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Abstract

We study a G/GI/1 single-server queuing model with i.i.d. service
times that are independent of a stationary process of inter-arrival times.
We show that the distribution of the waiting time converges to a stationary
law as time tends to infinity provided that inter-arrival times satisfy a
Gértner-Ellis type condition. A convergence rate is given and a law of
large numbers established. These results provide tools for the statistical
analysis of such systems, transcending the standard case with independent
inter-arrival times.

Keywords: Queuing; G/GI/1 queue; Dependent random variables; Inter-
arrival times; Limit theorem; Law of large numbers

1 Introduction

At the beginning of the 20th century, Agner Krarup Erlang, a Danish engineer
did the first steps in a new branch of operations research what we now call
queuing theory [9]. Erlang worked for a telephone company, where he created a
mathematical model to determine the minimal number of telephones needed to
process a given volume of calls. Nowadays, queuing theory arises in many fields
of engineering sciences such as inventory management, logistics, transportation,
industrial engineering, optimal service design, telecommunication, etc. Among
the most recent and interesting applications, we can mention a new queuing
theory approach for cost reduction in product-service design [23]. Such solutions
can be helpful for the service designer to find the optimized solution for the
designed service. For applications of queueing theory in health care, we refer
the reader to [7], and readers with motivation in communication systems should
consult [27].

*Alfréd Rényi Institute of Mathematics, Redltanoda utca 13-15, 1053 Budapest and Bu-
dapest University of Technology and Economics, Egry Jozsef utca 1, 1111 Budapest, Hungary;
lovas@renyi.hu

T Alfréd Rényi Institute of Mathematics, Redltanoda utca 13-15, 1053 Budapest, Hungary;
rasonyi@renyi.hu



http://arxiv.org/abs/2004.01475v3

In our paper, we consider a single-server queuing system with infinite buffer
and first-in, first-out (FIFO) service discipline, where customers are numbered
by n € N. Furthermore, we assume that there is a two-dimensional sequence of
non-negative random variables (S, Z,)nez € Ri such that the time between
the arrival of customers n + 1 and n is described by Z,1, for each n € N. The
service time for customer n is given by S, for n € N. Note that we are working
with the index set Z instead of N for the process (S, Z), where the extension to
the negative time axis is for mathematical convenience.

The evolution of the waiting time W,, of customer n can be described by the
Lindley recursion

Wot1=Wn + Sp — Zny1)+, n €N,

where, for simplicity, Wy := 0 is assumed (i.e. we start with an empty queue).

The ergodic theory of general state space Markov chains (see e.g. [22]) al-
lows to treat the case where (S,)nez, (Zn)nez are i.i.d. sequences, indepen-
dent of each other. In many situations, however, there is non-zero correlation
between inter-arrival times, so the Poisson assumption for the arrival process,
which makes queueing models amenable to simple analysis, does not apply. One
also needs to consider more general single-server queues, such as G/GI/1 and
G/G/1. Dependence arises often in queuing networks where arrival processes
are departure processes of other queues. Processing operations like batching or
the presence of multiple, different classes of customers can also cause depen-
dence, see [15] [16] 25] 10} 11l [17], consult also the overview in Subsection 1.1 of
[26].

These studies show that the theoretical foundations of queuing systems
should also be extended to cases where the process (5, Z) is merely stationary.
The mathematics for such a setting is an order of magnitude more difficult as
(Wy)nen fails to be a Markovian process. Henceforth, we assume the sequence
(Sn, Zy)nez € R2 to be (strong-sense) stationary.

As far as we know, Loynes was the first who studied the stability of waiting
times in this general setting [2I] and introduced the terminology that a queue
is subcritical if E(So) < E(Zp), critical if E(Sy) = E(Zy) and supercritical if
E(So) > E(Zy). Loynes proved for single-server queuing systems that subcritical
queues are stable, supercritical queues are unstable and critical queues can be
stable, properly substable, or unstable [21]. Stability of W,,, n € N means here
that there exist a unique limit distribution of W,, as n — oo, whatever the
initialization Wy is.

Gyorfi and Morvai extended Loynes’ result in [13] proving that for subcritical
queues, a stronger version of stability called coupling holds also true (see The-
orem [Tl below). We say that the sequence (W), )nen is coupled with (W) ),en
if this latter sequence is stationary and ergodic and there is an almost surely
finite random variable 7 such that W,, = W, for n > 7. Gyorfi and Morvai’s
theorem concerning queues in this general setting reads as follows:

Theorem 1.1. Let &, = S, — Z, 41 and assume that the process (&p)nez is
ergodic with E(Sy) < E(Zy). Then (Wy)nen is coupled with a stationary and



ergodic (W) )nez such that W} = sup,,cy Yn, where Yo =0 and Y,, = >0, &k,
n>1.

Little is known about the limit distribution and the speed of convergence.
Actually, in 1961, Kingman published his famous approximate formula for the
expectation of the stationary waiting time in G/G/1 queues [18]. Kingman’s
approximation proved to be very accurate when the system is operating close
to saturation [14].

In two consecutive papers [I, 2], Abate, Choudhury and Whitt analyzed
the tail probabilities of the steady-state waiting time, sojourn time and work-
load and suggested exponential approximations for them. They proved that in
G/GI/1 queuing systems with service times, which are independent of an arbi-
trary stationary arrival process, asymptotic formulas for tail probabilities of the
steady-state waiting time, sojourn time and workload are simply related [2].

For the speed of convergence, we found Theorem 4 on page 25 of [3] which
gives the following upper bound

IP(W,, € B) — P(W,, € B)| <P <01<r}33 Xy > max(Wy, W) + go)) .

where &, is as in Theorem [[1] (X,,)nen is defined as Xo =0, X, = > 1 _; &k,
n > 1 and B C Ry is an arbitrary Borel set. By taking the supremum in B
on the left hand side, we can easily obtain an estimate for the total variation
distance of the corresponding distributions. However, the expression standing
on the right hand side of () does not provide a concrete rate estimate. For
further information, the reader should consult the textbooks [4] (in Russian)
and [B] (in English).

The novelty of the present note is to regard the queuing systems under con-
sideration as Markov chains in random environment, i.e. Markov chains whose
transition law is a stationary random process. Such a framework allows to use
the toolkit of Markov chain theory as presented e.g. in [22]: Foster-Lyapunov
and minorization conditions. We will rely on the recent advances made by [20]
in the theory of Markov chains in random environments. We will obtain rates
for the convergence of the law of W, to its limit as n — oo and a law of large
numbers. Such results are anticipated on pages 503-504 of [5] but they are not
worked out in that book, neither elsewhere, as far as we know.

If the inter-arrival times are i.i.d and the service times merely stationary
and these two sequence are independent then the process W is a Markov chain
with driving noise Z in the random environment provided by S. Vice versa, if
the service times are i.i.d. and the (independent from service) inter-arrival times
stationary then W is a Markov chain driven by S in the random environment
Z. Hence both these special cases of queuing systems fit into the framework we
propose. More complex (e.g. multiserver) queuing systems could be analysed
along similar lines but we do not pursue such ramifications here. When both S
and Z are merely stationary or their independence fails then the techniques of
the present paper do not seem to be applicable.



Before expounding our new contributions, we introduce some more nota-
tions. Throughout this paper we will be working on a probability space (Q, F, P).
For a Polish space X', we denote by B(X) its Borel sigma-algebra. We denote
by E[Z] the expectation of a real-valued random variable Z. For a X-valued
random variable X we will denote by £(X) its law on on B(X). The set of
probability measures on B(X) is denoted by M;(X). The total variation metric
on M;(X) is defined by

drv(pa, p2) = [p1 — p2|(X),  pa, p2 € My(X),

where |1 — 2| denotes the total variation of the signed measure p1 — po. We do
not indicate the dependence of the metric dry on X since the latter will always
be clear from the context.

We now present our standing assumptions. In a stable system service times
should be shorter on average than inter-arrival times (i.e. we work in the sub-
critical regime). In our approach we also need that the service time sequence is
independent of inter-arrival times. So we formulate the following hypothesis.

Assumption 1.2. We stipulate that E[So] < E[Zy] (where the latter may be
infinity). The sequences (Sy)nen and (Z,)nen are independent.

Definition 1.3. We say that a sequence (Y, )nen of real-valued random variables
satisfies a Gartner-Ellis-type condition if there is 7 > 0 such that the limit

(@) := lim l1nIE [eo‘(YIJr"'JrY")} (2)

n—o0o N
exists for all a € (—n,n) and T is differentiable on (—n,n).

Remark 1.4. The notion above is clearly inspired by the Gartner-Ellis theorem,
see Setion 2.3 of [§], and it holds in a large class of stochastic processes Y,
well beyond the i.i.d. case. For instance, let Y,, = ¢(H,,) for a measurable ¢ :
R™ — R satisfying a suitable growth condition and let (H,,)nen be an R™-valued
sufficiently regular Markov chain started from its invariant distribution. Then
@) holds true for all n > 0, see Theorem 3.1 of [I9] for a precise formulation.
See also Theorem 2.1 of [6] for a non-Markovian example.

The use of Géartner-Ellis-type conditions is not new in queuing theory: see
e.g. Section 3 in [I3] and also [12], where the exponential tail of the limit distri-
bution of the queue length is studied when the arrivals are weakly dependent.
Here it is used to ensure (jointly with E[Sy] < E[Z)]) the average contractivity
of the system dynamics, see Assumptions and below.

We now recall a result on the ergodic behaviour of queuing systems with
dependent service times which was obtained in Theorem 4.7 of [20].

Theorem 1.5. Let (Z,)nen be an i.i.d. sequence and let (Sp)nen be uniformly
bounded, ergodic, satisfying a Gartner-Ellis type condition. Let us assume that
P(Zy > z) >0 for all z > 0. Then there exists a probability p. on B(R4+) such
that

drv(L(Wn), ps) < c1€xp (—Cznl/B) ;



for some c1,co > 0. Furthermore, for an arbitrary measurable and bounded
P:Ry =R,
S(W1)+...+d(W,)

n

=+ [ o) 3)
Ry
i probability. (I

In the present article we concentrate on the (arguably) more interesting
case where service times are independent but inter-arrival times may well be
dependent.

Theorem 1.6. Let (Sy)nen be an i.i.d. sequence and let (Z,)nen be bounded,
ergodic, satisfying a Gdrtner-Ellis type condition. Let us assume that E[efo%] <
oo for some By > 0 and L(Sp) has a density s — f(s) (w.r.t. the Lebesgue
measure) which is bounded away from 0 on compact subsets of Ry. Then the
conclusions of Theorem [L. hold.

Remark 1.7. The mathematical setting of Theorem is significantly more
involved that that of Theorem In Theorem [[L5], one may profit from the
fact that, freezing the values of the process (S, )nen, the waiting time becomes
an inhomogeneous Markov chain with a particular state (the point 0) which is a
reachable atom. In the proof of Theorem one needs to guarantee ergodicity
using a deeper coupling construction relying on the absolute continuity of the
law of Sj.

The boundedness of Zy in Theorem above is rather a stringent assump-
tion though it still covers a large class of models. We can somewhat relax it
in the next theorem, at the price of requiring more about Sy. Namely, we as-
sume an exponential-like tail for Sy and for Zy a very light tail, like that of the
Gumbel distribution at —oo. It will become clear from the proof that requiring
a thinner tail for Sy (e.g. Gaussian) would necessitate even more stringent tail
assumptions for Zy. It would be nice to further relax these hypotheses in future
work.

Theorem 1.8. Let (Sp)nen be an i.i.d. sequence and let (Z,)nen be ergodic,
satisfying a Gdrtner-Ellis type condition and P(Zy > z) < Cyexp (—02€C3Z)
with some C1,Cy, C3 > 0. Let us assume that E[e?5°] < oo for some By > 0 and
the law of Sy has a nonincreasing density s — f(s) such that f(s) > Cye™ 5%,
s > 0 for some Cy,C5 > 0. Then there exists a probability p. on B(R}) such
that

dry(L(Wa), ps) < crexp (—can®),

holds for some c1,ca,c3 > 0. Furthermore, for an arbitrary measurable and

bounded ® : Ry — R, @) holds in probability.

Theorems and [L.8 open the door for the statistical analysis of such queu-
ing systems. For example, choosing ®(w) := L{w>woey» w € Ry for some wo > 0,
the above results guarantee that we can consistently estimate the probability of



the waiting time exceeding wy in the stationary state by (®(W1)+...+®(W,,))/n
for large n.

In Section [2 below we will recall the notion of Markov chains in random
environments and certain results of [20] which we utilize. Sections [ and €
contain the proofs of our two new theorems.

Remark 1.9. The arguments of [20] also provide rate estimates in the law of
large numbers for functionals of the waiting time. Roughly speaking, if the
process Z has favourable enough mixing properties (such that its functionals
satisfy the law of large numbers with the usual N=/2 rate in LP-norms) then
an estimate of O(N~1/6) for the LP-norms of the functional averages in (@) can
be obtained. As it is not easy to provide a clear-cut set of conditions for suitable
Z, we refrain from these ramifications here.

2 Markov chains in random environments

First we review the abstract setting of [20]. Let Y, X be two Polish spaces
and Y : Z x Q — )Y a strongly stationary )Y-valued stochastic process. Let
Q:Y x X xB(X)— [0,1] be a mapping such that

1. for all B € B(X) the function (y,z) — Q(y,z,B) is B(Y) @ B(X)-
measurable and

2. for all (y,z) € ¥ x X, B — Q(y, z, B) is a probability measure on B(X).

We will consider X-valued process X;, t € N such that Xg = xp € X is fixed
and for t € N,

P(Xi11 € B|o(Xs,0<s<t; Y, s€Z)=Q(Y:,X,,B) P—as..

We interpret the process X as a Markov chain in a random environment de-
scribed by the process Y.

Definition 2.1. Let R : X x B(X) — [0,1] be a probabilistic kernel. For a
measurable function ¢ : X — R4, we define

[Ro](x) = /X o(2)R(z,dz), z € X.

Consistently with Definition BI] for y € Y, Q(y)¢ will refer to the action
of the kernel Q(y,-, ) on ¢. First, a Foster-Lyapunov-type drift condition is
formulated.

Assumption 2.2. Let V : X — R4 be a measurable function. We consider
measurable functions K,y : Y — Ry with K(-) > 1. We assume that, for all
re€X andy €,

[QyVI(x) <)V () + K(y)-



If v, K are independent of y and v < 1 then this is the standard drift
condition for geometrically ergodic Markov chains, see Chapter 15 of [22]. Here
~v(y) > 1 may well occur, but in the next assumption we stipulate that the
system dynamics, on long-time average, should be contracting.

Assumption 2.3. We require

= limsupEl/n <K(YO) H ’Y(Yk)> <1
k=1

n—oo

We continue with familiar minorization conditions of Markov chain theory,
see Chapter 5 of [22]. In the jargon of that theory, we require that there exist
large enough “small sets”.

Assumption 2.4. Let v(:), K(:) be as in Assumption[22. We assume that for
some 0 < & < 1/3Y/2 — 1, there is a measurable function o : Y — (0,1) and a
probability kernel k : Y x B — [0,1] such that, for ally € Y and A € B,

| . 2K (y)
e B Qe A) 2 (L= aly))A(y, A), where Rly) = Tk

and V[0, R(y)]) # 0.
Finally, we also need to control the probability of a(Yy) approaching 1.

(4)

Assumption 2.5. lim,_,.o E/"’ [a(Yy)"] = 0 holds for some 0 < 6 < 1.

We now recall certain results of [20]: with the above presented assumptions,
the law of X, converges to a limiting law as n — oo, moreover, bounded func-
tionals of the process X show ergodic behavior provided that Y is ergodic.

Theorem 2.6. Under Assumptions[2.2, [2.3, and 2.0, there exists a proba-
bility law py such that

Arv(£(Xn), 1) < Co </ + Y B [a’“wo)]) (5)
k=n
holds for allm € N, with some Cy,v1,v2 > 0, where k := 3(1 ) . IfY is ergodic,
then for any bounded and measurable ® : X — R
P(X .
(Xy)+ .. —>/ 2) px(dz), n = oo (6)
n

holds in probability.

Proof. This follows from Theorems 2.8, 2.10 and Lemma 7.7 of [20]. We give a
brief sketch of the main ideas nonetheless. For simplicity, let & be constant. Let
us start the process from two different initializations Xy, X(). The time interval
0,...,T is cut into disjoint pieces of size T2/® (there are T'/3 such pieces).



Either the “small sets” of Assumption 24 are visited at least T'/3 times or
there is a whole piece of size T2/3 without visits. In the first case Assumption
24 guarantees couplings of the two trajectories outside a set of probability of
the order e~7""" (since a minorization with constant a can be used at each
return to get couplings). In the other case the contractive effect of Assumption
acts for at least T2%/% steps. As no returns to the small set occur during
this interval, the latter probability is also small. An extension of this argument
guarantees the Cauchy property for the sequence £(X,,) in total variation norm,
which proves convergence, even with a rate. The law of large numbers follows
by a more refined construction in a similar vein. O

Our argument below consist in verifying that the queuing system in consid-
eration satisfies the assumptions of Theorem

3 Proof in the unbounded case

Throughout this section the assumptions of Theorem [L.8] are in force. We will
use results of the previous section in the setting ¥ =Y =R ; Y, := Z,, n € N,
i.e. the inter-arrival times will constitute the random environment in which the
waiting time evolves. We can easily extend the process Y on the negative time
axis in such a way that Y,,, n € Z is stationary. Define the parametrized kernel
Q as follows:

Q(z,w,A) :=P[(w+So—2), €A],zeY, we X, Ac B(X).
We now turn to the verification of Assumptions and
Lemma 3.1. For some 3 > 0 define
V(w) =€ -1, w >0,
K(z):=7(2) = e PR [eBSO} , 22> 0.

We have
[Q()V](w) < 4(2)V(w) + K(2) (7)

for all z € Y, w € X. Furthermore, choosing B small enough,
7 := limsup EV/" <K(ZO) H ’Y(Zk)> <1 (8)
Proof. Let us estimate
QEIVI(w) = B0 1 < B[P
= 7(2)e™ = 4(2)V(w) + 7(2),
so (@) holds. Define

A(B) :=T(=B) + (E[e*]), B € (~,7),



where 77 := min{n, 89/2}. Note that Z, has finite exponential moments of all
orders. Hence the functions

1 n
Mn(B) = ~InE [ Zim(5=] | g e (1), n>1

are finite. They are also clearly convex. Define

P i (Si-25) _q

d)n(ﬂ) =E B

‘|’ﬂ€(07ﬁ)’n21'

By the Lagrange mean value theorem and measurable selection, there exists
a random variable &, (8) € [0, 8] such that

n

Ua(B) =E | | S(8) — 2;) | P XT(8-2)
j=1

Here
n

Z(Sj - 7)) &P i1 (5i-25) < ZSj eN25=15;
j=1

j=1

which is integrable. Hence reverse Fatou’s lemma shows that

n

lim sup ', (8) < E > (8; = Z;)| = nE[So — Zo].

j=1
This implies that, for all n > 1, A, (0) = X limg_o4 ¢n(8) <E[So — Zo] < 0.

Since A, (8) — A(B) for B € (—17,7) by the Géartner-Ellis-type property
of (Zp)nen, it follows from Theorem 25.7 of [24] that also A, (0) — X (0) hence
N (0) < 0. By Corollary 25.5.1 of [24], differentiability of X implies its continuous
differentiability, too. Hence from A(0) = 0 and X' (0) < 0 we obtain that there
exists > 0 satisfying

lim l1nEeB(Sl+...+Sn)—B(Zl+...+Zn) <0. (9)

n—o00 N

By (@), the long-time contractvity condition holds:

lim sup EY"[K (Zo)y(Z1) ... v(Z,)] < 1 (10)
n—oo
since K (2) < E[e#50] < oo for all z € V. O

Choose ¢ := (1/5'/2 —1)/2. Notice that R := R(2) := 2K (2)/(e(2)) = 2/¢
does not depend on 2. Now let us turn to the verification of the minorization
condition. Let h:=(1/8)In(2/e + 1).



Lemma 3.2. Forz € Y, A € B(X) define k(A) := k(z, A) := Leb(AN[h, h+1]),
where Leb denotes the Lebesque measure. Then

MEVE?E[O,R]) Q(za w, A) > (1 - O[(Z))K,(A),

holds for
a(z):=1- Cye~Cs(zHht1),

Proof. Notice that V=1([0, R]) = [0,h]. For each z € Y, A € B(X), A C
[h, b + 1], and w € [0, h],
Q(z,w,A) =P ([w+ So — 2], € A)
>P(w+Sy—z€A)
>P(So € (A+ 2 —w))
> f(z+ h+1)k(A)
> Cpe Ot o 4)

by translation invariance of the Lebesgue measure. We may conclude. O

Proof of Theorem [L.8 Let po denote the law of Zy. Let H > 0 be a constant
to be chosen later. From Lemma [3.2]

Ela"(z)] < [ a"(uld) <

HIn(n)
/ (1 — Cue”CEFFIN 0(d2) + P(Zy > HIn(n)) <
0

—C5[H In(n)+h+1]

H In(n)e "¢ + Ciexp (—CgeC3H1n(")) <

Hln(n)exp {—Cﬁnl_c"’H} + Ciexp {—CQTLCSH} .

with some constant Cg. Choosing H so small that HC5 < 1 we get that As-
sumption holds for § small enough. We can now invoke Theorem The
claimed convergence rate also follows from ({)). O

4 Proof in the bounded case
Let the assumptions of Theorem [I.6] be in force. Notice that Lemma B.I] applies
verbatim in this case, too.

Lemma4.1. Forz € Y, A € B(X) define k(A) := k(z, A) := Leb(AN[h, h+1]).
Then inf,cv—1(j0,r)) Q(2,w, A) > (1 — a)r(A), holds for a constant o > 0.
Proof. Let M > 0 be such that |Zp| < M almost surely. As in Lemma 3]
Q(z,w,A) > P(Sp € (A+ 2z —w))
> f(z+h+1)k(A)
[ _inf o f(u)]k(A),

vE[0,M+h+1]

10



which proves the statement since f is bounded away from 0 on compacts. In
fact, one needs f to be bounded away from 0 only on a fized compact which,
however, depends on the laws of Sy, Zj. o

Proof of Theorem[1.0. AssumptionZ4lholds by Lemma[Z I and Assumption 2.5l
holds trivially. Lemma [3.1] implies Assumptions and 2.3 We can conclude
from Theorem [2.6] with the choice § = 1/2, noting that, in the present case,

v : 1
Ex/s o1 (Yp)]] < —=a2?”?

= Q2

and
s 1/3 1/3
E al/z k S Cﬁalju k
k=n

for some Cy, vy > 0. O
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