above references. In particular the proof of the fact that one can restrict the
infimum to the smaller class A, can be found in [6, Theorem 8.12].

Remark 3.2. We mention difficulties to apply the continuous mapping approach.

(i) Let M%.([0,T)) [resp. M%([0, T) xRy )] be the subset of Mpc([0,T]) [resp. Mpc([0,T]xR4)]
consisting of all ‘atomic measures’ v of the form such that there is some finite set F C [0,T]
with v(F¢) = 0 [resp. for every k € N there is a finite set Fy, with v(Ff x [0,k]) = 0/. Let
MO = (MY ([0, 1)) x M%([0,T] x Ry). Then for any v = (v1,v2,v3)€ M?, there is a unique
2V = (a¥,y") € € that satisfies

1 1 1
V() = g+ = O,t——/ Lps d ——/ 1 dsd
2¥(t) = an + ~11[0,1] - ~ o 1 20} V2(ds) — — . fo.(av(s-)-2) 1| W) valds dy)
1

V= /[0 o Moy W) stds )

Define U™ (v) = z¥ for v € M°. For v € M\ M, the map is defined in an arbitrary manner so
that U™ is a measurable map from M to £. We then have that Z™ = W™"(N™) a.s. for each n. We
note that the above system of equations may not be wellposed for a general v € M\ M° and for
this reason there is no natural way to define W™ on all of M with nice reqularity properties (e.q.
continuity). In particular there is no obvious way to implement a contraction principle approach
using this representation in order to prove the LDP.



(i) It is also possible to write X in terms of Poisson processes on the line M, N, K (of rates A,
w, 0, respectively) as

X:F@+M—N—K(AX@@»,

in which case Xl is a function of Moy, Nl and K| . Letting M™, N™ denote accelerated
by n versions (recall that reneging rate is not accelerated), and X" the resulting queue length,
specializing to zero initial condition, we have X™ = T'(M™ — N — K ([, X"(s)ds)). We can then
write versions that are both accelerated and rescaled by letting M™ = n~'*M(n-), N* = n~'N(n-),
K" =n"'K(n-), X" = n~'X", and thereby obtain X" = T'(M™ — N™ — K"( [, X"(s)ds)). From
this we see that X"|jg, depends on K"|(g ) and not just K"|oy, and therefore, again, it is not
clear how one can address the problem via the continuous mapping approach.

Fix h € Cy(&). Since Z™ can be written as U"(N") for some measurable function ¥" from M
to €& we have from the second equality in Theorem B.] that with (m, F) = (n,nh o ¥™"),

T
—%nge—"MZ”:me[ / (Aﬁ(w?(S))JrM(sDS(S))Jr@ f(sog(s,y))dy) ds+h<zn>},

R4
(3.3)
where the infimum is taken over all ¢ = (¢);—123 € Ay and Z" = (X", Y™) solves
on L\ ngt L[ ney

1 .
o /[0,t]xR+ 1[0,(@(3_)_%)*} (y) N5 ™ (ds dy)

1 n 1 n 1
=T |z, —Nwl-——NWQ-——/
<w+n 1) NV ()

(3.5)

N _ l nes s
Y = /[O,ﬂx&l[ov<f<ws—>—i>*] () Ny (ds dy). (3.6)

In the proof of both the upper and lower bound (see below Lemma and below Proposition
[B.7) it will be sufficient to consider a sequence {¢"} C A that satisfies the following uniform bound
for some My < oo:

T
sup /0 <f(<p’f(s)) B () + /R (o) dy) ds < My, as. P. (3.7)

In the rest of this section we study tightness and convergence properties of controlled processes
{Z™} that are driven by controls {¢" = (7, ¢4, @)} that satisfy the a.s. bound B7).

For 0 < K < o0, let Sk be the collection of all triplets g = (g1, g2, g3), where g1, g2: [0,T] — R,
g3:10,T] x Ry — R, are measurable maps such that

T
/ <e<gl<s>>+e<92<s>>+ e<gg<s,y>>dy) ds < K.

R4
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An element g = (g1, 92,93) € Sk can be identified with elements 9 € M, where

VI(A) = / gi(s) ds, vI(Ax B) i/ gs(s.y)dsdy, i=1,2,A € B(0,T)), B € B(R,). (3.8)
A AxB

With this identification Sk is a compact metric space (cf. [3, Lemma A.1]). Let flb7 Kk={pe€A:
p(w) € Sk as. }.

For ¢" € Ay, define the compensated processes
Ny#E (ds) = N9 (ds) — Angl (s
Ny# (ds) = Ny#* (ds) — pnggh (s
N;w? (dsdy) = N;pg (dsdy) — Onyy(s,y) ds dy.

) ds
) ds

Then ]\Nflw?([O, t]), N;wg([O, t]), ngg([O, t]x A) are {F; }-martingales for A € B(Ry) with E(Véfn([O, T %
A)) < 0.

The following lemma summarizes some elementary properties of £. For part (a) we refer to [4],
Lemma 3.1], and part (b) is an easy calculation that is omitted.

Lemma 3.3. (a) For each § > 1, there ezists y(5) € (0,00) such that v(8) — 0 as  — oo and
x <y (B)(zx), forx = .

(b) Forxz >0, x </{(x)+2.

Now we have all the ingredients to study tightness and convergence properties of controlled
processes {Z"} that are driven by controls {¢" = (7, ¥4, ¢4 )} that satisfy (B.7]).

Lemma 3.4. Suppose that for some My < 0o, {¢"} C Ay ur,-

(a) The sequence of random wvariables {(¢", Z™)} is a tight collection of M x & wvalued random
variables.

(b) Suppose (¢™, Z™) converges along a subsequence, in distribution, to (p, Z) given on some prob-
ability space (¥, F*, P*), where Z = (X,Y). Then a.s. P*, Z € C([0,T] : R%) and

X(t)=T (éﬂ +A /0 p1(s)ds — /0 p2(s)ds — 0 Lio,x(s) (2)3(s,y) ds dy) (t), (3.9)

[07'] xRy

Y(t)=46 Lio, x (s (2)ws(s,y)dsdy, t€0,7] (3.10)
[0,t] xR+

Proof. By assumption {¢"} is a sequence of Sy, valued random variables and is therefore auto-
matically tight. Next, we argue C-tightness of {Z"}. Let X" (¢) be the process appearing in the
argument of I" in ([B.3]), namely

1 n 1 n 1
X" (¢ iazn—l——NWlt——Nn%t——/ 1,
(t) no'1 (t) no 2 (t) 0.4E, [07(Xn(s_)_

- ] (y) Ny¥5 (dsdy).  (3.11)

1
n
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We will argue tightness of {X"} and get tightness of {X™} by continuity of the Skorohod map T'.
Write

].n”L t 1~nn 1n” t 1~nn
_N14P1 (t) :)\/ Spyll(s)dS—F—Nl‘Pl (t), _N24P2 (t) :/L/ (pg(s) d8+_N2g02 (t),
n 0 - - 0 L
1 . n
n /[Ot]XR Lo (en(so)-2)"] (y) Ny %% (ds dy) = 0 - Lo (%n(9)-2)"] ()5 (s, y) ds dy
| ’ ' ’ + n
1 o
T /[O,t}x& I[Ov(X”(s—)—%)j (y) N3 7° (ds dy).

From (B3] we have

t
< ko4 Ko [ /0 (go?<s>+¢3<s>+ / 1[0,Xn(sﬂ<y>so§<s,y>dy) ds]
+

2

/{ t n n n
) / <901(8)+902(8)+ / 1[0,Xn<sn<y>so3<s,y>dy> ds
n 0 Ry

< o+ ol [ / t (f(w?(s)) F2UBE) +2+ [ 1oy ES (5.9)) +2 dy) ds] 2

+

K ! n n n
25 [ (1160 + 2 60 42+ [ T 006000 +2)dy ) ds
+
t
< k3 + 53/ E|Xn z,s ds,
0

where the first inequality uses the explicit expression for the Skorohod map I' in (21), the second
uses Doob’s inequality, the third uses Lemma[B.3[(b), and the last uses the fact that (3.7)) is satisfied.
It then follows from Gronwall’s inequality that

sup E|X"2 7 < 0o, supE|X"%, < oco. (3.12)
neN ' neN ’

This gives tightness of { X" (t)} for each fixed t € [0,T]. As for the fluctuation of X™, let 7° be the
collection of all [0, 7 — 6] valued stopping times 7 for each § € [0, 7. In order to argue tightness of
{X"}, by the Aldous-Kurtz tightness criterion (cf. [I4, Theorem 2.7]) it suffices to show that

limsup limsup sup E|X"(7 + ) — X"(7)| = 0. (3.13)

6—0 n—oo rg7Té
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From (BIIJ) it follows that for every M € (0,00),
E|X"(r +6) — X"(7)]

T+
< /{4E/ <<p’1‘(s) + ©5(s) + /R Lo, n (s (W) 05 (5, 9) dy> ds
T +

T4+0
< mE/ <<P’f(3)1{w;(s)>M} + 5 (8)Lpn (s)> M) +/R Lio, (s (V)95 (8, 9) L on(s)> 3 dy> ds

+

T+6
+ /€4E/ <M + M +/ 1[0,)2"(5)] (y)M dy> ds
T R4
< k5y(M) + k5 Mo
where the third inequality follows from Lemma B3l(a), (37) and (3I2]). Therefore

lim sup limsup sup E|X"(7 + ) — X"(7)| < r5y(M).

6—0 n—oo rg7Té

Taking M — oo gives ([3.13). Combining this with (3.12) and ([.5) we have tightness of {(X™, X™)}.
Similar estimate gives tightness of {Y"}. The C-tightness of {(X™, Z")} is clear as its jump size is
o).

n

Suppose now that (™, X™, Z™) converge in distribution, along a subsequence, in M x D([0,T] :
R) x &, to (¢, X,Z) given on some probability space (0%, F*, P*), where Z = (X,Y). Assume
without loss of generality that the convergence holds along the whole sequence. From the C-
tightness of {(X",Z")} we have (X,Z) € C([0,7] : R) x C([0,T] : R%) a.s. P*. Using Doob’s
inequality, Lemma B3Ib), (37) and (B12) we have

E <%N{w’f(.)>2 + (%N;“ﬂg(-)f + <% /[o,.]xR+ Lo (£5(em)-2)"] (y) Ny %% (ds dy)>2

s T n n n
< ;GE/O (901 (s) +¢5(s) +/R Lio, xn(s) ()5 (s, y) dy> ds — 0
+

*,T

as n — oo, where for f : [0,7] = R, |f|« 7 = supg<s<7 | f(s)|. By appealing to the Skorohod rep-
resentation theorem, we can further assume without loss of generality that the above convergence,
(", X", Z") — (p, X, Z) and (X, Z) € C([0,T] : R) x C([0,T] : R2) hold a.s. P*, namely on some
set G € F* such that P*(G¢) = 0. Fix w* € G. The rest of the argument will be made for such an
w* which will be suppressed from the notation.

In order to prove [3) and [BI0), it suffices to show

/Ot o1 (s)ds + /Ot 05 (s)ds — /Ot ©1(s)ds + /Ot pa(s) ds, (3.14)

| R y)os(s,y)dsdy — 1o sy s,1y) ds dy, 3.15
/[O,t}xR+ [es (s—)—%ﬁ]( )5 (5,y) oxr, 0N 1 (W)es(s,y) (3.15)
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as n — oo for each t € [0,T]. The convergence in (3I4]) is immediate from that of ¢ — ¢ € M.
Next note that

1r o y)pn(s,y dsdy—/ 1o 550y s,y)dsdy
/[O,t]xR+ f0.(x (S_)_%y]( )5 (s, ) oape, 10X 1 (Wes(s,y)

<),
[0,¢] xR4

_|_

1[ (Xrs)-2)"] (¥) = 1jo,x(s)) (y)‘ 04 (s,y) ds dy

/ Lo 00y () (&5 (5.) — @3(5,9)) ds dy
[0,t] xR+

For M € (0,00), it follows from Lemma [B.3|a) and B1) that

/[Ovt] xR

< / (,DEL(S, y)l{gog(s,y)>M} ds dy + /
[0,¢] x R4 [0,t] xR+

Lo ey )*] ) = Loxion )| 5.9) dly

1[0,(X7L(3_)_ 1 )+] (y) — 1 (s (y)‘ M ds dy
< ~(M)My+ MT|X" — X|.0 + MT/n,
which converges to zero on sending n — oo and then M — oco. Since the Lebesgue measure of

{(s,) € [0,T] x Ry : y = X(s)} is zero, it follows from ¢" — ¢ € M that

[ S (65,0 — sl dsay| 0
[0,t] xR+

as n — oo. Combining above three displays gives ([B.I5]). This completes the proof. O

3.2 Proof of Laplace upper bound.

In this section we prove ([B.1]) for a fixed h € Cy(£). We begin by giving an alternative representation
of Iy that will be convenient for the proof of this inequality. For (£,¢) € C([0,7] : R2), let
U(&,¢) be the collection of all measurable ¢ = (p1, B, @3) such that @;: [0,7] — Ry, i = 1,2,
P31 [0,7] x Ry — R4 and the following equations are satisfied for ¢ € [0, T):

@3(5,Y)L[0,¢(s)(y) ds dy) (t),
0 [0,] xR

{(t):I‘<x0+)\/0.<,51(s)ds—,u/.<,52(s)ds—0

Ct)=¢0 @3(5,y)1j0,¢(s) (v) ds dy.
[0,¢] xR+
Define for (£,¢) € C([0,T] : R2)

PeUEC

f(@s,(s,y))dsdy}- (3.16)
[0,T]xR 4

T T
Ip(¢,¢) = inf ){)\/o f(@l(s))derM/o U(Pa(s)) ds + 0

We set I (€,¢) = oo if U(E,¢) is empty or (£,¢) € D([0,T] : R2)\ C([0,T] : R?).
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Remark 3.5. Note that if for (£,¢) € C([0,T] : R2), I7(£,¢) < 00 and ¢ € U(E,C) is such that its
cost given by the right side in ([BI6) is finite, then from the superlinearity of ¢ we must have that

T
/ i(s)ds < o0, i =1,2, and P3(s,y)dsdy < oo for all M < oo.
0 [0,T]x[0,M]

This says that C is absolutely continuous and & = F(é) for some € which is absolutely continuous
as well. It follows that t — info<s<; £(s) A0 is also absolutely continuous. Thus we have that (,§
and § — & are all absolutely continuous. This fact will be used in the proof of Proposition [3.7

Then we have the following result.

Lemma 3.6. For allT >0 and (£,¢) € D([0,T) : R2), Ir(&,¢) = Ir(£,0).

Proof. Consider T' > 0 and for (£,¢) € C([0,T] : Ri), ¢ = (§1,P2,¢3) € UE,C). Define ¢
[0,7] — Ry by

. 1 .
@3(s) = 1{5(3);&0}@ /[0 o @3(5,9) dy + Lig(s)=0y, s €[0,T].
Note that

@3(s,y) Lo g(s)(y) dsdy = | &(s)ps(s)ds for all ¢ € [0,T]
[0,t] xR+ [0,¢]

and, by convexity of ¢,
/ U(@s3(s,y)) ds dy 2/ Lie(s)20y Ljo.g(s) (W)U(P3(s, ) ds dy
[O,T] XR+ [07T] XR+
1
= Ligco)20né(s —/ L(p3(s,y))dy | ds
[ B <><§(S) [ )

1
> Tig(s s)t —/ 53(s,y)dy | ds
/[Oﬂ {e(s)206(s) (5(3) et @3(s,9) y)

= §(s)0(3(s)) ds.
[0.7]

Clearly ¢ = (@1, P2,03) € U(E, ). This shows Ip(€,¢) < Ip(€,¢). The reverse inequality is

immediate on observing that if (1,2, ¢3) € U(E, () then, with p3(s,y) = @3(s) for y € [0,1],
(¢1,p2,93) € U(E, () and the costs for the two controls are identical. The result follows. O

We now return to the proof of ([BI). For each n, let ©" = (o7, %, ¢%) be L-optimal in B3,
namely,

1
— —log Eexp{—nh(Z")}
n

> e+ [ (e s +o [ aseama)a] -1 e
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where Z" is as introduced below ([33]). Using the boundedness of h, by a standard localization
argument (see [5, Proof of Theorem 4.2]), we can assume without loss of generality that (3.7 is
satisfied for some My < oo.

We have from Lemma[34)(a) that {(x™, Z™)} is tight in M x&. Assume without loss of generality
that (", Z™) converges along the whole sequence, in distribution, to (¢, Z) € M x £ given on some
probability space (Q*, F*, P*), where Z = (X,Y). By Lemma B4(b) we have Z € C([0,T] : R?)
and ¢ € U(X,Y) a.s. P*. From (BI7), Fatou’s lemma and the lower semicontinuity established in
[3, Lemma A.1] (see proof of (A.1) therein) it follows that

o 1 n
hnrr_1>1£f - log Eexp{—nh(Z")}

T
ZE[h(Z)Jr / (Aewl(s))w(w(s))w [ awg(s,y))dy) ds] (3.18)

Thus we have that
1 -
e 1 B My s
hnrr_1>1£f - log Eexp {—nh(Z")} > ;IelgE [h((ﬁ) + IT(¢)]

= inf [h(¢) + Ir(9)]

where the last equality is from Lemma The proof of the upper bound is complete. O

3.3 Proof of Laplace lower bound.
In this section we prove the inequality ([B.2]) for a fixed h € Cy(E).
We begin by establishing a key uniqueness property.

Proposition 3.7. Fiz (£,¢) € C([0,T] : R%) with I7(£,¢) < oo and ¢ € U(E,C) be such that the
cost associated with @ given by the right side of BB) is finite. If (€,¢) € C([0,T] : R?) is another
pair such that ¢ € U(E,C), then (€,¢) = (£,C).

We first complete the proof of the lower bound assuming that the Proposition B.7] holds. Fix
o € (0,1) and choose (£*,¢*) € C([0,T] : R%) such that

(FQIS

Since Ir(€*,¢*) = Ip(£*,¢*) < oo, we can choose ¢* € U(E*,C*) such that

T
/ (Af(w’f(S)) + 1ul(p(s)) +6 | Llpz(s,y)) dy) ds < I7(£",¢Y) + o
0 Ry

Define the deterministic controls

#i (8) = —Lpr(s)<i/my + i (8) 11 /n<ir(s)<n} + Mgz (5)2m)
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for i =1,2 and s € [0,7], and

.1 N
©5(s,y) = s (sy)<t/ny<n} + @3(8, Y) L1 n<iy(s,y)<ny<n} T {5 (s.)>ny<n} T Liysn)

for (s,y) € [0,T] x Ry. Then ¢" = (o7, 0%, ¢%) € Ap. We will use that £(z) > 0 and £(1) = 0, and
also that ¢(z) is increasing for z > 1 and decreasing for z < 1. Then from (3.3]) and these properties
we have

Lo Bexp{~nh(2")} < B [h<2"> - ' <A€(<p’f(8)) +3(e) 40 [ 0) dy) ds]

+

<pluzn+ | ' (Mt + ntles(s) +0 [ Aeits.m)ay) as].

(3.19)
Note that (3.7 is satisfied with My replaced by M = (I7(£*,(*) + 1)/ min(A\, i, 0). It then follows
from Lemma BA(a) that {(¢",Z")} is tight. Clearly ¢" — ¢* € M. By Lemma B4(b), if Z"

converges along a subsequence to Z, then Z must satisfy [33) and (B]:(II)_ with ¢ replaced with ¢*,
namely ¢* € U(Z). From uniqueness in Proposition B.7] it follows that Z = (£*,¢*). Finally, from

BI9) we have
lim sup —— log Eexp{—nh(Z")}

n—o0

< limsup 2 [h(Z”) +f ' (Aew{(s)) i)+ [ i) dy> ds}

n—oo

R4

T
—nie e+ | (Aem(s)) + it +0 [

h(&",C7) + In(€7, ¢7) +
(gl?)f {h(&,Q) + Ir (¢, C)}+20

which completes the proof of the lower bound. O

U(s.9)) dy) s

+

<
<

We now return to the proof of Proposition B.71

Proof of Proposition 3.7l Suppose that gé
to show that £ = £&. Write &(t) = ¥(t) + n(t), £(t)
processes defined by

t t
B(t) = 2o + A / o1(s)ds — g / pa(s)ds — 0 / 35,9 L 0.ty () ds dy,
0 0 [0,¢] xR

() is another pair such that ¢ € U, C). Tt suffices
= ( P(t) + 1(t), where 9, ¢ are the unconstrained

w(t):azo—i-)\/o cpl(s)ds—,u/o wa((s)ds — 6

and 7,7 are the reflection terms such that (see e.g., [I1l Section 3.6.C])

()03 S7y1 ~S ydsdy,
[0, xR (5,9) 110 g (%)

T
n(0) = 0,7(t) is nondecreasing and / &(t)dn(t) =0,
0

T
7(0) = 0,7(t) is nondecreasing and / E(t)dn(t) =
0
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Recall from Remark BB that &, &, 1,1, n, 7} are absolutely continuous. For an absolutely continuous
function f, we will denote its a.e. derivative as f’. Then for ¢t € [0,7],

£(t) - £ =2 /0 ((s) — E(5))(€'(s) — &(s)) ds
—o /0 (E(s) — &) (W' (5) — ' (5)) ds +2 /0 (€(s) — &(s))d(n(s) — 7i(5)).

Note that for a.e. s € [0, 7], whenever &(s) > &£(s), £(s) = £(s), or £(s) < &(s),
(605) £/ (5) = T/(5)) = ~0(6(5) ) [ 9alss) oo v) — Lo ()] dy <0

R4

Also, since 7] is nondecreasing,

t
< / Lie(s)>016(s)dn(s)
0

Similarly t
/0 Lie(oy<i(sy (E(s) = E(5))d(n(s) = 7i(s)) < 0.

Thus [£(t) — £(t)]? = 0 for all ¢ € [0, T]. This completes the proof. O

4 Properties of the rate function.

For the rest of this paper we will assume that A > u. This property will not be explicitly noted in
the statements of various results.

In this section we give a different representation for the rate function I and establish certain
convexity properties of the rate function.

Let Cr be the collection of functions (&,¢) € C([0,T] : R2) such that

(i) £(0) = o, ¢(0) =0.
(ii) &,(¢ are absolutely continuous, and ¢’(t) = 0 for a.e. ¢ € [0,7] such that £(t) = 0.

(iii) ¢ is nondecreasing.

We note that Ip(€,¢) = oo if (&,() & Cr.
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For (z,p,q) € Ry x R x R4, let

L(a:,p,q)i)\€< (p+q)2+2zim+(p+q)>+lw< (p+q)2—|—2i/\,u—(p—|—q))

q
+ 9:176 (@) . 1{1‘>0} —+ o0 - 1{x:0,q>0}'

The following lemma gives an alternative representation for Ip (€, () for (§,¢) € Crp.

Lemma 4.1. For (§,¢) € Cr,
T
(6.0 = [ LEW.€0).¢ ) ds. (41)
Proof. Fix (£,() € Cp. Recall

T T T
6.0 = it {3 [ deas i [ taeniso [ otanis). @)

We would like to find a ¢ € U(&, () for which the above infimum is achieved.
Consider ¢ € [0, 7] such that &(¢) and (’(t) exist. When &(t) > 0, from (2.4]) we have
(t) + () = Xpr(t) — pepa(t), (4.3)
¢'(t) = Oo3()E(1)- (4.4)
It is easy to check that, given these constraints, the ¢(t) that minimizes

A(p1(t)) + pl(pa(t)) + 0€(E)L(3(t))

must satisfy ¢1(t)p2(t) = 1, namely

VEW) + )2+ 4M+ (E(t) + ¢ (1)

pr(t) = 2 : (4.5)
ooty = YEO IO +2im s GURISO)] (46)
p3(t) = g;((?) (4.7)

Since the Lebesgue measure of {t: £(t) = 0,&'(t) # 0} = 0, we must have that for a.e. ¢t on the
set {£(t) =0}, &'(t) =0, ¢'(t) = 0, and, using 2.4)),

Ap1(t) — ppa(t) < 0.

Using Lagrange multipliers, it is easy to check that under this constraint, the minimizer of

A(p1(t)) + pb(p2(t) + 0£(0)0(p3(t)) = M(pr(t)) + pl(p2(t))
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must satisfy ¢1(¢)e2(t) =1 and A\p;(t) — pp2(t) = 0, namely

p1(t) = % Pa(t) = \/57 p3(t) = 1. (4.8)

Since \p1(t) — ppa(t) = 0, the ¢ defined by ([@3) — [@.8) is in U (£, ¢) and in fact (24) holds without
the Skorohod map on the right side of the first line. Plugging the minimizer ¢ in the cost in (£2])
gives the desired result. ]

Remark 4.2. (i) The proof of Lemma [{-1] in fact shows that for (§,¢) € Cr and a.e. s € [0,T]
L(&(s).€'(5),¢(5)) = M(1(s)) + nl(pa(s)) + 0€(s)l(3(5)),

where ¢ = (1, 2,3) is given by @3) ~ @I).

(1) The proof also shows that the representation (@Il holds for any subinterval of [0,T], namely

to to to
inf {/\ pi(s))ds+p l(pa(s))ds+ 6 E(s)l(e3(s)) ds}
PpeU(£,4) 1 t1 t

- / T L(E(s),€(5),C'(5)) ds

t1

for each (£,¢) € Cr and 0 < t; <to <T.

For general (&,() € Cp, let Uy (&, C) be the collection of ¢ = (1, 2, ¢3) such that ¢; : [0,T] —
R4, 7=1,2,3 are measurable maps and

£(t) = 20+ A /0 p1(s) ds — p /0 pa(s) ds — 0 /0 3(5)€(s) ds,
Ct) =0 /0 3(5)E(s) ds.

As noted in the last line of the proof of Lemma [£.1], we have in fact proved the following result.

Corollary 4.3. For (§,() € Cr,

T T T
e = inf ){A [ to@rds+u [ ttaoras o [ s<s>e<w3<s>>ds}.

QOGZ/{+ (57(

Moreover, the minimizer ¢ in the above infimum is given by (L5)-@T) when £(t) > 0 and ([E8)
when &(t) = 0.

The following lemma says that L and I7(&, () are convex.

Lemma 4.4. L is a convex function on Ry x R x Ry and It is a convex function on Cr.
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Proof. In view of Lemma [£]] it suffices to show convexity of L. Note that the function

24+4)
fi(z) = xlog v M+x—\/a:2+4)\u

22
is convex in x € R since f{’(az):ﬁ>0. Also,
x I
+q)2 +4 n+ (p+ +q)? +4x— (p+
M( CENETVEL q))+u€< (v +q) B (v q))zflwq)ﬂw

so the map taking (p, q) to the left side of the last display is convex on R x R..

Next, consider the function fo(z,y) = /(%) defined on the convex set O = {(z,y) : x > 0,y >
0}. Note that the Hessian matrix of f; is
L 1
(4 7)
oy

on {(z,y) : © > 0,y > 0}, which is positive semidefinite. So fo is convex on {(z,y) : x > 0,y > 0}
and, since f; is continuous on O, it is also convex on O. Let fy be the extension of fo such
that f2(0,0) = 0 and fa(z,y) = oo for (z,y) € RZ \ (OU{(0,0)}). Note that for (z,y) = (0,0),
(z,9) € O, and r € (0,1),

| &

A1 =r)e+rE, (1= r)y +rg) = ril(y/7) = (1 - r)fa(z,y) + 7 f2(2,5).

Therefore f5 is convex on Ri and so

q _
(x,q) — OQal (%> . 1{x>0} + 00 1{x:0,q>0} = f2(6x7q)

is convex on ]Ri. We have thus shown the convexity of L on Ry X R x Ry and consequently that
of It on Cp. O

5 Construction of Minimizer for / ;"T.

Recall that we are assuming that A > p. In order to analyze the long time asymptotics of I7 ., Iy, 7

and I, 7, introduced in (Z8), we will first formally calculate a candidate minimizer (&,¢) € Cr for

1 ;T, and then use that to prove our main result, Theorem [2.3]

5.1 A Formal Calculation of a Candidate Minimizer.

Consider the Euler-Lagrange equations [I7, Chapter 6] associated with I,’;’T, namely,

d d
1 = —1L 0= —TJ
! dt 2 dt B

where L; denotes the partial derivative of L with respect to the i-th variable.
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From Lemma [] for (¢,() € Cr
L(£(1),€'(1),¢'(t)) = M(e1(t)) + pl(p2(t)) + O€ () (3(t)),
where ¢ = (1, @2, ¢3) is given by (3 — (£1) when £(t) # 0 and by ([A8)) when £(t) =

Using the form of ¢;, one can check that (suppressing in the notation the dependence on ¢ and

Ly = 00(p3) + 0¢(log p3) <—9<—£2> = 0(1 — 3),

§/+</ 5/+C’
S S S
/ 5/+</2+4)‘ / §/+</2+4)\ 1
L = Alog 1) Lt ullog pa) - A1

= —log 2t =1
2A o ylog O =log e,

L3 = log 1 + 0¢(log 903) = log(p1¢3).

0¢
From 0 = & L3 we have log(¢1(t)g3(t)) is a constant function of ¢, and thus for some B € (0, 00)

B
p3(t)

1(t) = , t€[0,77.

Using this equation and the equality L = %Lg we have —:ﬁ—é = 6(1 — ¢3), whose solution is given
by

1
3(t) = T A0 for some A € (—o0,e ), t € [0,T].

Therefore

1 1

e1(t) = B(1 — Aef), wz(t)=m’ sl = T

€ [0,T]. (5.1)

With A, B chosen to satisfy appropriate boundary conditions, the trajectory (£,¢) will be the
candidate minimizer in the definition of I7 ;.

Since the terminal value £(7) in the optlmlzatlon problem I* S 18 unspecified, the boundary
conditions are given by the transversality condition (see [17, Pages 145 and 156] and the proof of
Lemma [5.7] for the role played by this condition)

L =0 5.2
2|,_. (5.2)

and the initial and terminal value constraints {(0) = o, (0) = 0 and ((7') = yT. These together
give the unique (A, B) and the trajectories (£, (), as explained below. In view of Corollary [4.3] and

since (&', (") satisfy [£3) and (4], we have
&+ 0038 = Mp1 — ppa,
which gives the solution

(1— A)e B et —1 o w
) = w0 + AB( = A) ~ g o |
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namely

e — A AB |, 4 ot poe -1
Since (' satisfies ([£4]) we get
ut o 1—Aeft 1 —e 0 AB(1—A) 1
=Bt — M 1 e R o
(B =ABt = hgple T t T4 ™ 6 0B
_AB _ot 7 e A et 4 1—e 0
=5 0t —1+e }—F@[log T A T +1| + T Yo (5.4)
From (53) and (54) we have
_ AB ot H - A
§(H) + () = w0+ [et A = 1)] + = log T (5.5)
From (5.2)) we have
B(1 — ATy = 1. (5.6)
Remark 5.1. Taking A =0 and B =1 in (53) and (B4) gives the LLN trajectory
6olt) = e a0+ 21—, (5.7)
—ot A—p
Q) = (A~ i+ (1— )z - 21, 5.9

with Ip(&o, o) = 0.

Equalities in (53])—(5.0]) will determine the minimizer (£, (), and the associated ¢, in the defi-
nition of I;T. Let
e T _ A

MAT) =

We will now argue that for every v > 0, there is a unique (A, B) that satisfy (5.3])—(5.6]) together
with the terminal condition ((7T") = 4T. The latter condition, along with (5.4]) and (5.6), leads to
the following equation for A (see Lemma [5.4):

1 1
1— AefT  2X[0T — 1+ e 97]

{9 T — xo + 2oA(A, T)]

1/2
+ (92 T — 2o + 2oA(A, T))? — 4\ [0T — 1 + e—"T] pllog A(A, T) — A(A,T) + 1])

(5.9)

The following lemma gives existence and uniqueness of solutions to the above equation and
also gives the asymptotic behavior of the corresponding (A, B) as T — oo. The resulting (¢, ()
introduced in Construction below will play a key role in the analysis.

Lemma 5.2. Suppose v > 0. Then the following hold.

(a) There exists a unique A € (—oo,e™%T) that satisfies (5.9).
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(b) The unique A = A(xo,T), satisfies, uniformly for xo in compacts, as T — oo, 1 — Ae/T —
2

_ : 1 -1 : '
pray swrwi zy. In particular, A — 0 and B = 1——r — 25, uniformly for x¢ in compacts,

as T — oo.

Proof. (a) Denote the right side of (5.9]) by R(A,T') and the left side of the same display by L(A,T).
Since logz — x + 1 < 0 for every x > 0, R(A,T) is well defined for every A < e7%7. Let

1 1

fi(A) = log 1A - L(A,T), f2(A) = log A - R(A,T).
Note that (for fixed T') as A | —o0,
L(A,T) >0, R(AT)— T _‘QZT+ oy > 0
So fi(A) < f2(A) for sufficiently small A. Also note that as A 1+ e=97,
LA,T) =0 (%) . RAT) =0 < log %) . (5.10)
e A e A

So fi(A) > fo(A) for A sufficiently close to e 7. Since fi(A), fo(A) are continuous in A, there

must exist some A such that they are equal, which gives existence of A € (—o0,e™%T).
For uniqueness, it suffices to verify that
A f1(A) is strictly increasing in A € (—oco, e T), (5.11)
A fy(A) is strictly decreasing in A € (—o0,e™ 7). (5.12)

For (5.I1)), since % > 1, it suffices to show that

. 1-A -
A gi(A) = (e - A) 10gm ).

is strictly decreasing in A € (—o0, e

This follows on observing that

—0T —0T
, B e —A e —A
91 (A) = log 1—A 1A +1<0.

This proves (B.II)). For (5I2)), let z = eflejZA = A(A,T). Note that z € (0,1) and is strictly

—OT)

decreasing in A € (—o0, € . It then suffices to show

0 VT — zo + zxo) + \/02 (VT — 2o + zx0]* —AN[OT — 1+ e=0T) p[log z — 2 + 1]
—log 2z

Z =

is strictly increasing in z € (0,1). Since VT%S;Z@‘() is strictly increasing in z € (0,1), and = +

Va2 + C is increasing in x € R for any C € (0,00), it suffices to show

—4AXN[0T =1+ e ] pllogz — z + 1]

Tog 2 )2 is increasing in z € (0,1).

Z =
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Since T — 1 + e~ 97 > 0, it suffices in turn to show

—(logz—z+1)
(log z)?

However, this is easy to verify, proving (512]). This completes the proof of (a).

is increasing in z € (0,1).

(b) Fix a compact K C R;. We first claim that

liminf inf (1 — Ae?") > ¢ for some ¢y > 0.
T—oo oK

0

Indeed, note that if limp_,, Ae?” = 1 for some sequence {z7} C K, where A = A(zp,T), then (as

T — o)

1 1 1

which says that L(A,T)/R(A,T) — oo as T — oo and contradicts the fact that L(A,T) = R(A,T).
Therefore the claim holds. Since v > 0 and since A = A(zp,T) is the solution of (5.9]), it follows
that

.. . Y

1 finf ——— > —.

Thoo stk 1 — AefT = X

So for sufficiently large T" and uniformly for xg € K, we have

1 2
0<—Co§1—A€9T§_A
2 v
and hence, uniformly for xg € K,
e T A 1— AefT
log A(A,T) =log ———+— = —0T + log ——— = —0T 1).
og A(A, T) = log T 0T + log T A 0T + O(1)

Applying this back to (5.9]) gives

1 V2 4 4A
lim sup Tt ;/\+ K = 0.

This completes the proof. O
Construction 5.3. Let A € (—o0,eT) be the unique solution of (B and let B = ﬁ.
Define (£,¢) as in (53) and (54) with this choice of (A, B).

The following lemma shows that (£, () constructed above have the correct terminal value.

Lemma 5.4. Suppose v > 0. The function { satisfies ((T) = ~T.

Proof. From (5.9) and the definition B = ﬁ we see that B is one of the solution to the equation
-7 _ =0T _ 4 0T _ 4
AOT =14 77| B2 g |7 — 2| B+ullogs = )
e L e S Bl —a
It then follows from (5.4)) that the function ¢ satisfies (1) = yT. O
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5.2 Properties of the Candidate Minimizer.

The pair (,¢) introduced in Construction [5.3is our candidate minimizer for I - In this section
we study some properties of these trajectories. In particular we show that (¢,¢) € Cr, where Cr
is defined at the beginning of Section Ml when T is sufficiently large. We will occasionally denote
(£,¢) as (£, (o) in order to emphasize dependence on the initial condition. Note that (,¢) also
depends on 1" but that dependence is suppressed in the notation.

The following lemma says that with (A4, B) as identified in Lemma [5.2] the state process ¢ given
in Construction B3] never goes below 0 and actually is away from 0 for ¢ > 0.

Lemma 5.5. Suppose v > 0. Let (£,() be as given in Construction 5.3 For every compact
K C Ry, there exists some Ty € (0,00) such that the following hold for every T > Ty:

(a) Suppose xo € K. Then &(t) > 0 for all t € (0,T] and (§,() € Cr.

(b) Suppose xg € K\{0}. Then there exists some co € (0,00) such that cgt <E(t) <co, IE(1)] < o
and cgl < {'(t) < ¢g for allt €[0,T].

Proof. (a) From (5.3) and since e~%7 — A > 0, we see that, for any ¢ € (0,77,

£(t) AB ot w1
— > (1- - . )
= 0 (1 — Ae™) 0B 1 (5.13)

If A= A(z,T) > 0, then the right side of (5.I3]) is decreasing in t. Therefore

£(t) AB ory M1
_SW S AT gty B
= ) 9BT-A
A—p op pl=AT X—p p Ay A—p
0 "9 0 1-4 o tor—a )>—5— 20,

where the first equality on the second line uses (5.6]) and the last inequality follows since A > p.

Now consider the case A < 0. From Lemma [B.2(b) and the fact that 2 b> \/g we can find

some Tj < oo such that
inf inf B> \/E (5.14)
T>To zoeK A

Therefore for all T' > Ty and z¢p € K, whenever A < 0, we have B(1 — A) > \/g . Applying this to

(GEI3) gives )
£(t) AB poo 1
— > (1-A) - —
1—e = 0 ( )
for all ¢ € (0, T]_. This proves the first statement in (a). The second statement is immediate from
the first since (&, ) satisfy (@3)—(24]). This completes the proof of part (a).

(b) Fr_om @Z) and (G1) we have ¢'(t) = ﬁﬁ?ﬁ. Since xy > 0, from part (a) we have that
infyeo7 £(t) > 0 for all T > Ty. Now for every T > Ty, from (514) and since —oo < A < e~T and
Sup, ek €|+, < 00, we have that c;t < {(t) < e for some ¢ € (0,00). Finally from (3] and
(ET)) we see that for every T' > Ty, there exists some ¢ < oo such that |£/(¢)| < ca. This completes
the proof. O
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5.3 Cost Asymptotics for the Candidate Minimizer.

The following lemma calculates I7 (€, () for (£, ) introduced in Construction

Lemma 5.6. Suppose v > 0. Fiz a compact K C Ry. Then with Ty € (0,00) as in Lemma [5.3],
for all T > Ty, xg € K and (§,() as introduced in Construction [52.3,

_ _ - 1 1
Ip(§,¢) = (VT + ((T") — wo) log B — &(T) logw +zolog —
\B 0T 1% E_GT—A
+ AT + pT 7 0T — A(e 1)]+B010g T A

Furthermore

lim
T—o0

uniformly for xqg in K where C(v) is defined as in (2.9).

Proof. Tt follows from Lemma [5.5((a) that for all T > Ty and z¢ € K, (§,() = (€29, (o) € Cr. In
the following sequence of equalities we use ([B.I]) for the second equality, [@3)—(@4]) for the third,
the relation ¢f = 6p3(p3 — 1) given above (G.1)) for the fourth, and (G.]) once more for the fifth
equality.

IT (57 CT)

T T T
M bt dt + p /0 Upa(t)) dt + 0 /0 Et) (3(1)) dt

©3(1)

- t
B pepa(t) + p

0
T
= /0 [— A1 (t) log (’D‘gt) — X1 (t) + A+ ppa(t) log

+ 02(t)pa(t) log a(t) — OE(£)ia(t) + O (1) at
T
= | [€@wsentt) + €0+ 0108 B = A () +

(5.15)
— ppa(t) + 1 — OE(t)ps (1) + 0E(1) | at

T

= —£(t) log a(1)|

_ _ T T
S EO+ SO0 B+ [ A0+ A palt) + e
t= 0

_ ~ 1
= (&(T) +~T — z0)log B — &(T) 1ng

B
+AT+;LT—)\7[9T—A(69T—1)] + —

This proves the first statement in the lemma. For the second statement, we will use Lemma [5.2](b)
which says that 1 — AefT — 2y, A= 0Oand B — 27 L'as T'— oo uniformly for g € K. From these
uniform convergence properties and (G.3]) we have

@ 1 <7€_€T—A E(EQT—l)(E_GT—A)—F M e—@T_1> _)0’

T 7T\ 14 "ty 0B 1- A
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uniformly for ¢ € K, as T' — oo. Similarly,

z—g[eT — AT — 1)) =AB —

2—? (AeeT— 1+1—A> A

—0T 0T
0 e -A  p 1— Ae
BT T—4  BOT <1°g 1-A

— 9T> — — L2,
uniformly for z¢p € K, as T'— oco. Combining these we have

Ir(€,C
#—>’ylogz§1+)\+u—)\z;l—,qu:C(’y),

uniformly for zg € K, as T" — oo. O

5.4 Verification of the Minimizer Property when z, > 0.

In this section we will show that when zg > 0 and v > 0, (£,() defined in Construction is the
minimizer in the variational problem for [ j;T when T is sufficiently large. Let

J (20,7, T) ={(&,C) € Cr : {((T) =T} (5.16)
We will frequently suppress xzo and T from the notation and simply write 7 (v) for J(xo,v,T).

Lemma 5.7. Suppose K C Ry is compact and ~y > 0. Let (€,¢) be as in Construction[.3. Then
there exists some Ty € (0,00) such that Iy = I7(&,C) for all T > Ty and z9 € K \ {0}.

Proof. By Lemma [A.T]

T
I = inf Ip(&,() = inf /L 1), € (t), (1)) dt.
3= g o 7(&:¢) enlo ), (£(), &), ¢'(1)
Thus, in view of Lemma 5.4l and Lemma [B.5(a), it suffices to show that, with Ty as in Lemma B.5]
there is a T > Tj such that for all 7' > T} and zp € K \ {0} (&, () is the minimizer of the function

T
G, Q) = /0 LE®),€(6),C W) dt, (6.C) € T().

We will prove this via contradiction.

First note that J(v) is a convex subset of Cr and G is a convex function on J(v) by Lemma
I4 Now suppose there exists some (£,¢) € J(v) such that G(£,¢) < G(€,{). We will show that
this leads to a contradiction. From Lemma [56] for T > Ty we have G(£,() < co. For € € [0,1],
consider the family of paths (£2,¢%) = (1 —¢)(,¢) + e(£,¢). Also consider the convex function g
on [0,1] defined by g(g) = G(£%,¢%) for € € [0,1]. Note that g(1) = G(£,¢) < G(£,() = g(0). Tt
follows from the convexity that ¢ is left and right differentiable wherever it is finite. We will show
that ¢/, (0) = 0, where ¢/, (-) denotes the right derivative of g. The convexity of g will then give the
desired contradiction.
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Let A =& —¢&and AC = — (. Then
T
g(e) = / L(E (1), (€)' (1), (¢ () dt
0
T
- /0 L(E(t) + eAE(t), (1) + AL (1), /(1) + eAC (1)) dt. (5.17)

We claim that we can differentiate with respect to € under the integral sign for 0 < & < %. Suppose
for the moment that the claim is true. Then

T
g'(0+) :/0 (L1(8(1), €' (1), ' () A&(t) + La(E(t), (1), ' (1)) AL'(t)
+L3(&(1), (1), ' (1) AL (1)) dt

Reczill_fro_m_SectionEIIthat (€,¢) is such that L; = = 410, 0= 7 d Is and L2| o = 0 (when evaluated
at (£,&,(,¢")). Tt then follows from integration by parts that

t=T

g (0+) = (L2(&(1), €' (1), C' (1) AE(L) + Ls(&(t), € (1), C' () AC(H)) ‘

Since AE(0) = 0, Lo(E(T),E(T),{'(T)) = 0, A(0) = 0 = AL(T), we have ¢/(0+) = 0. This gives
the desired contradiction and shows that (£, () is the minimizer.

=0

Finally we prove the claim that in (5I7]) we can differentiate under the integral sign for 0 <
e < 1. Denote the integrand in (5I7) by §(t,¢), namely

g(t,e) = L(E(t) + eAL(1), €' () + AL (1), ¢ (1) + AL (1)),

9g(t.e) 1
o

It suffices to establish an integrable bound on that is uniform for 0 < ¢ < 7. From the
formula for L in Section ] and recalling that £ > 0, we have

O902) _ L€ ), (€Y (0. (Y (D)AE(D) + L€ (1), (€Y (1, (¢ ()AL (1)

(
+ Lg(§5(), (£7)'(1), (¢°)' (1) AL'(#)
'(t

_ ) (€Y@
- et (0- Syt ) + actoen i

(860 + AC(0) tog YETO T CTAF T B+ (€10 + (€70)

)

From Lemma [55(b) we have (by choosing a larger Tp if needed) 6 = inf,cj 71 £(£) > 0 (we remark

that 0 may depend on z(). Then there exists some £ € (0,00) such that for all 0 < ¢ < % and

t<[0,7],
5

S <&M <k (5.18)

It then follows from continuity of € and £ that

(€Y@ e
26 (0- 1) <+ 0+ 0 (5.19)
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Next, by Lemma [B.5(b) and (GI8]),

(€5)'(t)
0
Since G(£,¢) < G(£,¢) < oo, we must have ¢/, " and ¢'(-)log ¢'(-) are all in L'([0,T7]). Therefore,

the right side of the above display and the right side of (B.I9]) are integrable functions [0, T]. Finally,
by Lemma [5.5(b)

< rp + (1) log C'(t). (5.20)

‘AC’(t) lo

V((E)(#) + () (1) + 4 + (65)'(t) + (¢°)' (1)
2\

&)+ ()2 + 4+ (t) + ()
2\ '

(A1) + Ac'(1)) log

< kg + rsl€ () + ()| log \/(

Again, since G(£,() < G(£,{) < oo, we must have that the right side of the above display is an
integrable function on [0,7]. Combining this with the integrability of right sides of (5.19) and

(BE20) we have an integrable uniform bound on % (t S for e € (0, %). This completes the proof. [

6 Proof of Theorem [2.3l

In this section we will complete the proof of Theorem 2.3l Throughout the section A > p. Although
Lemmas and [B.7] together immediately imply the first statement of Theorem 23] when g > 0
and v > 0, they cannot be directly* used to treat the remaining cases. In order to treat the genei*fal
case we will analyze lim supp_, IVTT for v > 0 and zg > 0 in Proposition and lim infp_, IVTT
in Proposition [6.3] (for v > 0 and z¢p > 0 ) and Proposition [6.4] (for v = 0 and z¢ > 0). These three
propositions taken together cover the general case xg > 0 and v > 0. The proof of Proposition

will make crucial use of Lemmas and 5.71
We begin by establishing some useful properties of I ;T

Lemma 6.1. The map v+ I* S s a nonnegative, convex function on [0,00), and I LT = = 0 where

Y =(A—-pn)+ 1_?9T (xo — %) In particular, the function v +— Ij;T 18 decreasmg for v < 1
and increasing otherwise.

Proof. Clearly I 1 =0 for every v > 0. From Remark [5.1] we see that the LLN zero-cost trajectory
(€0, Co) has total reneging (A — )T+ (1—e=T) (o — u) over [0, T] which proves that I7. w1 =0 In

order to see convexity, fix 9 > > 0 and € € (0,1). Let v = ey + (1 — €)72. For (&, CZ) e Jv),
i=1,2, let

(& Q) =¢e(&,q) + (1 —¢)(&, ).
Then (§,¢) € J(v) and by Lemma [£.4]

L < Ir(&,¢) <elr(&,G) + (1 —e)Ir (62, C2).
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Taking infimum over (§,¢;) € J(vi), i = 1,2, gives
I:yk7T<€IlT+( ) :Yksz’

The final monotonicity statement in the lemma is now immediate from convexity and nonnegativity.

O

Note that for v > 0, z given in (ZI0) is the unique positive solution to

)\2;1 — pzy — 7y =0. (6.1)

Also note that the map v — C(7v) is continuous and C(\ — ) = 0. The following proposition
bounds the limit superior of I3 ./T" by C(7).

Proposition 6.2. Fix v > 0. Then

*

IZ
lim sup 2~ T <C( ).

T—o00

Proof. First consider the case that v > 0. For fixed T, we make use of the trajectory (&, () given
by (B.3) and (54)), with A = 0 and B chosen such that ((T") = 4T. This means that

0 [YT + (77 — 1)xo] + \/92 VT + (e=0T — 1)ao)? + 4Mu [0T — 1 4 =0T
N[0T — 1 + €797 ’

AB
ft)=eOzg+ 21— -~ Fq 0 g<t<T,

0 0B
C(t) = AB [Gt— 1+ ‘et] +95 [ 0t — e 0 + 1] + (1 —e ).

Since v > 0, we have

/2
lim B:’Y—i_ ’2y/\+4)\u :z;l >\/g.

T—oc0

This implies B > /&, £(t) > 0, and (&,¢) € Cr for sufficiently large T, and

lim {(T) = — — —.

T—o0 Z«,H 0

We note that since (.19)) is satisfied for any ¢ satisfying (510) and the corresponding (£, {) satisfying
(E3)—-(E4), this equality holds with (£, ¢) replaced by (&, ¢). Using this and since ((T7') =T, A = 0,

Iy T)+~T —x £(T) 1 x 1
7 & Y 0 B Ty
T = T log B lOgl—AeeT+ TlOgl—A
AB 7 e 0T — A
~&(T) +9T — =0 7
= T logB+/\+u AB 7
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for sufficiently large T, and hence

*

I
hmsupT < ~vlogz, +)\+,u—)\z,;1 — pzy = C(7).

T—o00

Next consider the case that v =0. Let z_1 = Take

2\
VA1

f(t) =x9 — t, <(t) = 07 901(75) = Z:%, (102(t) = Z-1, 903(t) = 07 te [07$0)7
E(t) =0, C(t) =0, p1(t) = 25", a(t) = 20, @3(t) =1, t € [xo,T].

Clearly (¢,() € Cp. Using ([61) we see that Ap1(t) — ppso(t) = —1 = &'(t) for t € [0,20) and
Ap1(t) — ppa(t) =0 =& (t) for t € [xg, T]. Therefore (1, p2,¢3) € U, C) and

I; A ) dt o(t))dt + 6 dt
limsupo—’T < lim sup fo +Nf0 (1)) dt + fo )e(ps(t)) dt

T—o0 T—o0 T
= M(zp ") + pl(z0) = A1 = 25 ") + p(1 = 20) = C(0).

This completes the proof. O

The following proposition gives the reverse inequality for limit inferior when v > 0.

Proposition 6.3. Fix v > 0. Then

li fI% >C
imin T ().

T—oc0

Proof. First consider xg > 0. Then it is immediate from Lemmas and £.7] that

Next consider xg = 0. There are two cases for ~:
Case 1: 7 = X — p. In this case C(y) = 0 and the result clearly holds.
Case 2: v# A — p. Let

j(l’,’y,T) = {(57 C) €Cr: 5(0) - .Z',C(T) - ’YT}

Fix § € (0,]y = (A —p)| A1) and T € (0,00). There exists (€T,¢Ty € J(0,7,T) such that
Dr+d6> Ir(E7,¢T). Let (€,¢) be as in Const_ru_ctlon 6.3 with zp = 0. By Lemma [5.5(a) and
Lemma [54] there exists T € (0,00) such that (£,() € J(0,v,T) for T > T;. Also note that, by
Lemma [5.6]

lim IT(;’ <) = C(7).

T—o00

Consider J(0,7,T) 3 (€7,{T) = 6(€,0) + (1 — 6)(¢T,¢T). By Lemma 4], we have
IT(£T7 gT) < 5IT(£_7 C_) + (1 - 5)IT(£T7 CT) < 5IT(57 C_) + IT(£T7 CT)
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and hence

5 VGRS Ir(€", )

e T > Tim T ) > Tim T 5 _

hTHBOnOf T 2 lﬂlo%f i > hTHBOnOf 3C(7y). (6.2)
Now let . 3

o =inf{t: ' (t) > 1or {T(t) > 1} AL
By restricting the attention to the cost over [0, T] we have
(€7 > ~inf Ir—0, (£, 6).
(60T €T (o), T T—or)

Let i = 1ify > A —pandi = —1if v < A — p. Noting that 6 € (0,]y — (A — p)| A 1) and
T (o7),¢T(or), 01 € [0,1], using the last statement in Lemma [6.1] we can find Ty € (17, 00) such
that for all T > T5,

~ inf o It_6,.(§,C) > . inf Ir_6,.(£,Q).
(&C)EJ(ST(UT),%GE:T),T—UT) (£,0)eT (€T (o) y—i6,T—oT)

Let (¢7,¢1) € j(gT(UT2,7 — 46, T — or) be given by Construction 5.3l Noting that o7 > 0, from
Lemma [5.5|(a) we have £(o7) > 0 and hence 0 < ¢7(o7) < 1. It then follows from Lemma [5.7] that

_inf Ir—0p(&,0) = Ir—0, (€7,CT)
(§7C)EJ(ET(O'T)fY_ZévT_UT)

for all T' > T3 for some T3 € (T3, 00). From Lemma [0.6] (applied with K = [0, 1])

lim IT—UT (gTa CTT)

T—o00 T— or - C(’}/ B 25)

Combining the last four displays we have

IT(€;7 CT) 2 lim lnf IT—O’T (§T7 ET) — C(’Y . 15)

lim inf
e T—00 T

T—o00

Combining this with (6.2)), taking § — 0 and using the continuity of C'(y) completes the proof. [

The following proposition gives the analogue of Proposition when v = 0.

Proposition 6.4.

*

IOT
lim inf —/— > .
i 200

Proof. Tt follows from Lemma and Proposition that

* I*
lim inf 2L > lim inf -2~ > C(e)
T—o0 T—oo T

for each € € (0, A\ — p). The result follows on sending € — 0. O

33



We can now complete the proof of Theorem 231

Proof of Theorem [2.3l The first statement follows from Propositions [6.2], [6.3] For the
second and third statements, note that by Lemma the following holds for sufficiently large 7"

L =inf{I7(&¢) : ((T) > 4T} = ;gfy Ly =L, v>A—p,

Ly =inf{l7(§,Q): ((T) <AT}=inf =17, 0<y<A—p.
’ ,;/S,Y Y g
This proves these two statements when v # A — u. The result for the case when v = A — pu is
immediate on observing that

*

B I
0<ILyr<Ly O0<Lr<Iig, Jim. VTT =0=0C(y).

O

Remark 6.5. We now provide a heuristic interpretation of the minimizers (€,() given in Con-
struction [.3.  First observe that in the case there is no reneging (i.e. 8 = 0), the law of large
numbers limit of the state process X™ is given as the solution of the ordinary differential equation
(ODE): .

€o(t) = (A = p), &(0) = o.

Thus the limit is simply given as the trajectory with initial value the scaled limit of of initial queue
length and velocity given as the difference between the inflow rate and the outflow rate. In the case
where the reneging occurs at rate 6, the LLN limit of X™ is given in (51) which can be rewritten
as

Eot) = =0 (t) + (X — ), &(0) = o.

Thus the only difference is that the velocity is decreased by a factor of 0&y(t) to account for rate 0
reneging. Now fix v > 0. Then the minimizing trajectories over the time interval [0, T] associated
with an asymptotic reneging rate of v are given as in Construction 5.3 Recall from Lemma[52(b)
that the parameters A, B (which depend on T') associated with these trajectories satisfy A — 0,
B — z,?l and 1 — AefT — 2y. The trajectory £ obtained by replacing in the definition of € these
asymptotic values of A and B is given as the solution of the ODE

E4(1) = —0¢° (1) + (A2 — iz, £°(0) = 0.

Thus, formally speaking, in order for the queue to experience a long-term reneging rate of v, the
arrival rates and service rates behave atypically according to Az L fresp. pz~ ] instead of their nom-
inal values A [resp. pu]. Recall that when v = X — u, zy = 1 in which case £ corresponds to the LLN
limit.

7 Multi-Server Queue.

The techniques developed in this paper for the analysis of the M/M/1 + M model extend to the
multiserver setting, namely to the M/M/n + M model. In this section we outline this extension
without proofs. As in the case with the single server model, the arrival rate considered is scaled up
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by n, whereas the individual reneging rate remains fixed. However, the service station now consists
of n exponential servers each serving at a fixed rate (this is often referred to in the literature as
the many-server scaling; see [2], [10]). Again let U™ and V" denote the number in system process
and the cumulative reneging count, respectively. Then the queue length process is now given by
(U™ —n)*, and the number of customers in service by U™ A n. As before, the rescaled versions are
denoted by X" =U"/n and Y" = V" /n.

As with the M/M/1 4+ M setting it is convenient to introduce certain PRM. Replace Ny in
Section @by a PRM on [0,7] x R? with intensity pds x dy x dz and denote it once more by Na.
Let Xo = Ri. Let A; for i = 1,3 be as before and Ay = As. For ¢ € A;, i = 1,3, N7 are defined
as before and let N3 be defined using Ny and ¢ as N3 is defined using N3 and ¢. The processes
(X™, Y™) are given as follows.

1 1
X0 = ant+ ~ [ NPds) - / Lo (st () N2 (ds dy)
n Jo, [0,]] xR

1 n
o /[0 fxR Lo, (xn(s—)—-1)+ () N3 (ds dy).
xRy

1
Y"t :—/ 1 n(g—)— yNndey
() T J10,t] xRy [0,(X™(s—) 1)+}( ) 3( )

On the RHS of the first equation, the three integrals correspond to the arrival, departure and
reneging processes, respectively, normalized by n. Thinning with indicator of [0, X™(s—) A 1]
corresponds to the fact that service rate is proportional to the number of customers in service;
indeed, normalizing U™ A n by n gives X" A 1. Similarly, the expression in the third integral
accounts for the fact that the total reneging rate is proportional to the queue length, (U™ — n)™,
that after normalization is given by (X" —1)7.

The LLN of (X™,Y™) is governed by the following equations

z(t) =zo+ Xt — /( /\1d8—9/ s)—1)Tds, t €0,T],
(7.1)
_9/ s)—1)Tds, t €0,T).

We now introduce the rate function associated with LDP for (X", Y™). For (&,() € C([0,T] :
R2), let U(&,¢) be the collection of all ¢ = (1, p2, ¢3) such that ¢; : [0,7] = Ry, i = 1,2,3 are
measurable maps and the following equations are satisfied for all ¢ € [0, T):

t
0
—0/ w3(s)(€(s) — 1) ds.

For (&,¢) € C([0,T] : R%), define

£(t) = 20+ A / p1(s) ds — p / (£(s) A D)pa(s) ds — 0 /0 3(5) (E(s) — 1)* ds,
(7.2)

T T T
6= it {3 [ teenasu [ € n e o | (5(8)1)+€(w3(8))d(87}3~)
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Set I(&,¢) to be oo if U(E, ) is empty or (&,¢) € D([0,T] : R2)\ C([0,T] : R%). The following
result can be established using similar methods as for the proof of Theorem 211

Theorem 7.1. The pair {(X",Y™)} satisfies a LDP on D([0,T] : R%) with rate function Ir.

Once more using contraction principle one obtains a LDP for {(7"), namely Theorem holds
with 17, as in ([27) and I7 as in (Z3)). For the analysis of calculus of variations problem we assume for
simplicity that A > p and that g > 1. As in Lemma [£.J] we can give an alternative representation
for the rate function /7 in terms of a local rate function L. In calculating the minimizer for I7 » one
considers again FEuler-Lagrange equations as in Section [5.Jl One sees that in finding the minimizer
one can restrict attention to trajectories ¢ that satisfy £(¢) > 1 for all ¢. In fact the minimizer for
v > 0 s given by (£,¢*) = (§zo—1) T 1, ((ao—1)) Where (§(z,—1), ((zo—1)) is given by Construction B3]
with zg replaced by z¢ — 1. Using this, one can show that Theorem holds for the M /M /n+ M
model with the same decay rate C(y). We omit the details.
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