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Abstract

The Join-the-Shortest Queue (JSQ) is a classical benchmark for the performance of parallel-
server queueing systems due to its strong optimality properties. Recently, there has been a
significant progress in understanding its large-system asymptotic behavior since the work of
Eschenfeldt and Gamarnik (Math. Oper. Res. 43 (2018) 867-886). In this paper, we analyze
the JSQ policy in the super-Halfin-Whitt scaling window when load per server Ay scales with
the system size N as limy_,oo N*(1 —Ay) = B for « € (1/2,1) and B > 0. We establish
that the centered and scaled total queue-length process converges to a certain Bessel process
with negative drift and the associated (centered and scaled) steady-state total queue length,
indexed by N, converges to a Gamma(2,8) distribution. The limit laws are universal in
the sense that they do not depend on the value of &, and exhibit fundamentally different
behavior from both the Halfin-Whitt regime (x = 1/2) and the Non-degenerate Slowdown
(NDS) regime (« = 1).

noon

1 Introduction

1.1 Background and motivation.

A canonical setup for parallel-server systems consists of N identical servers, each with a dedi-
cated queue. Tasks arrive into the system as a Poisson process of rate A(N) and must be assigned
to one of the queues instantaneously upon arrival, where they wait until executed. Tasks are as-
sumed to have unit-mean exponentially distributed service times, and the service discipline at
each server is oblivious to the actual service requirements (viz., FCFS). The Join-the-Shortest
Queue (JSQ) policy for many-server systems has been a classical quantity of interest and has
served as a benchmark for the quality of performance of task assignment policies. In the above
setup, JSQ exhibits several strong optimality properties among the class of all non-anticipative
task-assignment policies [1, 2]. In particular, it minimizes the joint queue length vector (in a
stochastic majorization sense) and stochastically minimizes the total number of tasks in the sys-
tem, and hence the mean overall delay.
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While the exact analysis of the JSQ policy is intractable, the research community has made
significant progress in understanding its behavior in various asymptotic regimes, primarily when
the system is close to the boundary of its capacity region. The capacity region of the JSQ policy
for the above homogeneous system of N servers consists of the arrival rates A(N) < N. In the
conventional heavy-traffic regime, for a fixed N, the behavior of the queue lengths is characterized as
A(N) — N. We note that this is not an asymptotic in N since N is fixed. Instead, in this regime,
the system behavior is analyzed as the total arrival rate approaches N. There is a huge body
of literature on this heavy-traffic analysis, which we do not attempt to review here. Interested
readers may look at [3-6] and the references therein for some of the related works. More recently,
motivated by the applications in large-scale service systems, such as data centers and cloud
networks, there has been a growing interest in understanding the behavior the JSQ policy as the
number of servers N — oo. In that case, if the load per server, defined as A(N)/N, is fixed,
that is, if A(N) = AN for some fixed A € (0,1), then asymptotically, the fluid-scaled steady-
state occupancy process becomes degenerate. Specifically, as N — o, a A proportion of servers
have queue length 1 and the number of servers with queue length 2 or more vanishes [7]. The
behavior becomes intricate when A(N) scales with N in a way that A(N)/N — 1 as N — oo.
This is known as the many-server heavy-traffic regime. In a breakthrough work, Eschenfeldt and
Gamarnik [8] characterized the transient limit of the occupancy process in the so-called Halfin-
Whitt regime when A(N) = N — Bv/N for some 8 > 0. Since then, over the last few years, several
works have been published investigating the many-server heavy-traffic limit of the JSQ policy,
more of which we mention in Section [1.2| below.

The situation becomes more challenging when the system load is heavier than the Halfin-
Whitt regime, that is, when N — A(N) = O(N 27¢) for some ¢ € (0,0.5). This is known as the
super-Halfin-Whitt regime, which was first introduced by Liu and Ying [9]. Note that due to ergod-
icity of the system and the fact that the service times are exponentially distributed with mean 1,
the expected steady-state number of busy servers equals A(N), and thus, the idleness process
(the process denoting the total number of idle servers) scales as N 27¢, However, comparing the
JSQ system with the corresponding M/M/N system (with N parallel servers and a centralized
queue for waiting tasks), one expects that the total number of waiting tasks centered at N, scales
as N2+¢, In other words, the idle-server process vanishes on the scale of the centered total num-
ber of tasks. The basic difference between the JSQ (parallel server) system and the M/M/N
(centralized queue) system lies in the non-idling nature of the latter. In the JSQ dynamics, there
can be idle servers in the system, while having waiting tasks. The above observation poses an
important question: does the total number of tasks exhibit same asymptotic behavior as the M/M/N
system in the super-Halfin-Whitt regime? If not, then what is the cost of maintaining parallel queues
instead of a centralized one? In this paper, we characterize the many-server asymptotics of the JSQ
policy in the super-Halfin-Whitt regime, and answer the above questions. We discover that even
though the idle-server process is negligible in magnitude on the N 2+¢ scale, it evolves on a faster
time scale and its local time accumulated at the reflection boundary provides a non-trivial pos-
itive drift to the total number of tasks. For this reason, asymptotically, the centered and scaled
total number of tasks in steady state is distributed as the sum of two independent exponential
random variables for the JSQ policy, as opposed to a single exponential random variable in the
M/M/N case. Moreover, both the steady state and process-level limiting behavior are universal
in the sense that they do not depend on ¢ € (0,0.5) and are fundamentally different from what
have been observed in the Halfin-Whitt regime (¢ = 0) and the Non-degenerate Slowdown (NDS)



regime (e = 0.5).

1.2 Literature review.

The literature on the performance analysis of the JSQ policy can be broadly categorized into two
groups: (1) Many-server heavy-traffic regime: When the number of servers, N, tends to infinity and
the relative load per server for the N-th system, A(N)/N, tends to 1 as N — co. (2) Conventional
heavy-traffic regime: When the number of servers is fixed and the load per server A tends to 1.
Although the focus of the current work lies in the former regime, we will discuss that the two
regimes share some commonality in performance if A(N)/N, approaches 1 at a sufficiently fast
rate.

In the subcritical regime, when A(N) = AN for some A € (0,1), Mukherjee et al. [7] character-
ized the transient and stationary behavior of the fluid limit for the JSQ policy using the time-scale
separation technique by Hunt and Kurtz [10]. The study of the many-server heavy traffic regime
gained momentum since the seminal work by Eschenfeldt and Gamarnik [8]. Here, the authors
considered the limit of the system occupancy process (QgN) (1), QgN) (t),...), where QSN) (t) is the
number of servers with queue length i or larger in the N-th system at time ¢. Specifically, if
QéN) (0) = 0, then uniformly on any finite time interval, ((N — QgN))/ VN, QgN) /v/N) converges
weakly to a certain two-dimensional reflected Ornstein-Uhlenbeck (OU) process with singular
noise. This convergence has been extended to steady state by Braverman [11] using a sophisti-
cated generator expansion framework via the Stein’s method, enabling the interchange of N — oo
and t — oo limits. Subsequently, the tail and bulk behavior of the stationary distribution of the
limiting diffusion have been studied by Banerjee and Mukherjee [12, [13]], although an explicit
characterization of the stationary distribution is yet unknown. Convergence to the above OU
process has been extended for a class of power-of-d policies in [7] and for the Join-Idle-Queue
policy in [14].

In the sub-Halfin-Whitt regime, i.e., when N — A(N) = O(N%”) for some ¢ € (0,0.5), Liu and
Ying [15] considered a general class of policies, including the JSQ policy, under the assumption
that each server has a buffer size b = o(log N). They showed that in the steady state, the expected
waiting time per job is O (%) As observed in [15], the results in [8, 11} [15] imply that a phase
transition occurs at ¢ = 0 where the limit of the quantity log [E(¥{2, QEN))] / log N jumps from
0 for e < 0, to 1/2 for ¢ = 0. Under the finite buffer assumption, Liu and Ying [9] further
considered the JSQ policy in the super-Halfin-Whitt regime, i.e., when N — A(N) = O(N2~¢) for
some ¢ € (0,0.5). Here, the authors showed that in steady state, the expected number of servers
with queue length 2 is O(N2"¢log N) and with queue length 3 or larger is 0(1) and conjectured

that the true order of E (QQN)) should be Nz*¢. Our results confirm this conjecture as a corollary,
without having any restriction on the buffer capacity. To the best of our knowledge, the terms
‘sub/super-Halfin-Whitt” regimes were first introduced in [15] and [9] respectively. Since then
the community adopted these terminologies in various papers (including ours) to describe the
scaling of the load per server relative to the popular Halfin-Whitt regime.

When N — A(N) = O(1), the system load is heavier than the super-Halfin-Whitt regime. This
is known as the Non-Degenerate Slowdown (NDS) regime. This regime was formally introduced
by Atar [16]. However, as mentioned in [16], earlier than that the regime was also considered
by Mandelbaum [17], Mandelbaum and Shaikhet [18], Whitt [19], and Gurvich [20], where the



authors did asymptotic analysis of the M/M/N system motivated by call centers. Atar [16]
discussed related convergence under non-degenerate slowdown while analyzing heterogeneous
many-server systems. Later, this regime was also considered by Maglaras et al. [21] from a
revenue maximization perspective. Gupta and Walton [22] analyzed the transient limit of the
JSQ policy in this scaling regime and proved that the total queue-length process, scaled by N,
has a diffusion limit which is similar to Bessel process with a constant drift. The interchange of
t — o0 and N — oo limits in the NDS regime requires establishing the tightness of the sequence
of scaled total queue-lengths in steady state indexed by N, which is not established in [22].
However, the results in [22], in combination with the results in the current paper that analyze the
case N — A(N) = O(N%*e) for e € (0,0.5), hint at a second phase transition at ¢ = 0.5, where for

all i > 3, the value of QEN) in steady state jumps from 0 (for ¢ < 0.5) to O(N) (for ¢ = 0.5). In
fact, if we pretend that the interchange of limits holds for the NDS regime, then the steady-state
maximum queue length distribution has an exponential tail [22, Theorem 1], whereas for ¢ < 0.5,
its value is 2 with probability tending to 1 as N — oo.

Recently, Hurtado-Lange and Maguluri [23] 24] considered a class of power-of-d policies in the
super-slowdown regime, where N — A(N) = O(N'~*) for some & > 1 and established state-space
collapse results. In this regime, the average queue length at each server scales as N*~!, which
grows with N. For the JSQ policy, the results in [23] 24] imply the total queue length in steady
state, scaled by N*, converges in distribution to an exponential random variable with mean 1 as
N — co, when & > 2. To the best of our knowledge, this is the first heavy-traffic scaling window
where the conventional heavy-traffic behavior coincides with the many-server heavy-traffic. For a
general many-server heavy-traffic regime (A(N)/N — 1), Budhiraja et al. [25] established a large
deviation principle for the occupancy process which states that for large N and T, starting from
the state QgN) (0) = N and Q](N) (0) = 0 for all j > 2, P(supy, QEN)(t) >1) =~ exp(—N(ﬁ;Tz)z)
for i > 3. The works in various regimes mentioned above, have been summarized in Table
which is an expanded version of the one presented in [23] (associated notations are described in
Section[I.4). Also, see [26] for a recent survey on load balancing algorithms and their performance
in various asymptotic regimes.

1.3 Ouwur contributions.

In this paper, we obtain the diffusion limit for the centered and scaled total number of tasks
in the system SN (t) = ¥, QSN) (t) under the super-Halfin-Whitt regime and characterize the
limit of its stationary distribution as N — co. Specifically, we assume that the total arrival rate is
A(N) =N —BN 2= for ¢ € (0,0.5) and the service times are exponentially distributed with mean
1. Our main contributions are two-fold:

(a) Process-level convergence. In Theorem we show that X(N)(t) = N _(%“)(S(N )(N%t) —
N) converges to a certain Bessel process with negative drift, uniformly on compact intervals.
Since the difference between the total arrival rate and the maximum departure rate is O(N %_E)
and SN (t) is scaled by N 2%, we need the time-scaling of N to obtain the process-level conver-
gence. From a high-level perspective, we follow the same broad approach used in [22] to prove
the transient limit result. However, our technique differs significantly in several places as some

of the estimates in [22] only apply for € values close to 0.5, but we need estimates that uniformly
apply for e € (0,0.5) (for example, the proof of Lemma requires the estimate (E.25)). The
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Value of & | Regime Asymptotic behavior References
QY = NAy £ ©:(VNAy),
QZ(N) =o0p(1) fori >2 2
(0,1) | Sub-Halfin-Whitt v QN = NAy + 0p(v/Nlog N) [15]
QY =N-0,(VN), Q" = 0(VN),
Q( ) = op(1) fori >3

Q% )= N-o(N), QN = @,(N*), | [9], current

0 Meanfield

: Halfin-Whitt [8, T1H13]

(1,1) Super-Halfin-Whitt

27 Q; N) _ op(1) fori >3 paper
Non-Degenerate
1 Slowdown (NDS) Qi = Op(N) foralli > 1 22l
Unknown f 1,2]. F 2,
(1,00) Super Slowdown nknown for « € (1,2]. For a > 3

r2, QY = 0, (V%)

Table 1: Analysis of ]SQ in various regimes: Load per server is Ay = 1 — ﬁ with g € (0,1) for
a« = 0and B > 0 for « > 0. The random variables in the third column are steady state random
variables. b € [1,00) denotes the buffer size, when it is assumed to be finite.

proof also involves some characteristics of pre-limit systems in the super-Halfin-Whitt regime
(for example, with certain initial state, for any 0 < t < co, supy,; QgN) (s) will be less than N
with probability tending to 1 as N — oo, which is very different from the scenario in [22]).

The key challenge in establishing the diffusion limit is to obtain precise asymptotics of the fol-
lowing integral of the idleness process I(N)(-) (which equals N — Q ( )): N—(2+e) fOstt IN)(s)ds,
uniformly for ¢ in an appropriate (random) compact interval. As it turns out, star from suit-

able states, the process IN) is negligible in magnitude, on the scale N 2+¢ (Lemma [5.2). However
the above integral is not negligible. In fact, we show that it is asymptotically close to fo < 48

( )
(Proposition [5.6). We note that for a fixed N, X(N)(s) can hit 0, in which case, —~+— will be
p X)

undefined. However, under some assumptions on the initial state X (N) (0), it can be shown that
for any 0 < t < oo, X(N)(s) will not hit 0 in the interval [0, with probability tending to 1 as
N — oo. Thus, without loss of generality, we can take ﬁ)(s) to be zero if X(N)(s) = 0. The
analysis of the aforementioned integral relies on the fact that I(N)(t) evolves on a faster time
scale compared to X(N) and achieves a local stationarity for any fixed value of XN). The (local)
steady-state expectation of I(N)(s) is approximately ﬁ Other parts of the evolution equation
of the limiting diffusion in Theorem [5.1| are obtained by standard martingale decomposition and
their convergence. We then show that this limiting process is ergodic and has Gamma(2, B) as
the unique stationary distribution (Proposition [2.2).

(b) Tightness of the sequence of diffusion-scaled pre-limit stationary distributions. The next
major challenge, proving the interchange of t — co and N — oo limits, requires establishing the

tightness of the sequence of steady-state random variables { X(N) (c0), N~ 2Fe](N) (00), N~ 2 —ngN) (00)}%_1

as well as showing ) ;° 5 QgN) (o0) % 0as N — co. This is provided by Theorem In fact, The-
orem [2.4] tells us much more about the prelimit stationary distribution than tightness. We use



the theory of regenerative processes to obtain tail probability bounds on X(N)(c0) for all large
but fixed N. More precisely, we identify renewal times along the path of the Markov process

(IN) (), {QSN) (+)}i>2) and use them to obtain a representation of the stationary measure of
the process. Tail behavior of X(V) (c0) is then studied by carefully analyzing these renewal times
and fluctuations of the process between these times. This renewal representation also gives the
other tightness and convergence results stated above.

Two key technical steps in the renewal time analysis are to obtain sharp asymptotics for the

following: (i) Down-crossing estimates: Tail-probability bounds on the time QEN) takes to hit BN2T¢
starting from 2BN pte (Proposition , where B is a large fixed constant that does not depend

on N. (ii) Up-crossing estimates: Tail-probability bounds on the time QEN) takes to hit 2BN27¢
starting from BN 2te (Proposition .

Analyzing the tail behavior of X(N)(co) for fixed large N requires very different techniques
than ones required to prove the process level convergence. First, there is no ‘state space collapse’
in the pre-limit, in the sense that one cannot directly relate the idleness process I(N)(-) to X(N)()
as in Proposition Therefore, we take an excursion-theoretic approach where one performs
a piece-wise analysis of excursions of the joint process (I(N)(-), {QEN)(')}z‘zz) in different parts
of the state space. This, along with some novel concentration inequalities (Lemma , leads to
quantitative probability bounds on the supremum and time integral of IN)(-) (Lemma 3.1). This
is a crucial step in proving Theorem

Second, note that, for the process level limit, one can ‘ignore’ the contributions of QZ(N)(-)
for i > 3. This is because, if QéN)(O) = 0, for fixed T > 0, the probability that QgN)(t) > 0 for
any t € [0, N*T] becomes small as N — oo (see (E.I8)). However, for fixed N, the processes
{QEN) () }i>3 eventually become non-zero, and for obtaining probabilistic bounds on the renewal
times discussed above (see Lemma[4.2Jand Proposition[4.3), one needs precise quantitative control
ony s QEN) (1) (eg. Lemma .

Finally, we briefly explain why the existing methods in the literature on proving tightness of
the diffusion-scaled pre-limit stationary distributions fail to apply in our case. The celebrated
method of [27] involves analyzing stability properties of the associated ‘noiseless’ system to
construct suitable Lyapunov functions in terms of hitting times of certain compact sets in the
state space. Unlike Jackson networks, the stability analysis of the noiseless system in the JSQ
setting is quite involved and obtaining Lyapunov functions based on this approach thus becomes
very intricate, even in the conventional Halfin-Whitt setting (see [28]). Moreover, the ‘singular’
nature of the dynamics (arrivals only increase QgN) (-) when there are idle servers) makes the
‘small set” coupling analysis (characteristic of the [29] approach used in [27]) very challenging.
This motivates a more pathwise analysis taken in this article. But the above discussion also sheds
light on why analyzing suitable hitting times lies at the heart of our methods.

1.4 Notation and organization.

For a metric space S, denote by D = D([0,),S) the space of functions from [0,c0) to S that
are right continuous and have left limits everywhere. For x,y € R, x Vy and x Ay denote
max(x,y) and min(x,y), respectively. x* = max(x,0). For a positive deterministic sequence
(f(N))n>1, a sequence of random variables (X(N))y>1 is said to be Op(f(N)), 0p(f(N)), re-
spectively if the sequence (X(N)/f(N))n>1 is tight, and X(N)/f(N) = 0, as N — oo. Also,



(X(N))n>1 is said to be @p(f(N)) if it is Op(f(N)) and there is a constant ¢ > 0 such that

liminfy e (f(N))ME(X(N)) > c. We will use the symbol * 2, 7 to denote convergence in
distribution of random variables and ‘=" to denote weak convergence of stochastic processes
uniformly on any compact time interval.

The rest of the sections are organized as follows: In Section [2l we present the model, main
results, and discuss their ramifications. Section [3| contains a sample-path analysis of the pro-
cess and several hitting time estimates. These estimates will be used in Section 4] to establish
the tightness of the sequence of random variables corresponding to appropriately centered and
scaled steady-state total number of tasks, in the number of servers N. In Section |5, we prove the
process-level convergence. Proofs of some results are moved to the appendix for better readabil-

ity.

2 Model Description and main results

Consider a system with N parallel single-server queues and one dispatcher. Tasks with inde-
pendent unit-mean exponentially distributed service requirements arrive at the dispatcher as a
Poisson process of rate A(N). Denote the per-server load by Ay := A(N)/N. Each arriving task
is assigned instantaneously and irrevocably to the shortest queue at the time of arrival. Ties are
broken arbitrarily. The service discipline at each server is oblivious to the actual service require-
ments (viz., FCFS). We will analyze the system in the so-called super-Halfin-Whitt heavy-traffic
regime, where

AN =1-— Nf“ (2.1)
with fixed parameters § > 0 and € € (0, %) Our goal is to characterize the behavior of the
queue-length process as N — co. At time t, S(N)(t) denotes the total number of tasks in the

system, I(N)(t) denotes the number of idle servers, and QZ(N) (t) denotes the number of servers
of queue length at least i, i > 1. Note that (QgN), QéN), .. ) provides a Markovian description
of the system state and I (N) = N— Q%N), which we call the idleness process. In the following,

we will often consider (I (N), QQN), .. ) as the Markovian state descriptor instead. For integers
x € [0,N], y € [0,N —x] and a vector of non-negative integers z = (z1,2,...) € IN§ with
y > z1 > zp > ..., we will denote the system state by (x,y,z) to mean that I (N) = y, QEN) =1,
and (QéN),QfLN), )=z

Let A(-) and D(-) be two independent unit-rate Poisson processes. We will write the ar-
rival and departure processes as random time change of A and D respectively; see [30, Section
2.1]. Hence, the cumulative number of arrivals up to time t can be written as A(NAynt) and

D (fOt(N — I(N) (s))ds), respectively. We introduce the scaled process {X(N)(t),t > 0} as

SIN)(N%t) — N
Nate

X(N)(t) =

7

and thus,

XN () = XN (0) + N~27¢

A(N™2ANt) = D ( /ONM(N — 1N (s))ds)] : 2.2)

7



Note that the process X(N) is not Markovian. However, we can view it as a function of the
irreducible Markov process (QgN), QEN), .. ) Moreover, since the aggregate arrival rate NAy is
less than N, the system is subcritical according to the definition given in [31]. Further, since the
arrivals occur as a Poisson process and the service times are i.i.d. exponential, one can verify that
the conditions of [31, Theorem 1.2] are satisfied. Thus, the process is (QgN), QEN), ... ) is positive
recurrent (e.g., the hitting time of the state (0,0, ...) starting from any state has finite expectation),
and hence ergodic for any fixed N. Denote by X(N)(co) a random variable distributed as the
centered and scaled total number of tasks in the N-th system in steady state. We will characterize
the weak-limit of X(N)(co) and convergence of its moments by establishing the process-level limit,
ergodicity of the limiting process, and the tightness of the random variables {X(N)(c0)}y>1. The
next result states that the sequence of processes {X(N (), t > 0};21 converges weakly to the
process X, uniformly on compact time intervals, where {X(t),t > 0} is a certain Bessel process
with negative drift.

Theorem 2.1. Fix 8 > Oand e € (0, }). Assume the sequence of initial states (X'N)(0), IN)(0), QgN) (0),
QéN) (0), ...) satisfy the following:

(i) XN (0) 2 X*as N — oo, where X* is a positive random variable.
i) (IMN(0) /N%_E)N is a tight sequence of random variables.
(iii) (QgN) (0)/N 2+ %) v s a tight sequence of random variables.

iv) QM (0) X5 0as N — oo,

Then, for any fixed T > 0, the scaled process X'N) converges weakly to the path-wise unique solution of
the following stochastic differential equation, uniformly on [0, T):

dX(t) = (Xtt) - ﬁ)dt +V2dW (), (2.3)

with X(0) 4 X*, where W = (W(t),t > 0) is the standard Brownian motion independent of X*.

Theorem [2.1]is proved in Section

Observe that the SDE in is a certain Langevin diffusion (see [32, Section 1.2] for a dis-
cussion on Langevin diffusions) and is ergodic. Its stationary distribution can be explicitly char-
acterized as follows.

Proposition 2.2. The SDE in (2.3) has a unique stationary distribution 7t with probability density func-
tion 4% = xe~P*, x > 0, i.e., Gamma(2, B), having p-th moment T (p +2)/BP.

The proof of Proposition 2.2]is given in Section

Remark 2.3. The limiting diffusion in behaves like a Bessel process of dimension 2 for small values
of X and a Brownian motion with negative drift for large values of X. In particular, this diffusion almost
surely never hits zero (see Lemma [5.7). This is a consequence of the fact that the idleness process in the
prelimit moves in scale N ¢ and thus vanishes under the scaling N pte appearing in XN). Moreover, the
drift of the above diffusion process is smooth on (0, c0), unlike the diffusion limit in the NDS regime [22]].
This results in the stationary density of the diffusion in [22]] being C' but not C? on (0, o0), whereas our
stationary density is smooth on (0,00).



The following theorem gives tail estimates for X (N)(c0) for all fixed large N and shows that
any subsequential weak-limit of X(N)(co) must have a strictly positive support. It also partially

characterizes the steady state behavior of the individual coordinates in (1N ),QEN)/EZ;; QZ(N))
required for the application of Theorem [5.1]in the limit interchange argument of Theorem

Theorem 2.4. Fix > Oand ¢ € [0, ).

(i) There exist positive constants Ny, B, C1, Ca such that for any N > Ny,

_ 1/5 < x < 1 ¢
]P(X(N)(oo) > x) < Crexp{ —Cx'/°}, 4B <x < 2N27¢, (2.4)
Crexp { — Cox!/#}, x >2N27¢
(ii)
lim lim P (XM (c0) > 6) = 1. (2.5)

010 N—oo
(ifi) supy, E {N*%*EQgN)(OO)} < o0,
(iv) B [N*%”I(N)(oo)} =B forany N > 1, and

) 523 QN (00) £ 0as N — oo,
Theorem [2.4]is proved in Section [4}

Remark 2.5. The analysis of the steady-state tail behavior is based on a renewal theoretic representation of
the stationary measure. We consider the continuous time Markov process (IN)(+), {QEN) () }is2) starting
from (0, [2BN2+¢ |, 0) (that is, IN)(0) = 0, Q™ (0) = |2BN2+¢] and QN (0) = Q\M(0) = --- = 0)
for a suitably large B > 0. We then wait for QgN) to fall to |[BN %“J, then for ) 25 QEN) to drop to zero,

and subsequently for QgN) to climb back to |[2BN %+£J. More formally, define the stopping times créN) =0,

and for i > 0,

iy = inf{t > oV L QY () < [BNEFE]),

Opiqq
ot = inf{t > ol : QM (1) > [2BN2¥]}, (2.6)
RN .= inf{k >1: QéN)((TZ(,I:])) =0} and OWN) = az(llgl()m.

Note that IN)(@N)) = 0, QgN)((@(N)) = LZBN%“J and Q_gN)((H)(N)) = 0. Therefore, ®N) is g
renewal time point. Therefore, the process observed from time ®N) onward has the same distribution as
the one starting from time 0. On showing that ®N) has finite expectation, the stationary distribution of

(IN) (), {QSN) () }i>2) admits the following representation:

(" 1(109(s), QN ), .)€ A)ds)

N
]E(o, LzBN%“J,Q) (@( ))

E .
(10 (00), QV(e), ..) € 4) = —~2L2INZL0

2.7)

for any Borel set A C {0,1,2,...}*, where E (+) refers to the expectation given the starting

1
(0,[2BN27¢),0)
state is (0, |2BN %“J, 0). Showing this is standard renewal theory (see, for example, proof of Theorem

9



3.3 in [12l]): one expresses the stationary distribution in terms of the long time average occupancy measure
which, in turn, can be expressed in terms of the i.i.d. regenerative cycles of the process between successive
renewal times. Application of the strong law of large numbers yields (2.7).

Hence, obtaining tail behavior of the stationary distribution reduces to quantifying the extremal be-
havior of the process path before time @N), The exponents in the tail bounds above arise from applying
a concentration result (Lemma for sums of random variables with stretched-exponential tails that
stochastically dominate the integral of the idleness process (see Lemma [B.4). We do not believe that these
exponents are optimal. However, they show that the steady-state tails are sufficiently light to have finiteness
of all moments.

Remark 2.6. Note that Theorem also applies to ¢ = 0 (the Halfin-Whitt regime). Tightness of the
diffusion-scaled steady state occupancy measures in the Halfin-Whitt regime was shown by [11l] using a
generator expansion method in conjunction with Stein’s method. However, this requires apriori knowledge
of the diffusion limit and an elaborate construction of Lyapunov functions based on the dynamics of the
noiseless system associated with this diffusion limit. Moreover, the results in [11] provide tightness by
bounding the expected values of QSN) (00), i > 1, but finiteness of higher moments remained open. Further,
the analysis is highly tied to the Halfin-Whitt regime as the diffusion limit behavior drastically changes
as one moves to the super-Halfin-Whitt regime. In contrast, the renewal theoretic method for studying
stationary distributions developed in the current paper can be applied directly to the pre-limit process
without knowledge of its diffusion limit. In addition to giving a much more detailed picture of the tail
behavior of the steady state, it can be applied universally for all & € [0,%) as the above phase transition
does not appear in the pre-limit behavior. Recently, the sample path approach in the current paper has been
utilized in [33|] to obtain rates of convergence of the JSQ system in Halfin-Whitt regime to its diffusion
limit by directly analyzing the generator of the pre-limit process.

Theorem 2.4 implies that {X(N )(c0) }§:1 is tight in R. By Theorem Proposition and
Theorem the interchangeability of the t — o0 and N — co limits in Theorem can be
established using routine arguments. The proof of Theorem [2.7)is given at the end of this section.

Theorem 2.7. Fix B > 0 and ¢ € (0,1). The sequence of random variables {XN)(c0)} N>p €O
verges weakly to the Gamma(2, B) distribution as N — oo, where the probability density function of

p
Gamma(2, B) is given by f(x) = p2xe F*, x € (0,00). Moreover, for any p > 0, ]E{X(N)(oo)} —
% as N — oo, where I denotes the standard Gamma function.

Let W) be a random variable denoting the waiting time of a typical task in steady state for
the N-th system. By Little’s law [34} § 6.4 (a)], note that E(W(N)) = (NAy) - Y2, E (QZ(N) (00)) =
(NAN) E(S™) (00) + I™)(00) — N). Now, since in steady state, expected total arrival rate equals

expected total service rate, we have E(IN)(0)) = N(1 — Ay) = BN 27¢. Therefore, we have the
following immediate corollary of Theorem

Corollary 2.8.

. 1_,
Jlim N2 E(WN) = 3

Remark 2.9 (Contrast with centralized systems). An interesting aspect of the many-server limit of
the JSQ policy is revealed as we compare it with the corresponding M/M/N system with the same load

10



per server. As briefly mentioned in the introduction, the key difference between the [SQ dynamics and
the M/M/N dynamics lies in the non-idling nature of the latter. In the [SQ dynamics, there can be idle
servers in the system, while having waiting tasks. However, as the system load becomes closer to 1, one
may expect that most of the servers must remain busy to keep the system stable. Consequently, [SQ should
behave similarly to the centralized queueing system. Theorem shows that this is not the case even
in the super-Halfin-Whitt regime. The centered and scaled total number of tasks for JSQ converges to
Gamma(2, B) with mean 2/ B, instead of Exponential(p) with mean 1/ B for the corresponding M/M/N
system. Interestingly, indeed, if the load is much heavier, that is, Ay = 1 — O(N~*) with « > 2, then
the result in [24)] implies that the appropriately scaled total number of tasks under the [SQ policy has the
same limiting distribution as the centralized system. It will be an interesting future direction to identify
the precise scaling of the system load where this transition of behavior occurs.

Proof. Proof of Theorem For brevity of notation, we will use the following notation in this

proof:

1IN (0
X(N) = (X(N)<O)’ N%(—s)/ N2+€ ZQ )

Now assume that the system is initiated at the steady state, that is,

(x 0,101,080, 1 0/ 0)) < (X0 (e0) 109(09), 04" (09, L0 ().

Note that by Theorem the sequence of random variables {X(¥) 1y is tight and moreover,
Yo, QZ(N )(oo) L, 0as N — oo. Hence, we can extract a subsequence (N) of (N) for which

XN )(0) 4, X* for some finite random variable. Furthermore, Theorem 2.4 (ii) implies that
IP(X* > 0) = 1 and thus, the conditions of Theorem [2.1] 2.1 hold. Thus, by Theorem .1] applied to
this subsequence, the process XN )( -) converges weakly to the path-wise unique solution of (2.3),

uniformly on [0, T| with X(0) 4 x=, Note that since X(V)(¢) is also distributed as XN (c0) for
all t > 0, by Theorem 2.1| and Proposition X* must be distributed as the unique stationary
distribution of the diffusion (Z.3). This proves the weak convergence of X(V)(c0) in R.

For the convergence of the p-th moment, note that X (N)(c0)’s are nonnegative random vari-

ables and hence, IE{(X(N)(OO) ] =pfs xP1P(X(N)(00) > x)dx. Take B, Nj as in Theoreml
From the tail-probability bound in Theorem [2.4, we have that for any p > 0 and & > 0,

sup ]E[(X(N)(oo))’”rg} < sup ((4B VP4 (p+8) /oo xPHEIP (XN (00) > x)dx)
N>Np N>Np (4BV1)

< ((4Bv1)f’+€+ (p+8) /m

. xPHEIC exp { — sz”“}dx) < oo.
4BV1

2.8)
Since XV (o) %> Gamma(2, B) and holds, by [35, Corollary of Theorem 25.12], for any
p >0, E[XN)(c0)]” - T(p+2)/pF as N — oo. O
3 Sample-path analysis of the pre-limit process.

In this section, we will obtain quantitative estimates on the sample path behavior of the pre-limit
process that will be useful in Sections#and [5] A significant part of our work, especially studying
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Lemma 3.1
Integral and sup of upper-bounding Iy

Lemma 3.2 Lemma 3.4 Proposition 3.1
S hits high values before Q , hits B Down-crossing hitting time for idle serverss Tail-bound on down-crossing of Q ,
R
Lemma 3.5 Lemma 3.3 Lemma 4.1

sup of Q , within one downcrossing| | Q 5 hits high values before Q , hits B # toggles of Q, before Q3 hits zero

Proposition 3.2
Tail-bound on up-crossing of Q ,

\_¢ v I—lvi'—l

Proposition 3.3 Lemma 4.2
Bound on sup of Q > in an interval Tail-bounds on ®
Proposition 4.1
Moment bounds on ®

¢VV¢V

Theorem 2.3

Figure 1: Interdependence of various results of Sections [3|and @

the steady-state behavior, involves a detailed pathwise analysis of the pre-limit process. Recall
the discussion in Remark in this regard. The key quantity to analyze is ® ) and, in the
interval [0,0N)], how much time the process spends in different parts of the state space. Such
estimates are obtained in this section. The challenge in this analysis comes from the fact that
this process behaves very differently in different parts of the state space (no state space collapse).
Loosely speaking, the behavior of the process can be categorized into two qualitatively different
phases:

(a) Heavily-loaded phase. Loosely speaking, when the system is heavily loaded, i.e., QEN)
is large, the evolution of QéN) is qualitatively similar to that of XN, Thus, hints that for
QéN) to fall below a certain threshold (we call this a ‘down-crossing’), the integral of the idleness

process has to grow at a small enough rate with time so as to create a ‘negative drift” for QgN) (see
(3-12)). Quantifying this takes significant work and is the content of Section Also, note that
the true evolution of QgN) is more complicated than that of X(N) given in (2.2). This is because
the evolution of QgN) is governed by two very different types of effects. When I(N) > 0, QgN) can
only decrease and this happens when a customer is served at a busy server (with two or more
customers). In contrast, the increase in QgN) happens only when I(N) = 0 and additional arrivals
take place. This is a more ‘local time like” effect. This leads to added technical challenges. In
Section this drift is exploited to bound the supremum and estimate the decay rate of S(N)
and ) ;24 QEN) in the heavily loaded phase. In Section a probability bound is obtained for the
time taken for the down-crossing.

(b) Lightly-loaded phase. On the other hand, in the lightly loaded phase, when QgN) is small,
the fluctuations in the arrival and departure processes for the system eventually push QgN) above
a certain level (see (3.22)). This is what we call an “up-crossing’ and quantify it in Section

Later, in Section @ the above two phases are combined to create a renewal structure which
sheds light on the tail behavior of the stationary distribution of XV) for fixed large N. An
overview of how various results of Section 3] are used in Section [4]is schematically presented in

Figure[l]
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In Section we estimate the probability of QéN) crossing large values on large compact
time intervals. This is crucially used in the process-level convergence proofs in Sections [5| and [f]
(in particular, Proposition [5.6).

The general technique to achieve the above involves decomposing the process sample path
into excursions between suitably chosen stopping times. Between successive stopping times, the
behavior is more uniform, and comparable to some process that is easier to analyze.

Now, we set up some notation. Throughout this article, we fix an ¢ € [0,1/2). Define

QéN) (1) =Y, QSN) (t) and, for x,y,z > 0, define the stopping times

Tl(N)(x) =inf{t>0: IN(t) = LxN%*SJ |3
tN () = inf {t > 0: QN (t) = [yN=*¢ [}, 3.1)
N (z) = inf {t > 0: SMN(t) = |zN2* ]},

3.1 Upper bound for idleness process in heavily loaded phase.

Intuitively speaking, when QgN) is large, the process denoting the number of idle servers, I(N)(t),

can be upper bounded by a birth-death process. In particular, if QEN) > BN2*, then the rate

(N) when it is positive, is N — BN 1-¢ (whenever there is an arrival), and the rate

of increase is QgN) — QgN), which is at most N — BN2*¢. For any fixed B > 0, let us define
such a birth-death process I ,(SN), with increase rate N — BN2*¢ and decrease rate N — BN 17t We
will assume that N is large enough so that N > BN ite > BN 2=¢, From the above discussion,
if QgN)(O) > BN2¢, then there exists a natural coupling such that (V) (t A TZ(N)(B)) < TlgN)(t A
TZ(N)(B)), for all + > 0. Thus, in the analysis of IN), a key ingredient is to study this upper-
bounding birth death process. In particular, as can be understood from the evolution equation
of X(N)(t) in (2.2), two quantities involving IN) that will be pivotal in successive analysis are its
integral and supremum over appropriately scaled time intervals. For that, the following lemma

will be crucial in quantifying the ‘negative drift’ created due to the integral of I'N) being ‘small’
in the heavily loaded phase (when QgN) > BN279),

of decrease of I

Lemma 3.1. Assume T,(SN)(O) = 0. There exist to > 0, By > 1 such that for all B > By, there exists N

such that for all N > Np and t > to, the following hold:

(@) P( Osts TN (u)du > BN+ for some s > t) < cq exp{—c,BiN¥15};

(i) P(sup,, If" (N%s) > EN2¢1) < exp{—ciBN*t} + &HN*texp{—c3v/Bt}.

The above constants c;, ¢; may depend on B, but not on B, N, t.

The proof of Lemma [3.1]is given in Appendix |B| Here we provide a brief outline of the proof

idea. We will estimate ON I I(SN) (s)ds for large B, N and t by identifying certain excursions in the

path of the process I ,(S,N). The integral will then be estimated by controlling the duration of each

such excursion and the supremum of the process I lgN) on this excursion. Let I lgN) (0) = 0. Given
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(N)

11 > 0, define the following stopping times: 7, ' := 0, and for i > 0,
(72(1.1\21 = inf {t > ('Tz(lN) : I_éN)(t) > |yNz ¢ }, and
_(N : ~(N) . 7N 1
Oy = inf {# 2 o} V() < LgNZ I}

Also define:
(N)

EN) . G ,

(N) _ 5(N)

= sup  (INV(s)— [yN? ), i > 1,

_(N) (N
Se[o—z(i—)lfaéi )]

/]

and Kt(N) :=inf {k: (‘Tz(i\l) > N%t}. Note that

'z

NN e NS () 200
/ 1N (5)ds < pNETe 4+ Y a™EN) (3.2)
0 4

1=

[y

Therefore, the proof of Lemma [3.1| will rely on analyzing the behavior of i (N)fi(N) (Lemma ,

i
_ Z(N) -
that of Kt(N) (Lemma , and of the random sum 211‘11 ﬁEN) C;N) (Lemma . To analyze the

random sum, we will use the concentration inequality for independent random variables with
stretched exponential tails stated in Lemma The form of exponents of N, B, and t appearing
on the right hand side of Lemma [3.1| (i) and (ii) is an artifact of using Lemma along with the
tail estimates for ﬂl(N)(fi(N) from Lemma We do not expect these exponents to be optimal, but
they will serve our purpose of showing that the integral has sufficiently light tail.

3.2 Controlling long queues in heavily loaded phase.

Recall that for any t > 0, S(N)(t) denotes the total number of tasks in the system at time t, and
Q_gN) (1) == Y52, QSN) (t) denotes the number of tasks waiting behind at least two other tasks at
time t. Also recall that TZ(N) (B) denotes the first time Q;N) hits |[BN27¢|. As described in Remark
the renewal time @) is crucial to the steady-state analysis. For this, we need to have sharp
control on how large the quantities S (N) and Q_éN) can become during the phase when QEN) hits
| BN %“J starting from |2BN %“J. This is achieved in Lemma [3.2|and Lemma [3.3in this section.
They will be used in the subsequent sections.

First, let us introduce the following notation. For integers x € [0,N], y € [0,N — x| and a
vector of non-negative integers z = (z1,22,...) € Ny withy >z >z, > ..., denote

Poyo () i=P(- | INV(0) = x, QM (0) =y, QN (0) = zi5 fori >3) and

i
sup Py, -y (+) := sup {P(x,y,;)(') zeNg,z1>22>...,21 < y}.
z
The following lemma quantifies the probability of the total queue length becoming large in the

heavily loaded phase. The negative drift created on account of Lemma ensures that this
probability is small.

Lemma 3.2. There exist to, By, such that for all B> By, N > Ng, and x > ty,

sup P (S(N) hits SN (0) + x[%N%J“S before time TZ(N)(B))

(0, [2BN2%),2)

<& exp{—ézB%N%x%} + &3 exp{—Cax},
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where constants &;, i € {1,2,3,4} do not depend on B and N.

The first term in the above bound arises from the control on the integral of the idleness process
achieved in Lemma (i), while the second term arises from hitting probabilities of processes
that are martingales plus a negative drift (which approximates SN) in this phase).

Proof. Proof of Lemma Note that there is a natural coupling between IN)(t) and TlgN)(t),
such that for all ¢ < T2(N)(B), N (1) < Tl(;N)(t). Thus, for all t < TZ(N)(B),
t
SN() < SN (0) + A((N — BN39)1) — D(/ (N—IV (s))ds)
0

:S(N>(0)+A((N—/3N%*€)t)—D(/ (N =13 (5))ds) /1 s)ds — BN ¢t

0

where recall A(-) and D(-) are independent unit-rate Poisson processes representing arrivals and
departures respectively, and A(s) = A(s) — s and D(s) = D(s) — s. Therefore,

(S™) hits SN (0) + xBN2*¢ before TZ(N)(B)>)

SUPP 0, 2an e

N%s
< IP(/O _E(,N)(u)du > i—xN%” + %N%“ for some s > 0) (3.3)
—HP(M*(t) - %N%*g hits C?%N%“ for some t > 0),

where M*(t) = A((N — ‘BN%_8 fo — Ig(s))ds). Recall tg, B; from Lemma For
thOIBZBlINZNBI

NZ%s
IP(/O I (u)du > %N%“ + %N%“ for some s > 0)

Nst N2£S
< ]P</0 I_éN)(u)du > i—xN%“) —HP(/O I_lgN)(u)du > %N%“ for some s > x) (3.4)

cexp{—¢'BSNS x5},

IN

for some constants ¢, ¢’ > 0, where the last inequality follows by and Lemma 3.1 (i). For the
second term on the right-hand-side of (3.3), denote 5, = kN*x, k > 0. For any k > 0,

cry PSal—e 3le te N 2N"%5 +3x 1.,
IP( sup (./\/l (s) 7N2 ) SPEN? > SIP( sup M*(s) > fﬁNz )
S€ [5k,5k+1] $€[0,541]
<P( sup M*(s) > ZkIS ) < (Mot (k+1

$€[0,5k41]

for some constants ¢”,&” > 0, where the last inequality follows from Lemma Summing over
k, we obtain

t
]P(./\/l*(t) — %N%_‘“‘ hits gN%“ for some t > O) < e, (3.5)

Plugging and into and choosing appropriate constants complete the proof. O
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Now recall that QéN)(t) =Y, QEN)(t), t > 0 and the renewal time ®N). Note that for
such a renewal event to occur, all the following three things need to happen: Starting from
(0, [2BN27¢],0),

(a) QgN) falls to | BN %”J, then

(b) QgN) drops to zero, and subsequently,

(c) QgN) climbs back to [2BNz*¢].

Part (b) requires special care as, although the probability of QéN) becoming positive before time
TZ(N) (B) is small for large N, on the event that this happens, it takes a potentially long time for
QéN) to fall back to zero. This is quantified in Lemma which gives tail estimates on the
supremum of Q_éN) on [0, TZ(N)(B)] and shows that with probability at least 1/2, Q_gN) falls by
Q_gN) (0) A %N 2¢ on this time interval. Define

2= sup (@Y -QY0),, and 20 =MV E)-4Y0. 6o
selo ™ (B)]

Lemma 3.3. There exists B > 0, such that for all B > By, we can obtain N} € N for which the following
hold for all N > N3 and x > 0.

(i) There exist constants ¢;, i € {1,2,3,4}, not depending on N, x, such that

5(N) T+e
Sgp]P(O,LZBN%*SJ,;)(Z* = XpN*T)

3.7)
<cexp{— 52N(%*€)/5} ( exp{—3Bs NS x5} + exp{—csx}).

(ii) inf. P (20 < - [0V (0) A HNZT]) > 4.

(0, 2BN3+¢ ], 2) 1P

As we will see in the proof of Lemma [3.3| below, the exponents in the right hand side of

are inherited from those in Lemma [3.2as we will relate the hitting probabilities of 7™ with that

of SNV,
Proof of Lemma (i) Recall fo from Lemma 3.2} Let N € N be such that N —2BN2+¢ > ¥ and
N27¢/(2) > fo for all N > Np. If Z") > xpN#7¢, then there exists s € [0, 74" (B)] such that
QéN) (s)=N, Q_éN)(S) = QgN) (0) + x,BN%“, and I™™V)(0) = 0. Hence, for all N > Nj,
SN (s) =N+ N + QM (0) + xpN=*¢
> (N = 1M(0) + Q5" (0) + Q5" (0) + (N~ 2BN#* + xpNi )
= 5(N)<0) + (N — 2BN2te 4 x’BN%ﬂ)

> s(N)(0) + (g + xﬁN%+€).
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Take B, N as in Lemmaand define Nj := Nz V Ng. Thus, for B > By, N > Ng, x>0,

sup P (ZEN) > x,BN%+£)

z

(0, 12BN37¢),2)

< suplP (S(N) hits S(N)(O) + g + xﬁN%“ before time TZ(N)(B))
Z

(0, [2BN2 "), 2)
<érexp{ — 62B%N%(N%_£/(2,B) + x)%} + 03 exp{—64(N%_S/(2/3) +x)}

<gexp{-— EZN(%*E)%}(exp{—égB%N%x%} + exp{—csx}),

>

where the second inequality is due to Lemma upon recalling N 17¢/ (2B) + x > to by the
definition of Np. The last inequality is due to (a + b)% < a5+ b%, foralla,b > 0, and B; > 1.

(ii) From part (i), for B > By and N > Ng,

(ZNV) > 0) < 261 exp (— &NG9/5), (3.8)

PP ey o

Starting from I™)(0) = 0, QgN) (0) = [2BN2*¢| and any QgN)(O), on the event Z\™ = 0,
QM ™M (B)) < @M (0) and QM (t{V(B)) < QSN (0) — BN2*¢ + 1. Thus, we have

sN (N (B)) < SV (0) — BNZF 4 1.
Also, forall t > 0,

SMN(1) >SN (0) + A((N — BN29)t) — D(Nt)
= 5N (0) + A((N — BN27)#) — D(Nt) — BN2~%¢,

where A(s) = A(s) —s and D(s) = D(s) —s. Let M(s) = A((N — [%N%_S)s) — D(Ns). Thus, by

Lemma there exists a constant ¢ > 0, such that

(N) B e 5N) _
sgpP(O,LZBN%+€JrZ)(T2 (B)<2,BN 2.7 =0)
. ~ . 1_¢ o l+E
SP(_inf |, (F(s) = BNZ7"5) < —BNI*+1) 39)

. B. .1
<P inf  M(s) < —=N2T¢4+1) <4 —¢BY.
SP(_ o0 o M) S —g N 41) < dexp{—cB}

5(N)

Furthermore, since the instantaneous rate of decrease of QéN) is at least 1 when Q; "’ is positive,
=]

and that Q_gN) can only decrease when A 0, observe that, using Lemma

processes,

for Poisson

- _ B _ B
(@@ @) > (@0 - 158, 2N =05V (B) 2 5o N¥)
B

B N2
< ]P(Po(—NZE) < —N2€> < 2e7BN* for some constant ¢’ > 0 dependent on B,  (3.10)

2p 4p

SUPT g Lot 2
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where Po(%N 2¢) is a Poisson random variable with parameter %NZE. Inequalities (3.8), (3.9) and
(3.10), yield

inf P (2™ < —[aM(0) A 2 N%])

2 (0,|2BN27,z) 4
— infP ) (Q(N)(T(N)(B)) < (Q_(N)(O) _ ENZS) )
z (O, \_2BN7+SJ/Z) 3 2 — 3 4ﬁ +
- > (N) _ (N) B e 5(N) _
>1 sgp ]P(o, 2BNE) 2 (2.7 >0) sgp IP(o, 25N 2 (5, (B) < 2ﬁN 2y =0)
_ =(N) /_(N) SNy B ey s5(N) oy (N) B o
Slzlplp(o, LZBN%+€J,§) (Q3 (TZ (B)) > (QB (0) 4‘BN )+’Z* - O’TZ (B) Z Z‘BN )

>1—2¢exp (— c'zN(%’s)/S) —4exp{—¢B} — 2exp{—c'BN*}.

Let B, > Bj such that 4exp{—¢B} < 1/4 for all B > B,. For B > B,, we can obtain Ng > N,’g
such that the lower bound above is at least 1/2. This completes the proof of the lemma. O

3.3 Down-crossing estimate.

The goal of this section is to obtain a probability bound on TZ(N)(B), that is, starting from

QgN) (0) = [2BN2*¢], the time taken for QgN) to hit [BN27¢].
Proposition 3.4. Recall By > 1 and N3 for B > By from Lemma There exist constants to,ci > 0,
i €{0,1,2,3,4}, such that for any B > By, N > Np, and x > 0,
(N) 2¢e
- Pty o (2 (B) 2 N7
zY;z<xN2"* (3.11)

/ € 8
< 4e 0 4 ¢| exp{—chBSN 5} + cyN*texp{—cj,VBNEL}, V>tV B(B + x).

sup

Recall the upper bounding birth-death process I_l(;N) from Section ﬂ As we will see in the

proof below, the exponents in the right hand side of (3.11) are inherited from Lemma [3.1) as we

will require control over the integral and supremum of ], éN) in bounding the tail probability for

oV (B).

Proof of Proposition Starting from I(N)(0) = 0, QgN) (0) = 2BN2F¢, ¥, QEN) (0)) < xN2 ¢, for

t<oN(B),

QM (1) <sMN (1) — QM (1) = SN (1) — (N — 1N (1))

—=SMN)(0) + A((N — BN2~9)t) — D(Nt — /Ot 1N (s)ds) — N + 1N (¢)
<SMN(0) = N +T{V(t) + A((N — BN>~9)t) — D(Nt — /Ot TN (s)ds)
<(@2B+ )N+ TNV (1) + A((N — BN?9)t) — D(Nt — /Ot 1N (s)ds)

t
+ / 1N (s)ds — BN, (3.12)
0
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where A(s) = A(s) —s and D(s) = D(s) — s. Recall
M (t) = A((N = BN* %)) — D(Nt — /Ot il

Thus, using the above upper bound for QgN), we obtain

sup Tz(N)(B) > N*t)

1
- Lo et o
2,2, <xN2t¢

= sup
1
z:y,z;<xN2**

(0 LZBN%HJ Z) (QéN)(NZEt) 2 LBN%+EJ and Tz(N)(B> 2 NZst)

N2t
r(N) B i+e N N+
< > = >
_11)(/0 IV (s)ds > ENBrer) 4 (IV (NEr) > Ender) (3.13)
+]P<(2B + )N (M (N — g NzFe) +§ 1tep > BN%“).
Then, for B > By, N > N, t > t, by Lemma
Nt ~(N) B .1 1. 4 1
]P(/ IV (s)ds > ENEer) < o exp{—aBiNF 1), (3.14)
0
and moreover, by Lemma
P (1) (N%t) > EN%W) < exp{—&BN*t} + & N*texp{—&VBN*t}. (3.15)
For ¢ %(B + x), by Lemma
lie * 2e :B lie ﬁ 1ie lie
]P<(2B+x)N2 + (M (N*1) = ENP¥eE) + ENTeE > BN )
—P(M*(N%t) > §N%+St — (B+x)N77) < P(M*(N%t) > gN%“t) < 4o, (3.16)

where ¢’ is a positive constant not depending on N. Plugging (3.14), (3.15) and (3.16) into (3.13)
and choosing appropriate constants complete the proof. O

3.4 Up-crossing estimate.

In this subsection, we estimate the time taken for QgN) to cross the level 2BN %“, starting from
(x, |BN2¥¢], z), uniformly in x,z. The proof involves identifying excursions in the process path
based on the I!N) process falling below a certain threshold (see (3.18)). The length of each excur-
sion is controlled using Lemma E During each excursion, it is shown that Q2 hits the level
2BN27¢ with a positive probability that does not depend on N. This leads to a geometric number
of such excursions required for QgN) to hit the level 2BN27¢. These estimates are combined to
prove Proposition B.6] the main result of this subsection.

Recall Tl (2[3) inf{t > 0: IN)(¢) = |2BN27¢|}. We will write Q (QéN),QiN),...).
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Lemma 3.5. Assume IV)(0) = x, QéN)(O) =y, and QéN) (0) = z. For any N such that LZﬁN%_SJ >1
and any x > 2BNz ¥,

(N) X
supB(y, ,(en /2y <
y,zp (/y/,)( ) LzﬁN%%J

where E ) (-) = E(-[IM(0) = x, Q3 (0) = v, QM (0) = 2).

Proof. Define WN) (1) = e2I(N) (). Since the rate of increase of IN)(t) is at most N — IV (t) and
the rate of decrease is N — BN 27¢ if IN)(¢) > 0, therefore

LWWN) (1)

IN
N =

WM (1) + e [(N = TN (1)) — (N — BN 79)]

ez (- %I(N)(t) +BNZ ),

where L(-) is the infinitesimal generator. For t < Tl(N) (2B), ﬁN%*S < %, and so LWN) (1)1 [t <
Tl(N) (2B)] < 0. This implies that for all y,z > 0,

E(py (WM (AT (2B))) < By (WN(0) =1, W20

By Fatou’s lemma and the observation that, almost surely, (t A Tl(N) (2B)) = Tl(N) (2B) for suffi-
ciently large ¢, we have that for all y,z > 0,

E(ry (WO (7Y (28))) < liminf WM (£ A NV (28))) < x, (3.17)
and therefore, sup, , E(ry.z) (efl(N) (2/5)/2) < L 4 j' O
Z Yz 28N27F

Proposition 3.6. For any fixed B > 0, there exist pg, t5, Ny > 0 such that Vt > t,, N > N,

P 1
(N) 2 ViIN2te
Sggp (x, [BNZ* ], 2) (7, /(2B) > N*t) < 2

exp{—N*V/t/2} + (1 - pg) V72,

We outline the idea of the proof here. For QéN) to exceed level |2BN %“j, I™™) has to first
become small (fall below [28N %*‘Sj). The time taken for this is quantified by Lemma The
first term in the right hand side above arises from bounding the probability of less than |v/#/2|
many such ‘returns’ of I (N) to |2BN %*gj before time N%t. Each time I(N) becomes small, the
fluctuation in the arrival and departure processes ensures that with at least positive probability
pp, the total queue length SN) (and hence QgN)) exceeds |2BN %“j within the next N time
units. Thus, if there are at least [v/#/2] returns of I(N) by time N%¢, the probability of QéN)
not hitting |2BN %”’j in any of the time intervals of length N following such returns is at least
(1—pp)lvir2, giving the second term in the above bound.

Proof of Proposition Define the stopping times: GSN) := 0 and for k > 0,
Oy = inf{t > 657 10 (1) < [2pNE ]}, (318)
oY), = oY)+ N%. (3.19)
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Note that if IV )(t)gkN)) < |2BN27¢|, then GékNll = 9§kN) ; equivalently, if HékNle — ngN) > 0, then

I(N)(GEkN)) > [2BNz¢|. Thus, for any k > 0 and t > 0, any N such that [28N2¢] > 1,

PG, 60 > N¥1) < sup Py, (tV(28) > N%t)

2%k+1 1
x>[28N27¢y,z (3.20)

< e,NZSt/Z sup sup IE(x,y,Z) ( e (28) /2) L exP{—Nzgt/2},

v 26N
where the last inequality is due to Lemma [3.5/and x < N. Next, we claim the following:

Claim 3.7. Fix any N > max{(SB) (3-9), (25/B)%}. For any k > 0, the following inclusion relation
holds on the event sup,__, Q2 )(s) < 2BNz+e ;

2k+1

{ sup  sM(s)>3BNIT 4 s )] ¢ { sup QfV(s) > 2BN3*e},  (3.21)

Se[egkNJZI’eékNJRZ] 56[92k+1 2k+2]
Proof. Suppose that for some k > 0, sup__ Q2 (s) < 2BN2" and Js € [HékNle,HékNJzz]
such that SN) (s) > 3BNz+e 4 SN )(Qékll) Let §:= 1nf{s € [ ékll,Qékle] : S(N)(s) > 3BN2T¢ 4

SIN)( 2k+1)} Since N > 5BN2*¢, we claim that Q3 ( 5) < Q3 ( 2k+1) If this was not the case,
5> ng 421 and there would be § € [011,5) such that § is a ‘point of increase’ of Q3N that is,

QgN) (5) =N, Q_gN)( ) = Q3 ( 2k+1) and I'N)(3) = 0. Hence, recalling that SUP 0,600 Q2 ( ) <
2BN2+¢,

sSM ) =N+ QMO )+ N > N - 28N 4+ N (s) + 0N (00),) + (N — 1V (64),))

— N—2BN>* 4+ SN (9N ) > 3BN3 e 4 5N (M) ),

which is a contradiction to the fact that § < 5. Hence, we conclude that N > 5BN 1t implies

Q ( ) < Q3 ( bk Jrl) Using this observation and the definition of 5, we obtain

3BN e =5(M)(5) — s (o))
)

=M ) + 0N (5) + N — 1M (5)) — (@Y <zk+1>+Qg, YO0 + N — 1M (6N )
<o (s) = QM O5),) + 1M 60 ) < QN (5) — QM (65 ),) + 2pN2

Further note that 28N 27¢ < BN2"¢, due to the choice of N. Thus, the above yields QgN) (5) >
Qz ( 2k+1) +2BN2+¢ > 2BNz+¢, This completes the proof of Claim
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Therefore, due to Claim

i N 1 N) /(N 1
1;1;f]l)(x, LBN%”J,;)( (i]l)lp(m Qg )(s) > 2BNz 7| Qé )(Qék—zl) < 2BN2+€>
S€[03L10211»)
> ixnzf]P(x BNY 2 sup (SN (s) — S(N)(eékN+)1)) > 3BN+E| QgN)(QékNll) < ZBN%H)
s 2 seo, o )
2k+1'V2k+2
> ]P( sup A((N— ‘BN%_E)S) _ D(NS) > 3BN%+£>
s€[0,N%]
—p( sup A((N - BN )s) ~ D(Ns) — pNE s > 36N )
s€[0,N%]
> IP(A((N — ,BN%*&)N%) _ f)(NHZe) _ ﬁN%+g > 3BN%+€>
= PN (A((N = BN 7)N*) — D(N'*¥)) — p > 3B)
> pp > 0, for sufficient large N. (3.22)

Observe that pg does not depend on N since N2 ¢(A((N — N2 ¢)N%) — D(N1+%)) L,

N(0,2) by the Martingale FCLT. Therefore, for sufficiently large N, ¢,

) 2epy o VG2 () V) o N2
SEZPP(MBN%“J,;) (1, /(2B) > N*t) < k;) sB;pIP(x, ahee (O5p0q — 05 > N*Vt)
toupP (0 sup  Q)V(s) <2BNET QV(6R),) < 2BNEY Wk < [VE/2))
- ’ "~ SE[@ékNll,Qékle]
1+e
VI N2} + (1 ),
where the last inequality is due to (3.20) and (3.22). O

3.5 Supremum of QéN).

In this section, we will give bounds on the supremum of the process QgN) (-) on a time interval
[0, N*T] for fixed T > 0. This bound will be used in Section |4{ to show that, Q_éN)(w) L 0as
N — oco. It will also be used for the process-level convergence proofs in Sections 5| and [f} In
particular, it is a key tool in proving Proposition Let IN)(0) =0, QgN) (0) = [2BNz*¢], and
QgN) (0) = 0. Recall Ul.(N) and K(TN) from and fix B > (B; V2BV 5), where By was introduced
in Lemma The next lemma bounds the supremum of Q(N ) on [(TZ(IN), (fz(ﬁ)l] for i > 0. Proof is
given in Appendix

Lemma 3.8. Recall Np from Lemma There exist xg > 2B such that for alli > 0, N > N3,
N3¢ > x> xp,

IP( sup QgN) (s) > xNztt
(V) 5N

€[y i

QgN)(‘Tz(zN)) = 0) < cjexp{—cix}+c} eXp{—cZN%x%},

where c]’.‘, j€{1,2,3,4}, are constants that do not depend on i, N, x.
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Proposition 3.9. There exist constants x', N' > 0, &, ¢1, ¢ and c,i = {1,2,3,4}, depending only on
B, such that for all N > N, x > xfp, T > x71,

( sup QgN) (s) > xN%+s)
5€[0,N%T]

< exp{~2'Ta} + Tx(erexp { — 22N 975} 4 f exp{—cix} + s exp{~cjN ¥ x}}).

(0, 2BNZ7],0)

Proof of Proposition [3.9] Define qbl.(N) = 11[02(1-]1)1 — O'Z(ZN) > N%|,i>1.Fori>1,5s>0,

SM(s+ oMy = N+ [2BN2 7] + QM 01Ny

+[a((N =N s+ o)) — A((N = pNE )] - D(

U(iN)Jrs
— N+ [2BN2+¢) + OV (o{V)) 4 /(;) I (4)dy — BN %5
i

A0 ot e?) = A0 eg?) < |

where A(s) = A(s) —s and D(s) = D(s) — s. Recall that

A

M(s) = A((N - ,BN%’S)S) - ﬁ(/s(N - I(N)(u))du>
0
fors >0.Fori>1,B > (26V5),
P(o =0 QM) =0) <P inf QM(s) < [BNF | QY (oY) = 0)
s€loy; oy +N%]
<p( it QM) < (BN, sup QY (s) = 0] V(o) =0)

(N) _(N) ‘
s€loy” oy +N¥] sefoy o]

+]P< sup Q3 (s) >0 ‘ AV (oY) = 0)
(N) _(N)
s€loy; i 11]

<P inf S(N) <N BN1+€ (N) (N) _o
= <5€[U§?}>T;2}?]>+N29] (S) = +L 2 J ’ Q3 ((7'2Z ) )

5(N)
+P >0
(0, LZBN%JrSJ’Q) (SE[OS-:EII\I]))(B)] Q3 (S) )
)
: 14e 9 o 1 14e = _ = n(—e)/5
<P Egl}f]z](LZBN ]+ M(s) — BN27%) < |[BN2™¢] ) +Grexp { — &N }
s€|0,N=

= ]P<S€[ior,lzfﬂs]M(S) < —gN%H) +crexp { — 52]\](%*8)/5}

8N1+28

_ _ 1 _¢)/5 1 . .
< pINTE +crexp { — e NG9 } < > for sufficient large N,

where the third inequality uses the strong Markov property for the second term and the obser-
vation that SN)(s) < N + QEN) (s) if QéN) (s) = 0 for the first term. The fourth inequality is due
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to the strong Markov property, and Lemma [3.3] (on taking a limit as x | 0), and the last
inequality follows from Doob’s L2-maximal inequality. Thus, IE((])Z.(N) ] QéN) ((72(5\])) =0)>1/2for
sufficiently large N. Now, for T > 0, recall K(TN) = inf {k : (72(,1(\[) >N 2eT}. By Azuma’s inequality
and Lemma takinga > 8, T > a1, for sufficiently large N,

P(KM > aT)
ATy N
< IP( Y (o3 —0y ) SN eT)
i=1
&) (N)
SIP(Z(pi <Tand sup Q3 '(s)=0V1<i< LaTJ)
i=1

N) (N
56[‘72(1 )’02(i+)1]

+P(A<i<ar), sup  QV(s) > 0)

selog o]

aT] T
<p(( L (V- B Ve —0) < -5

and  sup QgN) (s)=0,V1<i< LaTJ)

N N
seloy o]

(3.24)
sup QY (s) > 0| QV(e3") = 0)

N) (N
s€ [‘72(1' >/‘72(1'+)1]

+aT-supIP<
i

<e T 4 aTe exp { — c‘zN(%’E)/S}.

Take a = x. Then, using (3.5), Lemma and union bound, for N > Nj, N2-¢ > x> (xpV38),
T>x1,

P( sup QfY(s) > xNEF)
s€[0,N2T]
< ]P(K(TN) > xT) 4 Tx sup]P( sup QWY > xNite | QY (V) = 0)

l selog) o]

< exp{—&Tx} + Tx(c;ex —EzN(%_S)/S Tctexp{—cix} + ciexp{—ciNSx5}).
P P 1 €Xp 2 3 €Xp 4

This proves the proposition.

4 Steady state analysis.

Our goal is to identify points in the state space which are hit infinitely often by the process
and the length between successive hitting times has a finite expectation. This will provide a
renewal-theoretic representation of the stationary measure.

Fix ¢ € [0,1/2). Throughout this section, we will choose and fix a number B = By as the
maximum of the lower bounds on B given in the results in Section 3, In Section we will
formally define certain renewal times in the process path and obtain estimates on their first
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and second moments (Proposition £.3). In Section these estimates will be used to obtain

a renewal representation for the stationary measure of (I(N)(.), {QEN)<')}1‘22) and will be
combined with the sample path analysis of Section 3| to prove Theorem

4.1 Renewal times and their moment bounds.

Recall Ui(N), R™) and ®N) from (2.6). The next lemma gives a probability bound on KN). Starting

from (0, |[2BN %J“EJ, 0), if QEN) hits | BN %J“Ej without making Q_éN) positive, then KN) = 1. In fact,
as discussed in Section this trajectory occurs with high probability for large N. However, on
the event where KN) > 1 (implying Q_gN) becomes positive before time 0'1(N)), it could take a
potentially large number of ‘toggles’ of QéN) between the levels |[BN2¢| and |2BNz*¢| for Q_éN)

to drop back to zero. This is reflected in the statement of the lemma; note the additive k + k*N ¢
term within the probability statement.

Lemma 4.1. There exist Ny, c],c; > 0, such that for all N > No, k > 1,

2 (N I * anp(1—e)/11 . loeytr —k
o0, 1asnd ) o) (KN 2 1k 2N27) <kepexp { — NG/ bexp { 3 (k/N2 7)1 | 427K,
Lemma [4.1]is proved in Appendix|D} At the heart of the proof is Lemma [3.3] which quantifies

the increments of Q_SN on the excursion intervals [(72(1.1\]),02(1»11)2]. In particular, it shows that with

probability at least 1/2, QéN) decreases by 25 or more during each such excursion until QéN)

is O(N*). This is the content of Lemma Using this observation, it is shown that over a
)

sufficiently large number of such excursion intervals, QgN drops to zero with high probability.

From Lemma note that the supremum of QgN) on [(Tz(lN) , ‘72(1‘]\22] has a stretched-exponential tail.
The constant 1/11 in the exponent above thus appears due to the use of concentration inequality
for sums of independent random variables with stretched-exponential tails (Lemma in this

setup.
Recall ©(N) = o) - To obtain bounds on the first and second moments of ON), we will first

— 72R(N
establish a tail bound for P ) (®(N ) > Nzgt). The next lemma combines the bound on

1
(0, [2BN27¢],0
the number of excursions obtained in Lemma 4.1| with the sample path estimates from Section

to provide the necessary tail estimates.

Lemma 4.2. There exist constants ¢1,¢2, No,to > 0, such that for all N > Ny, t > to,

1., ) 1/44
L (OW) 5 NZp) < gem @ty ge N e ()
(0, [2BN2*¢,0) = !

Proof. Note that for any k > 1,
(N) 2¢
P g amnbiey (@7 > N7

(N > N%*t/2) + P (RN > 14 k4 K2N2 ) (4.1)

<
SP o st

(0, 2BN2%],0)
P N (N)

( o 2 7(N) 271
(0, [2BN2¢,0) (Oypiv — 02 7 > N*t/2,1 <KW <1+ k+kN27°).
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We will upper bound each of the terms on the RHS above. Note that there exist to, Ny > 0, such
that for all N > Ny, x > 0and t > to V88 1(B + x),

sup ((TZ(N) > Nzgt/Z)

r 1
Yz <xN2te (0, [2BN2"],2)
z:Y i zi<x

N> N%t/4)

)
TR

1
z: Y z;<xN2™*¢

+  sup > N%t/2,0N) < N%t/4) (4.2)

1
2y, zi<xN2*e

(N)
P o l2ontee) 2@ (o2
< sup (T2(N) (2B) > N*t/4)

1
¥,z <xNZ*e (x, [BN27%],2)
2y zi<x

(N) 2e
0 ot o (2 (B) 2 NTH/4) - supP

4e
—c'Vt —c'N'5 t1/5
< ce vt + ce ,

where the last inequality is from Proposition 3.4 and Proposition and by collecting the leading
order terms. Write I(k, N) =1+ k+ k2N2~¢ and recall Z Q3 (02j+2) — Q_S)N) (027). Then we
have for any x > 0,

]P(O LzBN%“J 0)( 2(12() N) _‘Tz(N) > N%t/2,1 < RN < I(k, N))

N oy N¥EE oy
= Z o 2wt 0242 %% > gyl > 0)
(k,N) ™) 1 (4.3)
7 5> +e

j=1

N N o NEE o g s e
TP e g (202~ > ey 2 > 07 <N )) .
By Lemma [3.3] (i), for all large enough N,
I(k,N) _(N) 1, N0 s
].; Ip(o, 12BNE¥,0) (2, > xNz™) < c1l(k, N)e e : (4.4)
Also, for all N large enough, 1 < j <I(k,N), x > 0and t > [t V8B~ (B + x)]I(k,N),
2¢
N Ny o NTE Sy S (N) 1
P o, 1oandee) g (202~ % > ANy Lo =02 s aNe )
SN) S o) . () N%t
< ]P(o, 12BN3*),0) (Zo > 0) sup lP(o, 2BNE ) (02 > 20k, N)) (4.5)

z: Y Z<aN2*e
172 1/5
< cle’CZN(%%)/S [cefcl(l(k%m) +ce © ¥ ( (ktN)) ],

where the first inequality is due to the strong Markov property and the last inequality is due
to Lemma [3.3| (on taking a limit as x | 0) and (.2). Hence, taking x = W and using (4.4)

and in (4.3), we have for t > 2(t + 85 IB)I(k,N),

1, NG
o 12810 (o)) — ot > N*£/2,1 < KN < 1(k,N)) < erl (K, N)e N2 5 e (mtwr)
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Also, for tg <t < 2(tg+8B87'B)I(k,N),

(0, |2BNZ*¢),0) (‘72(112[()%1) - ‘Tz(N) > N*t/2,1 < KN < 1(k,N))

(4.7)

=(N) —c N(%*S)/5
< < 2
< IP(O, 258344)0) (Zy" >0) <cre ,

where the last inequality from Lemma Combining (4.6) and (4.7), we have for all t > to,

1. / 1/5
(0, [2BN37¢),0) (ohp — 3™ > N%4/2,1 < RN < 1(k,N)) < cfl(k, N)e N *ealm)

(4.8)
Finally, taking k = t'/* and I(k, N) = 1+ t'/4 + \/tN 27¢, we obtain the proposition by plugging
(@.2), (4.8), and the bound on ]P(o 25n3 0 (KN) > 1(k,N)) from Lemmainto (4.1). O

Now we come to the main result of this subsection which shows that the renewal time ©(N)
has finite second moment and gives bounds for the first and second moments.

Proposition 4.3. There exist Ny, c,c’ > 0 such that for all N > Ny,

o LZBN%_HJ,Q)((@)(N))Z) < CN4£,

(N) I'NT2€
(O,LzsN%“J,Q)(@ ) = (N

In particular, ' N* < B < /cN% for all N > N.

(N)
o, 126w, (@)
Proof. Take ty as in Lemma Then
(@) /N*) <5+ | P

fo
(o)

(@MN)2/N* > t)dt

(0, |2BN2+*,0) (0,12BN27),0)

<3+ W) > N*V/t)dt.

o L0, 28Nk J,Q)(

The upper bound on E ((®(N ))2) now follows from Lemma 4.2| with replacing ¢ by

(G)(N)), recall TS(N)

(0,[2BN2,0)
V/t and integrating the RHS. To obtain the lower bound on E

from (3.1) and note that

(0, [2BN2*¢,0)

(N)
(0, 2BN27¢,0) (@) 2 E o, 2mnt 0

(0,[2BNZ ), 0)
NB+ N[N N <N (B)]). @49)

(0, LzBN%“J,Q) (
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Now, for any t > 0,
(N) 1_¢ 2e
II)(0, [2BN2*¢),0) (= (B+N27¢) > N*t)

— : (N) (N2 lie
H)(O,L2BN%+SJ,Q)(§2£S (N*s) > [N+ BN*™)

o, [2ond e (108 (SM)(N%s) — sM(0)) > [N+ BN2*¢| — |N +2BN2*¢))

NZs X
=P L2BN%+EJ/Q)< inf (A((N = BN~ )N%s) _D(./o (N = 1) (w))du)) = ~BN*<+1)

N2
i A 1 e e A
2P, oty o) (10f (A(N = BN=TONS) = D(/o (N — 1) () )du)

— BN37¢5) > —BN*E 4 1)
N2
A~ 17 A
> ]P(O LZBNZﬂJ )(ng (A((N — ﬁNz E)NZES) B D(/O (N _ I(N) (u))du)
— BN#s) = (Bt — BN +1),

where A(s) = A(s) —s and D(s) = D(s) — s. Using Lemma in the above lower bound, there
exist £ > 0,N > Osuch that forall t <f{,N > N,

(N) 1 e 2e 1
P(o,[zBN%+fj,Q)<Ts (B+N2 ) >N t) 2’
and consequently,
(N) 1 ¢ 1 2e
E oot (rs (B+Nz )) > SEN%. (4.10)

Next, we will show that the second term in the bound is much smaller than the first
term. To show this, recall the stopping times {e™} from and define KN) := inf{k >

0: Q3 (Uzk +1) = 0}. Lemma {4.1) and Lemma readily extend to KN) in place of K(N) and

2(112]) in place of OW). To elaborate, the estimates in Lemma can be used exactly as in

the geometnc trials based argument in the proof of Lemma to obtain tail bounds for KN,
Using these bounds along the same lines as in the proof of Lemma one obtains tail bounds

for Uz(IZg()NM , similar to those for @MW), Hence, using the same argument used to bound the sec-

2
ond moment of (®(N ))2/ N*, we obtain E o) ) ] < ¢N*. Now, observe that

(0, [2BN2*),0) [< 2R +1
7N (B+N %—8) < Uz(II;()NH |- Using this observation along with Lemma

IE(0, |2BNZ*¢],0) (TS(N)(B + N%_S)]l [Ts(N) (ZN%_S) < Tz(N)(B)D

™) )2 (N) (o —e) — (N
= \/IE(O, 2BN27¢),0) [<U2K<N>+1> ]\/]P(o, [2BN2*),0) <Ts (2N27) < (B)>
< oN*(cexp(—c'N*/*NG9/7) 4 cexp(—'NET¥)), (4.11)

where the last inequality is from Lemma 3.2, Finally, the lower bound on E 1. (®(N ))
(0, [2BN277],0)

claimed in the corollary is established by plugging (.10) and (4.11) into (.9). O
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4.2 Renewal representation of stationary measure.

The finiteness of expectation of the renewal time ®N) implies the representation of the stationary

measure as stated in (2.7). This representation is useful as it gives a tractable handle on a highly
implicit stationary measure by expressing it in terms of the sample paths observed until a finite
random (renewal) time. Upon combining this with the sample path analysis of Section 3, we now

prove Theorem

Proof of Theorem Recall the stopping time ™) from (.I). Note that due to (2.7),

E | Lovdio (11 (TS(N) (x + N3 %) < ®(N)) @(N))

(SN (00) > N+ xN2+¢) <
- - N
( ) IE(O,LZBN%“J,Q)(@( ))

(N))2 (N) 1 ¢ (N)
VE( 2ot (@) )\/]P(o, 2BN3*,0) (TS (x+ N7 <@ )

IN

N
(0, 2BN3,0) (@)

(4.12)

(N) (N2 wi i
The bounds on IE(O, 2ENY*L0) (@ ) and E ((@ ) ) will be used from Proposi

(0, 12BN, 0)
., . . . (N) 1_ (N)
tion4.3| In the following, we will derive upper bound on ]P(O 2BNE) 0) T (x+N27¢%) < @W) ).
This upper bound depends on the magnitude of x and that is why we will consider three cases:
(a) x € [4B,N27¢], (b) x € (N27¢,2N2¢], and (c) x > 2N2 ¢,

Case 1: x € [4B,N%_S]. Recall tp from Lemma 3.2, For x € [t + ZB,N%_E],

(N) 1—e (N _ (N) 1—e (N)
lP(O, 12BNZ7],0) (TS (x+N2™) <© ) B IP(0, 12BNZ7¢,0) (Ts (x+N27°) <1 (B))
= (N) hits SV _ 3te : (N)
= IP(O, 12BN+, 0) <S hits S/ (0) + (x — 2B) Nz before time T, (B))
<cexp{—c'x} +cexp{—/N¥/5x1/5, (4.13)

where the second equality is due to the fact that SN)(0) = N + 2BN2 ¢, the inequality is due to
Lemma and ¢’ is a fixed positive constant that depends on B but not on N and x. The bound
of can be extended to x € [4B, N2~¢] by adjusting the constants.

Case 2: For x € (N27¢, ZN%*E], note that at t = 7.V (x+N27¢), SN)(#) > 2N and thus Q_éN) (t) >
0. Therefore, by Lemma [3.3] (i),

TS(N)(X + N%—S) < ®(N)> <P sup (QgN)(S) - Q_gN)(O)) > 0)

selog™ (B)]

< ciexp {—CZN(%_g)/E} < crexp {—c'le/S} , (4.14)

]P(o, 2BN37¢),0) < (0, [2BN2 ), 0) (

for positive constants c1, ¢z, ¢ that can depend on B but not on N and x.

Case 3: x > 2N27¢. Values of S(V) in the associated range result from QéN) hitting large values

(see (4.15)) and hence need a different treatment from those in the above cases.
Recall from the stopping times Uz(iN) and ‘Tz(ili)l for i > 0 and KN) = inf{k > 1 :

Q_gN) ((Tz(i\])) = 0}. In this case, write Z(?]) = U0 ) (QgN)(S) — Q_éN) ((Tz(f\])))+, i > 0. Take

*
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any k > 1 and recall I(k,N) = 1+ k -+ k2N2¢. Now observe the following: Since x > 2N2, at
= Ts(N)(x + N%_e), SIN)(t) > N + xN2*¢ and thus

1
x:l\]j‘%&

QéN)(t) > S(N)(t) —2N > XN%+€ — N> > 0. (4.15)

Also, note that starting from (0, |[2BN %+£J, 0), if Zig’) = 0, then @) must be smaller than

TS(N) (x+N %*s), otherwise it will contradict (4.15)). From the above, we can write

1
IP(OI LZBN%“J,Q) (TS(N)(x +N27%) < @(N))

g (N) (N) 1te
< ]P(o, 2BNF,0) (K > 1(k, N)) —HP(O BN 0 )< sup sup SYW(s) > N+ xN2 )

0<i<I(k,N) se[vz(f\'),crz(ﬁ)z]
Z(N)
<SP e (K > 1(k, N)) (4.16)
_ N2 Iie
L p . ( sup sup QgN)(S) 5, *N? Z( )>0>
(O ZBNZTL0 R 0t (M) se ol o) 2

where the last inequality follows from (4.15). By Lemma for sufficiently large N, for all k > 1,

1/11
T k>
o pond o) (K™ 2 1k, N)) < erkem=* e ( 427K, (4.17)

Next, we will upper-bound the second term on the RHS of (4.16). Note that since QgN) (0) =0,

sup QM) < sup  (Q3V(9) - QY (oy)) + Z( o3l - AV (e))
selog” ogiia] sefof; ofi)] j=0
<Y o sup (QéN) (s) — QéN)(az(]N))) < ZZS\]).
j=0se [(72(]1»\]),02(}\]422] j=0

N) . . . .
) 1S non—decreasmg in 7, we can write

Since Z}:o Zi J

=(N xN2te _(y
P oot sup  sup  QV(s) > 2 > 0)

0<i<I(kN) se[ofN) oIV | 2
1(k.N) lye 1kN) 7(N)
S(N) o AN27T5\ i X
< > = > =
- ]P(O, LZBN%“J,Q)( E) Zij' 273 ) ]P(o, LZBN%*EJ,Q)( ]Z_O Nt 2)- (4.18)

)

To upper bound the RHS of (4.18), we will use Lemma For that, first we need to have
(N
appropriate tail bounds on Zl , which is given by Lemma 3.3/ (i) as follows: Letting k = k(x) =
N2t

|v/x|, we have I'(x, N) := I (k(x ), N) =1+ | x| + [ /x]2N27¢. Therefore, by Lemma 3/ (i), for
any j > 1,x > 0, and sufficient large N,
>(N)

Z,; (3-0)/5
]P< I >x|F <N>) < cre N T e (4.19)
INERE %j

30



where c1, c3,c3 > 0 are constants. Also, there exists an N” such that for all N > N”,

oo _CZN(%—S)/S _C3y1/5d < X
/o ae ¢ Y= 155020 (x,N) + 1)

Take any N > N”. We will use Lemma with trivial indexing set R and 6 = %,a =

>(N)

STENTED)
(0, |2BN %“J, 0), and associated filtration {]-"] i > 1} being the natural filtration generated by
the above random variables. Thus, we get

7 te

I'(x,N) 14e
S (N) 5 XN2
]P(o, L2BN%“J,9>< ]gf) Zij 275 )
5/11
N I'(x,N)+1 x2 1
= > < ! ( ! / *
P(]Z%¢]_an)_cl(l+ —— )exp | C2<4(l’(x,N)—|—1)) | @20
2T (% N)+1)
o1 N X 1/11
< ¢|N:2 Sexp{—c’z(N%iE) }.
Moreover, for all large enough N, for any k > 1,
I'(x,N) +e
_(N)  XN2 / >(N)
0, LzBN%“j,o)< = Zaj 2 2 ) < (F(xN) +1)Sl;p]P(o, [2BN2¥),2) (Z*O =z 1)
< cjxN27¢ exp { — czN(%_‘“‘)/S}, (4.21)

where the first inequality follows from union bound and the fact that I’(x, N) +1 < xN 27 /2 for
all N large enough, and the last inequality follows from Lemma [3.3| (i). Using (4.20) and (4.21)
and proceeding exactly as in deriving from (D.8), we obtain

I'(x,N) X N%Jre

5(N) " _un(A—e)/11 o X /n
IP(O,LZBN%“J,Q)( Py Z; = 5 >§C1 exp { —cZN }exp { C2<N%_‘°'> }, (4.22)

for positive constants cf, ¢5. Plugging (4.22) into (#.18), we obtain N"’ large enough such that for
all N > N", x > 2N17,

3+e
sup sup QgN) (s) > XN ,Zig]) > 0)

0<i<I(k,N) se[gz(z‘N)r‘Tz(ﬁ)z} 2

IP(o, LZBN%“J,Q) (

- x /11
scdep{—aNT I M ep{—d( ) ) @)

Moreover, plugging (4.23) and {@.17) (with k = |/x]) into (4.16), we have that for sufficiently
large N, for x > ZN%*,

(N) 1_¢ (N)
IP(O, 2BNEL,0) (TS (x+Nz2 %) <@ )
- N e T V4 S -
Scexp{ c<N2 +(N%‘g> >}—|—ce
<cexp { —20'x1/4) 4 geTVX, (4.24)
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Equations (#.13), (4.14) and {#.24) imply that there exist Ny € IN and positive constants C, C}
such that for all N > N,

Clexp { — Cjx'/5), 4B < x <2N2°¢,

4.25
Clexp{—Chx/*#}, x> N3¢, (4.25)

(N) i (N)
(0, |2BN2,0) (TS (x+N27) <6 ) : {

Thus, the tail estimate on X(N) (o) in the theorem follows upon using and Proposition
in (4.12).

(ii) Next, we will use the M/M/N system to lower bound a JSQ system. Specifically, consider
an M/M/N queue with total arrival rate NAy = N — BN 27¢ and unit-mean exponential service

times, and denote by S (N)(t) the total number of tasks in the system at time . Let X(N)(t) :=
sMn-N ing, if XN)(0) = XNV (N) (N) ich impli
- By anatural coupling, if X'/ (0) = X'™/(0), X'™/(t) > X'™/(¢t), V t > 0, which implies
N2*E
that X(N) (o0) stochastically dominates XN (co). Hence, it is sufficient to show that

lim lim P(X™)(c0) >4) = 1. (4.26)
0}0 N—eo

Denote NIEN) = ]P(K(N )(oo) = k), k € Ny. In the following, c;(N), i € IN, are positive constants

N—o0

depending only on N (not k) such that ¢;(N) —— 1,i € IN. By the explicit formula of the
stationary distribution of an M/M/N queue ([36] Section 3.5]), we have that

N-1 n7k(1 _ ek N1 _ Lre)N npldes 1
(N):[ N*(1- B/N=7)"  N¥(1—p/N2T9 N2 } ’ (427)

7T,
0 = k! N! B
and for all k > N,
) _ 0 (NAWSNNTE ) (1= B/N2FENN

T =T N =, N .
By Stirling’s formula ([35] Section 27]), we get that for all large enough N,
eNNe
V271B
> ¢1(N)V271BN¢e N(1 - p/Nite) N,

(4.28)

7T(()N) > [eN + co(N) (1- ’B/N%Jre)N] -1

(4.29)

and for all k > N,

n_}EN) > Cz(N)‘BN_%_S(l _ ﬁ )k*N

N2+e
1 (k—N
> co(N)BN "2 exp (- N%H)ﬁCs(N))-
For any fixed § > 0, denote Ns = N + 0N ite, By (4.30), we have that for large enough N,

PXM(e0) 2 8) = ¥ caN)N I cexp (- LB )

k>[N;] Nite

(4.30)

o]

> o(N) /ﬁ oy P XG (V) (4.31)

= (c2(N)/c3(N)) exp(—Bdcs(N)cs(N))
>1- 285,
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where the first inequality comes from approximating the sum by an integral and, for the last
inequality, we have used exp(—x) > (1 —x), Vx € R. Since (4.31) holds for all fixed § > 0, we
conclude that (4.26) holds.

(iii) To obtain the expression for expectation of I(N) (o), observe that, if we start the process
at stationarity, then by (2.2), for any t > 0,

0=N2HE[XN (1) — XN (0)] = E

A(NH_ZS)\Nt) B D(/ONZSt(N . I(N) (5))[15)]
— BN 4 / Nzgt]E[ﬂN) (s)]ds = —BNz*t + NZHE[I™N) (c0)]
i ,

from which we conclude E [I(N) (oo)} — BN2 ¥,
(iv) The observation supy; E [N *%*gQéN) (oo)] < oo follows upon noting that
N7E7QfY (e0) < XN)(00) + N7E71N)(o0)
and using the tail estimate on X(N)(c0) in and the above explicit expectation for IV (co).

(v) Now we show that
QM (00) 50 as N — co. (4.32)

By the renewal representation (2.7), note that for any fixed T > 0,

]E(o |2BN3*¢,0) (fo ( (s) > O>ds>

N
IE(0, LZBNE“J,Q) (G)( ))

(Q5Y) (e0) > 0) =

< o lani+es0 <®(N)n(®(N) - NZST)) n o 12mnt, 0)( T (Q (s) > O>ds)
B IE(O/ 2BN37¢),0) (©) 1E(o 12BNZ*¢),0 ( )

IE(O, 2BNF,0) ((@(N))2> N stT]P(o, BN 0) <sups§N2gT Q3 (s) > )
T NHTE ot 0 (O) E o jomnt o0 (@)

(N))2 2¢ (N)
~ NXTE (N))

N
(0, [2BN3¢,0) (® IE(o, |2BNZ*¢],0) (©1)

Now, applying Proposition {4.3| for the first term and Proposition (3.9 along with Proposition
for the second term above, we conclude that there exists a finite constant ¢, > 0 independent of
N, T such that
lim sup n(QéN)(oo) >0) < T
N—oo
As T > 0 is arbitrary, follows.
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5 Proof of process-level limit.

In this section, we will analyze the process-level limit of the scaled occupancy process, and in
particular, prove Theorem Throughout this section, we consider fixed ¢ € (0,1/2). First,
we claim that it is enough to establish the following ‘deterministic initial state” version of Theo-

rem 2,71

Theorem 5.1. Fix B > 0and ¢ € (0,3) and assume that the initial states are deterministic. Suppose
there exists a subsequence (N) C N such that, as N — oo, XM)(0) — xo where xg € (0,00) is a
constant, QgN)(O) — 0, and limsupy,_, N-G-91MN(0) < co. Then, for any fixed T > 0, the scaled
process x(®) converges weakly as N — oo to the path-wise unique solution of the following stochastic
differential equation, uniformly on [0, T|:
aX (1) = (ps — B)dt + V2AW(2), (5.1)
X(t)

with X(0) = xo, where W = (W(t),t > 0) is the standard Brownian motion.
Assuming Theorem we now prove Theorem [2.1] below.

Proof of Theorem 2.1, Note that, under the assumptions of Theorem for any subsequence of
(N), there exists a further subsequence (N), such that

(XWM(0), K31 (0), K270 (0), QM (0)) % (X*,1",03,0) as N — oo
where X* is as in Theorem and I*, Qj are finite random variables. Therefore, by the Skorohod

representation theorem, there exists a probability space (Q, F,IP) such that this convergence
happens almost surely. Let Q) € F be a subset of Q with P(Q)) = 1 such that for all w € ),

(XM (0,w), N=4+10) (0, ), N3 Q{" (0,w), QY (0, @) — (X" (@), I" (@), Q3 (w),0) as N — oo

and X*(w), I*(w), Q5 (w) are finite. Therefore, in the above probability space, the (sub-)sequence
of initial states satisfies the conditions stated in Theorem for each fixed w € ). Hence,
applying Theorem 5.1/ conditionally on the initial configuration, we deduce that for any w € Q)
and any fixed T > 0, x(X) converges weakly to the path-wise unique solution X of (2.3), with
X(0) = X*(w), uniformly on [0, T] as N — co. We thus conclude that X(N) converges weakly to
the solution of uniformly on [0, T] as N — 0.

O

The rest of the section is devoted to the proof of Theorem For notational convenience, we
will write (N) for the subsequence (N) in the theorem. Also, observe from the initial conditions
that there exist constants Ny > 1 and K; > 0, such that I (N)(O) < K1N %*g, and QgN)(O) =0 (and
hence, } ;>3 QEN) = 0) for all N > Ny. Furthermore, since QgN) = N2tex(N) 4 [(N) _ Y>3 QEN),
we also have K, > 0 such that QEN) (0) < K;N 2+ for all N > Ny. Henceforth, we will assume
that N is large enough to satisfy these bounds.

The main ingredient is to analyze the idle-server process I
representation of the process X(V).

(N), We start with the martingale
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Martingale representation. Recall the representation (2.2) of X(N)(t), the arrival process A(N'*2Ant),
2¢

and the departure process D< ON ‘(N — 1N )(s))ds). Let us introduce the related filtrations

F={Fn::Ne€N,te[000]} where

N2

Frpi=o (s (0),A(N1+2€ANS),D</

(N — I<N>(u))du), 0<s< t), £>0,  (52)
0

and Fn e := 0(Up=0FN,t). We write

N2t
XN (1) — XN () = N—27¢ A(NHZEANt)—D( / (N—I(N)(s))ds)]
0
1 NZ¢
= MM (Ant) = MY (t—m/o 1) (s)ds) (5.3)
1 NZ¢ t 1
N (e\gs — [ L
+N§+8/0 I (s)ds /0 X(N)(s)ds (5.4)
t 1
— Bt ——d 55
pr+ | e (55)

where M{N) () = w, M,SN) (t) = w. Note that MV () and ./\/lt(iN) (t -
ﬁ ONZEt 1) (s)ds) are martingales adapted to the filtration F. We will proceed by first showing

in Proposition [5.5 that the integral in (5.3) converges to 0 uniformly on any (scaled) finite time
interval. Using this, we will be able to show that the difference of martingales in convergence
weakly to V2W as N — oo, where W is the standard Brownian motion. The next major challenge
is to show that the difference of the two terms in converges to 0 as N — oo. This is achieved
in Proposition Finally, a continuous mapping theorem-type result will complete the proof of
Theorem

In its core, the analysis of I'N)

will be done by upper and lower bounding it with suitable
birth-and-death processes. Now, for any fixed B > 0, recall the stopping time TZ(N)(B) from
and the process TéN), and note that if QgN)(O) > BN27¢, then for all t < TZ(N)(B), IMN) (1)
can be stochastically upper bounded by TlgN)(t) with Tl(gN) (0) = IN)(0). As before, throughout

we assume N to be large enough so that N > BN ite > BN 176 We emphasize that, unlike in
Section 3] we will be interested in small values of B for the process level limit and thus cannot
directly apply the estimates in Section [3 which deals with large values of B.

Lemma 5.2. There exist Ny, a,b > 0 depending only on T, B, and B, such that for all N > Ng and é > 0,

g
]P( sup I_](gN)(t) > SN%*H& | T,(SN)(O) = O) < ae PN?,
0<t<NZT

Proof. The proof follows in three steps: first, we upper bound the tail probability of the stationary

distribution of T éN). Next, we upper bound the tail probability of supy, < yaer [ ](SN) (t) when I, éN) (0)

is a random variable having the same distribution as the steady state of T,(SN), and finally, we

consider supy, .yt Tl(gN)(t) when I_I(BN)(O) =0.
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Claim 5.3. Let [, éN) (00) denote a random variable having stationary distribution of I ,gN). Then there exist

constants Nj, ay and by, that only depend on B and B, such that for all N > N,

]P(I—g\f)(oo) > N%_S—HS) < ﬂle_blNé.
Proof. Note that the stationary distribution of T,(SN) is given by P(I. ]gN) (t) = k) = (1 —p)p* for

1ie
k > 0, where p = ﬁizfj. Therefore, there exists N}, > 0, independent of §, such that for all
_ 7€

N > Nj, B/2 > BN~2%, and

. 1. Lot lie 1_ $-ets
P (1Y (00) > N27510) = (71\7 S S)NZ = (1—BN2 PN S)Nz

_ 1. _ 1_¢
N — BN: 1 N — BN (5:6)
NT_H"S
< (1 __5 < e N,
ONz—¢

for appropriate constants 4; and b; that depend only on B and p, where the last inequality is
due to the observation that Ing > 0s.t. Vi > ng, (1 —1/n)" < 271, derived from lim,, (1 —
1/n)" = e~1. This completes the proof of Claim

Claim 5.4. Assume that {I_éN) (t),t > 0} is an equilibrium process. Then there exist positive constants
N1, ap, and by which only depend on T, B and B such that for all N > Nj,

P( sup T](gN)(t) > N%_£+‘5) < e 2N?,
0<t<NZT

N Gl

Proof. Letj = | N2€1T+5] and consider the times t; = iN*E*%”, i =0,1,..,j—1. Denote
N2
7(N)

the number of positive increments in I’ in a subinterval [t;, ;1) by ng). Then CEN) has a
Poisson distribution with parameter N 27¢+6 _ BNY. For any Poisson random variable Po(A) with
parameter A, we have (see [37, Theorem 2.3(b)]) that for 0 < ¢ <1, P(Po(A) —A > ¢A) < e 58,

; 1,
Hence, for alli =0,1,...,j — 1, IP(g(N) > %N%_H‘)) < e~ 2N Take N as in Claim [5.3] Since

i
we are considering the equilibrium process, due to Claim we know for all N > Njand t > 0,
H)(T](gN)(f) > N%_SM) < a1e"""N’. Now, note that

(s 0020 € {000 2wt} (g2 gt
fori =0,2,..,j —1, and we have,
P 7(N) D\ l-ets = 7(N) (o 1_et6 = (N) < 3 loets
(sup Tp (1) 2 gN*) < J (I () = N=795) 4 ) P (G = 5 N1)

< (N%+38—5T+1) (ale_blNO' —|—e_337N%7g+5).

Thus, there exist constants a,b, > 0, and N; > N, which depend only on B, §, and T, such

i} s
that for all N > Ny, IP( SUP(<p npeT IéN)(t) > gN%*H‘S) < ape~"N? This completes the proof of

Claim
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Finally, the proof for I I(BN) (0) = 0 follows from Claim by observing that for any k > 1,

P( sup V(1) > 2N [ IV(0) =0) < P( sup I8V () > 2N | TV (0) = k).
OStSNZET 2 OStSN2£T 2
This completes the proof of the lemma. O

Proposition 5.5. Fixany T > 0and 0 < § < % + ¢, and take Ny as in Lemma Forany Ky > 0, there
exist constants Ny,a,b > 0 that depend only on B, B, and T, such that for all N > Nj, x < KlN%‘S,y >
BN%—H:,
J
supPeyo(  sup  IN(5) > 5N < etV 57)
z 0<t<(N=T)Ag™ (B)

and consequently, for all € > 0,

1 (N=T)ATN (B)
i - (N) 7) —
1\111310 sgp P(1yz) (N1+28 /0 I'"W(s)ds > E) =0. (5.8)

Proof. Recall Ny as in Lemma Take N; > Ny such that %N b-etd > KiN >=¢ and consider
N > Nj. Note that for any x < KlN%_e, y > BNz+¢ and z€ Ny withzy >z, > ...,

]P(x,y,;)( sup IMN(f) > SN%*M)
OgtS(stT)/\B(N)(B)
1 _ ) )
= >t (N) > 1ets | 7(N) _
<P( sup (KNS D) 25N 00) =0)

- 5 - [}
< JP( sup IV (1) = SN[ 1V(0) = 0) < ae "N,
0<t<N2T

The first inequality follows from the fact that for t < TZ(N) (B), the process IN)(-) starting from

x < Ky N2 is stochastically dominated by KyNz ¢+ I lgN) (-) with I lgN) (0) = 0. The last inequality
follows from Lemma Next, for all N > Ny, x < K3N %_S, y > BN %“, and feasible z,

(N2T)ATNY) (B)
! / i I<N>(s)dsz5N*%*£+5T)
0

Pryz) (W
)
< ]P(x,y,;)( sup J(N) (s) > 5N%—s+5) < ge IN?
0<s<(N=T)ATN (B)
and thus, holds for any 0 < 6 < % Te. -
(N)

Proposition 5.6. For any fixed B > 0, recall T, (B) from (3.1). Under the assumptions on the initial
conditions stated in Theorem 5.1} the following holds as N — oo:

sup
0<t<TAN-27{V(B))

N2t t
’ } / I(N)(s)ds—/ ;ds‘ Lo
Nz+e Jo 0 XN)(s)
The proof of Proposition is given in Section [|
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Lemma 5.7. The stochastic differential equation
1
dX(t) = <X - /3) dt +V2dW (1), (5.9)

with X(0) > 0, has a path-wise unique strong solution. Also, if T, = inf{t > 0: X(¢t) < e}, € > 0, and
T := lim, 0 T, then T = oo almost surely.

Proof. For ¢ > 0, the process X(t), for t < T, satisfies an SDE with Lipschitz coefficients. Such
SDE are known to have path-wise unique strong solutions (see [38, Theorem V.11.2]).
Next, to show that T = oo almost surely, consider the SDE dX(t) = ﬁ ++/2dW(t), and define

the analogous quantities %, € > 0, and % for X. Note that % is a Bessel process of dimension 2.

By Girsanov’s Theorem, we can add and remove the drift f to X with an exponential change of
measure. Hence, the law of X and that of X are mutually absolutely continuous on compact time
intervals. For n > 2, the n-dimensional Bessel process is transient from its starting point with
probability one, i.e., the n-dimensional Bessel process will be greater than 0 for all £ > 0 almost
surely [39, §3.3.C]. Thus, for any a > 0, P(t < a) = P(f < a) = 0. Therefore, T = co almost
surely. O

Proof. We will proceed as in the proof of [22, Theorem 1], using Proposition stated above

in place of their Proposition EC.3. Recall the martingale representation of XN) in (5.3)-(.5).

First consider (5.3). By the assumption on Ay and Proposition we have that, as N — oo,
2¢

Ant — tand f — ﬁ ON FIN) (5)ds Ly, uniformly on the interval [0, T]. By the Martingale

FCLT [40] and the independence of M, and M, we have that as N — oo,

{MEZN)(/\Nt) - MM (t ! /ONZSt 1<N>(s)ds) Lt > 0} = {\@W(t) Lt > o},

- Nl+2e

where W is a standard Brownian motion. Next, we will consider (5.4). For any fixed B > 0,
define #(N)(B) = inf{t > 0: X(N)(t) < B} and £(B) := inf{t > 0: X(t) < B}, where X(t) is the
unique strong solution to the S.D.E. with initial value X(0) > 0. The claim below establishes

a relation between t(N) and T2(N).

Claim 5.8. For any fixed B > 0,

lim IP(N*¢(B) A (N*T) < ¢™(B) A (N*T)) = 1.

N—oo

Proof. [Proof.] First, note that on the event {TZ(N) (B) > N*T}, trivially, N%+(N)(B) A (N%T) <
TZ(N)(B) A (N%T). Now, on the event {TZ(N)(B) < N*T} N {supyc;noer QéN)(t) = 0}, we have

that for 0 < t < N2T, SV (1) — N = QN (¢) — 1M (¢) < Q¥ (#), and thus, SV (/™ (B)) — N <
QgN)(TZ(N)(B)) — | BN2"¢], which implies that N*#(N)(B) < TZ(N)(B). Hence, we have
IP(NZS%(N)(B) A (N%=T) < V) (B) A (NZST)> > IP( sup QM (t) = o). (5.10)
0<t<N2T

By Proposition the right hand side of (5.10) tends to 1 as N — oco. This completes the proof
of Claim 5.8 ¥
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Using Claim [5.8|and Proposition 5.6, we can conclude

1 N2t t 1
1) (s)ds — / 4
NI+ / (8)ds = |, x5y

Therefore, defining 6(N)(t) := — Nt fo G ds t > 0, (when the integrals are

N%-%—e 0

well defined) we have that for any fixed B > 0, the process (5( J(t AtN)(B)) : t > 0) converges

sup L0 as N> o

0<t<t(N)(B)AT

weakly to a process that is identically equal to 0, as N — co. Also, recall that X(N)(0) Lox (0)
where X(0) is a positive constant. Thus, by the Skorohod representation theorem, there exists a
probability space (Q2, F,P) such that, almost surely, the following convergence holds

<X(N) (0),{M,§N) (Ant) = M (t— N11+2€ /0 ARy (s)ds),

SN (AN (KT A2(K ) 1t e [0,T],K € N})
LN (X(O), {\fZW(t),O) :te0,T],K e ]N}) as N — oo, (5.11)

where ‘v.0.c.’” denotes convergence of the associated processes uniformly on compact sub-

sets of [0, T], and the above random variables are seen as Ry x (D ([0, T] : ]Rz))]N valued ran-
dom variables. For K € N, define the event Qg := {infico 1 X(t) > K™'}. By Lemma

limy o0 P (Q) = 1. Let 6N () := MM (Ant) = M) (t — ok N 1<N>(s)ds> + 5N (1) (w)
and b(t) := v/2W(t). Define the following subsets of Q:

SE = {‘X X(O)‘+ sup b(N)(s)—b(s)’ <s}, >0, KecN.

0<s<TATN) (K1) AR(K-)
By (6.11), for any € > 0, K € N, limy_,c0 P (SS(II}I)) =1.
Using the triangle inequality, we have that for all t € [0, T A #(N)(B) A #(B)],

1

1
XN~ Xs)|

‘X(m(t)—X(f)\ = 1X<N)(0> ‘ ‘b ~ bl )’ /ot

Observe that, for any B > 0, the map x — x~! is Lipschitz on [B, c0) with Lipschitz constant B—2.
Thus, for t € [0, T At (N)(K~1/2) A£(K~1/2)],

sup ‘X X(s)‘
0<s<t
<[xM(0) - x(0) + sup pN(s) — b(s) | + 4 | tos;:% [XN)(s) — X(5))] dp

Applying Gronwall’s inequality (see [30, Lemma 4.1]), we have on the set SE(ZE,

sup XN (1) — X(1)] < ee*KT
0<t<TAtWN)(K-1/2)At(K~1/2)

Set ¢ = ex = @ A 41Ke*4K T, Let Ko [4/X(0)]. Take any K > Kp. The above bound implies
that, on the event SS(K,%K, X(N)(s) > Sk foralls € [0, T A +(N)(K=1/2) A £(K~1/2)]. Moreover, on
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1/2) > T. Thus, the

Qk, #(K'/2) > #(K™!) > T. Hence, on Qg NS, 2™ (K1/2) A £(K
| < ;& Therefore, for any

above bound gives on the event Qg N SS(K,Z)K’ supg<,<7 | X N)( t) — X(t)
. o N ¢

K > Ko, limsup,,_, ., P (supOSKT IXN)(£) = X(£)] > &) < P (Q) +limsup,,_, P <<S£K,2)K> ) -

P (Qf) - On recalling limg o IP (k) = 1, we obtain sup, 1 |XN) () — X (t)] L50 as N— o,

proving the theorem. O

Proof of Proposition Write the SDE as

dX(t) = (% - fs) dt +V2dW(t) = V2dW(t) — V'(X)dt, (5.12)
where V(X) is a function with derivative V/(X) = —% + p. The diffusion (5.12) is a Langevin dif-
fusion and, for any B > 0, it has an invariant measure with density given by 4% = exp{—V (x)},
where V(x) = [; ( %)du = B(x —B) + [InB—1Inx] = B(x — B) +In2, x > 0. Therefore,

we have an invariant distribution 7r(x) with density 4 d” = Cge ~P(x=B) where C satisfies that

L= o Lo PU-Bldy = Ei—l;. The computation of moments of 7t is routine. This completes the

proof. O

6 Proof of Proposition

For convenience, denote T(N,B) = TZ(N)(B) A (N%T). The key idea to estimate the integral
of I™™V) is to consider its excursions in the interval [0, T(N, B)] and estimate the integral of I(V)

within each excursion. For that, define the following stopping times: C(()N) =0and fori >0,
g =inf{t >N 1N (1) = 0},
N . N
§§i+)2 = inf {t > Cgiﬁl IN(1) > 0},
Thus, (ggN),ggN),géN), ...) constitute successive excursions of [ (N), and 62\22 — Cg\fy fori > 0

are the intervals of time IN) spends at 0. Also, let i}, := min {i > 0 : 65?23 > T(N,B)} be the
number of excursions in [0, T(N, B)].
Recall that I(N) has instantaneous transition rates at time ¢ as follows:

N5 A TN (1) 41 at rate QN (1) — QN (1),
IN ()N, (IN) () —1) 4 at rate N — 51\]%*8_

(6.1)

6.2)

As before, fix any B > 0 and we will consider N to be large enough so that N > BN ite >
BN :7¢, The main challenge in estimating the integral IN) is that the above rates are state-
dependent. That is why, our first step is to approximate, for each excursion [55?21,55?23), the
term QgN)(t) — QgN)(t) by QgN)(Cg\Ql) - QEN)(Cg\Ql), which is static within that excursion. The
approximation is justified in two steps: First, by showing that the length of each excursion of IN)
is short with high probability uniformly in [0, T(N, B)] (Lemma and second, by showing that
the fluctuation of S(N) within each of these excursions is also uniformly small (Proposition .
Finally, Lemma [6.5|and Lemma [6.6| show that the error in using the above approximation for the
integral of I(N) is asymptotically negligible.
In the following, the set {0, —1} is assumed to be the null set.
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Lemma 6.1. Forany 0 < § < % — ¢, there exist constants ay, by, Ny > 0, such that for all N > Ny,

)
sup P (14,0) (EI i€{0,..,iy — 1} such that 65?23 — Cgﬁl > ZN‘S’ZS) <ae N (6.3)
X<KG N2,
BN%+€<y§1<2N%“

The proof is given in Appendix [E{and we provide the high-level proof idea here. We consider

the excursion of IN) under two mutually exclusive events: SUP;c(0,7(N,B)] QgN)(t) > N2t or
N—oo

not. By Proposition we have IP(SuPtE[O,T( N,B)] QgN) (t) > N ptetd ) —— 0. Conditional on the

event {sup;.( r(y,5)] QgN) (t) < N2T+0}, we can bound the excursion time of I™N) by coupling it
with an appropriate M/M/1 queue.

As mentioned above, the next proposition states that the fluctuation of S
these excursions is also uniformly small.

(N) within each of

Proposition 6.2. Forany 0 < J < % — ¢, there exist constants Ny, a,by > 0, such that for all N > N>,

J
wp Pan( s swp [ - SMIER)| 2 18Nbe) < gt
1x§K1N%*€,1 €40, =1k g, <t<il)y

BN2 T <y<K,N27*

Here also, the idea is to condition on the event {suptE[O’T(N,B)] QEN ) (1) < Nizt+etd } and then

use Lemma to bound the change in QgN) in this ‘short” interval [Cﬁﬁ)yééﬁ)s] and then use
Lemma [5.2| to bound the maximum change in IN). The proof is given in Appendix

From now on, we will work under the assumptions stated in Theorem for fixed T > 0 and
5 < (¢/2) A (3 —¢). Proposition 6.2/ and the properties of (N) and QéN) established in Sections
and E] hint that we can define the following high-probability event, which is stated in Lemma

E(N) = { sup I(N)(t) S SN%—S-HS’ Sup QéN)(t) S N%+g+5’
0<t<T(N,B) 0<t<T(N,B)

sup  [SN)(¢) — 5<N>(§Zi+1)‘ < 13N ¢H0 i < i — 1}. ©4
e <t<els
Lemma 6.3. limy_,0, P(EN)) = 1.
Proof. The result follows from Proposition [3.9] Proposition 5.5 and Proposition O
Note that on the event E(N), the following equation holds:
2N = SN (1) + QM (1) — QN (1) + 21N (1), t € [0, T(N, B)). (6.5)

Hence, for t € [0, T(N, B)], the evolution of I (N) can be described as follows:

I(N)(t) a I(N)(t) + 1 at rate 2N — S(N)(t) — ZI(N)(t),
IN(#) N\, (IM () — 1), atrate N — BN2 =,

Also, on the event E(N), we have the following bounds on the rate of increase of I(N)(t).

41



Lemma 6.4. On the event EN), for eachi € {0, ...,i5, — 1} and t € [5&?2115523)/ we have
A 2N = SN (1) = 21N (1) < Ay,
where A = 2N — SN)(z31))) — 23N1-¢4 and A,,; = 2N — SN (&N ) + 13N2 <43,

Lemma [6.4)is easy to check (we omit its proof). Thus, Lemma [6.4] hints that on EN), for each
excursion interval [ggﬁ)l, 655\23), we can construct two M/M/1 queues, Il(t ; ) and I (N ), on the same
probability space as V), and both starting from zero, to bound the process I(N) from above and
below respectively. For t € [é’gﬁ)l,ééﬁg), we define Ifl{j) and Il(j\l) with the following transition
rates:

IISI:] (t) 11(11:1 (t) + 1 at rate Af”),

11(41;] (1) ¢ I,SZY (t) — 1 at rate yi ) _ N — 51\]%*6;
Il(i\l (t) Il(i\l (t) +1 at rate /\( )

Il(f\] () Il(ll\l (t) — 1 at rate :ul(,i ) = N.

Due to Lemma we can naturally couple [, (N) and I; (N) with IV) by setting Ifﬁ)((’;’g\’)) =

N N
My = 1 (gzlﬂ) = 0, so that for t € [gzlﬂ,gm) 1N < 1) < 1Y(t). Note
that since { )(t),t > 0) }N:1 are defined on the same probability space (see the representation

G2), {1V (1), € [EN,a) i € {0, 05 — 1}, and {(IY) (1), € [E), &), i €
{0,...,iy — 1} }ol\c;:l are on the same probability space as well.

Having the above sample path-wise bounds, Lemma [6.5|below provides an approximation of
the integral of the upper and lower-bounding process at the end of each excursion.

Lemma 6.5. The following hold:

(N)

521+3 Aui P
sup / — __lds — 0,
j€{0,....iy—1} I\IZJF'g Z sz+1 ]xlgj) — /\1(41,\1’)>
(N)
§2,+3 Ali P
— ————ds — 0.
]E{O ffff ZN_l} I\lzjLs Z/§ZZ+1 . ‘ul(lz\[) _/\Z(Ii\])>

The proof is given in Appendix [El Here we provide the proof scheme of the first conver-
gence since the second one is similar. The idea is similar to the one used in [22], with one
(N)
technical difference: The term f s ( L(llj)(s) - V(N%)ds can be approximated by Z( )=
21+1 u,i u,i
gl(L]\I]) N /\ll 1 u, N Asl[:] N 1 1 N 1
fgéli)] (Ifl/i)(s) — W)ds plus fz+3 ( It )(s) — m)ds where @i/i) is the time that Il/(l,i) hits

0. Although lE(Z]( )) = 0, we cannot use the LLN argument (as used in [22]) since the order of

(N)

iy is higher than the scaling N 2+ with high probability. Hence, we estimate the second moment

of f “‘ L ) (s)ds by Lemma [E.3/and use Doob’s L2 inequality to get sup]

u,i—1
71

P
qu ] N) P,
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For the second term, |§£f,\i’) — Céﬁg] can be bounded due to the known expectation of excursion
time of an M/M/1 queue, and we use Markov’s inequality to get the desired convergence.

Next, Lemma connects the term that is used in the integrand as an approximation in
Lemma [6.5] to the integral of certain functional of S(N)(t), which will later be shown to be close
to the integral of I(N)(¢).

Lemma 6.6. The following hold as N — oo:

) N
sup 1 i/gZ% < Al(,i ) 2N - SN (S)>d5’ LN (6.6)
je{0,iy—13 Natel =g e, P‘z(,li\]) - )‘l(,lz‘\]) SM(s) =N

1

sup 1
je{0,...iy,—1} N2

(6.7)

i/géﬁ)a < )\g) B 2N—S(N)(S))d8’ P,
b VE{Z,\iI) AN SN)(s) = N .

2i+1 i

+e

(N)

The key step in proving Lemma [6.6|is to condition on the event EY), where

Sup sup  [SN(1) - S(N)(§2i+1)‘ < 13Nz -¢H9

and to use the fact that 2¥=* (which is the form of two terms of the integrand) is Lipschitz
continuous on the interval [N + %BN %*EJF‘S,oo) with Lipschitz constant %N ~2_ The proof is
given in Appendix

Note that both Lemma and Lemma concerns approximation of respective integrals
where the upper limits are excursion end points. Lemma|6.7|shows that it is sufficient to consider
the latter case, since the contribution of the integrals within a single excursion is asymptotically

negligible.

Lemma 6.7. Under the assumptions on the initial state as given in Theorem the following holds as
N — oo:

1t 1t 2N —SWN(s) P

Lt (N)

P P [N%+8 /c'féii)l (s + Nite /géfi)l SN)(s) — N o e (6
i+3

The proof of Lemma is given in Appendix [El We now have all the ingredients to prove
Proposition [5.6]

Proof of Proposition[5.6] Again, we will consider events within E (N). Observe that for any t <
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T(N, B), either t < C;N), orte [égﬁ)l,égﬁ)ﬂ for some 0 < j <i},orte [égg’)ﬂ,T(N,B)]. Hence,

sup | INGEE ?ﬁ(’m(g_)d\

0<t<T(N,B)
™ N)
<1 [ e - 2N SMN(s )
NiFe Jo (s) -
Cz/+3 2N S(N )()

+ sup / N el SV I S

j€{0,...i5—1} N2+g ( N)(s) = N ) (6.9)

1 t 2N — SN (s)

+  sup sup / I(N)(s) e AN CVA DS

j€{0,..., i}‘\,fl}ér  <t<el), N2+e ﬁéﬁ)l < SN)(s) = N )

ds.
SNy —N | ™

T(N,B
el [ e
N7+€ g(f\l)
N

For t € [0, T(N, B)], IN)(t) can be upper bounded by I l(gN) (t) as defined in Section@ Then, there
exist constants C, C’ such that

PN > N2) < P(inf{t > 0: I{V (1) = 0} > N | IV (0) = [KyN2 %)) < Ce CN,
(6.10)

where the first inequality is due to the assumption I'™)(0) < K;N 2=¢ and the second inequality
is due to Lemma [B.1|and Markov’s inequality. Also, on the event E(N), we have
N —SN)(t) 2Ni ¢

1
sup I(N)(t) < 5Nz ¢t and sup < . (6.11)
0<t<T(N,B) o<t<t(np) SN(t) =N B

Hence, on {(’,‘%N) < N°=%1n EMN), we have

& (N
}Jrg / 1 ’I(N)(S) ZSI\(]I\])(S)’d < CN™#t2% 50, as N — oo.
Nz27¢Jo s

With limy e IP (N) < N°2¢) =1 due to (6.10) and limy_,co P(E™V)) = 1 due to Lemma 6.3, we
1

have .
1 & 2N — S(N
(N) N S

Ni+e /0 ‘I ()= SN (s) ‘d (6.12)

as N — oco. Now, consider the second term in the right hand side of (6.9). For j € {0, ..., iy, — 1},

(N) N)
‘321+3 )\ éz;+3 2N — S(N) (S)
_ ds + — / — ds
N2+8 Z /§'21+1 ;ul(,i ) Al(,z )) N2+8 Z 6 ll )\l(,lz\]) S(N) (S) -N )
1 e ) 2N — S(N)(s)
—Nl+g /w) (I () = S -~ )as
(N) ‘ (N) (N)
o) A I8 A _ a(N)
Z/ ~ )+ =) / v o ZI\JN) e )ds.
N2+S ‘:21+1 ‘uu,i — Au,i N2te i=0 Y Cait1 Vu,i — Au,i S (S> - N

44



Thus, by Lemma [6.6|and Lemma

(';'(N) _ c(N)
sup 1 / 2])+3 (I(N)(S) o 21\(]N)S(S>>d5 L 0as N — oo. (6.13)
jefo,.iy-1) NEF ST N
By Lemma we have
1 t 2N — SN (s) P
N)gy =22 =2 &)
sup sup /g o (1) IO )ds| 0. (6.14)

. : +£
0,.i*—1 ) N? ;
]E{ 1 } g <t<§2]+ 2j+1

To estimate the last term in the bound , note that using the same argument used to derive

E.3) and (E.6), P ( (:21 > N 28) < Ce~CN’, From this and (6.11), we conclude
1 [T(NB) 2N — S(N)
N2 621'1*\]+1 (S) -
Using (6.12), (6-13), (6.14) and (6.15) in (6.9), we have
1t 2N — SN (s
sup ‘ - / (1(N> (s) — (N)())ds’ o (6.16)
0<t<T(N,B) ' N2T¢J0 SWN)(s) = N
For any t such that N*t < T(N, B), by the triangle inequality,
N2t t
‘ } / 1) (s)ds _/ #
Nz2t¢ Jo 0 X(N)
1 N 1 Nzgt 2N — SW)
< () (5)ds — —— / o ) .
_‘N%H /0 1M(s)ds — s<N> (S) d ‘ 6.17)
N ‘ 1 /Nzﬁt 2N — s /
Nite o SN)(s) =N XNV
Note that
1 /Nzet 2N — S(N) () o 1 [12N-— S<N>(N2£s)ds
NzteJo  SN)(s) =N Ni—¢Jo SIN)(N2s) — N
S(N) (N2
| N RS ! £
= / N2 ds = — +/ ds,
N%—e 0 S(N)(N2s) —N N%—e 0 X(N)
N%Jre

which implies that for all ¢ such that N*t < T(N, B),

1 N2t t 1
(N) Y O
‘N%“ /o I'"™)(s)ds /o <) (S)ds)

1 Nt 1 N*t 9N — §(N)
< IN)(g)ds — —— / —d
< ‘N%“/O (s)ds praerl) S SE T )+

N3¢

1 N2t
ooy [t Jo I (s -
fo < ds’ — 0, which concludes the proof of Proposition /5. O

This, combined with (6.16), yields that as N — oo, » SUPG 1o
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A Useful concentration estimates.

The following elementary lemma gives a supremum bound on the path of a compensated Poisson
process.

Lemma A.1. Suppose A(-) is a Poisson process with unit rate. For any T > 0 and x € [0,4T],

q\*w

P( sup |A(s) —s| > x) <2e”

s€[0,T]
Proof. By [41] Theorem 5, Chapter 4, Page 351], for any x > 0, ]P(supse[o,ﬂ (A(s) —s) > x) <
exp{ —sup,., (Ax —2T(e* =1 —1))}. Since e* — 1 — A < A?, for all A € [0,1], we have for any
x € [0,4T], sup,., (Ax —=2T(e* —1— 1)) > sup, (o1 (Ax — 2TA?) = g—;. We can perform the
same calculation with —(A(s) — s) in place of (A(s) — s). This proves the lemma. O

The next lemma gives a concentration bound on sums of random variables with stretched
exponential tails. It is used multiple times in this article, and is of independent interest.

Lemma A.2. Suppose {CDZ@ : i > 1,r € R} are independent nonnegative random variables adapted
to a filtration {]—"Z.(T) :i > 1,r € R}, where R is an arbitrary indexing set. Let }"ér) c ]_-1(r) be an
arbitrary o-field. Suppose there exist deterministic constants c,c; > 0, 6 € (0,1) not dependent on r
such that for any x > O and i > 1, H’(@l(r) > x]}"i(_r)l) < ce~a® x > 0. Define y = [ ce= % dy >
sup,.g E (CDfr) \.E(i)l),Vi > 1. Then there exist c,c3 > 0, not depending on r, such that for any a > 4y,

n 74
sup IP( ZCD >an].7-" ) < ¢y 1+n; exp{—c3(a2n)ﬁoe}, n>1.
reR =1 a2+0

Proof. Let @fr) = o1 [CD(T) < d] for some d > 0 that does not depend on 7, to be chosen later.

1 1

Then by Azuma’s inequality,

n n an .
suplP(Z >—\}" ) <supP( Z \}"l 1 )>?—ny]]:é))
reR i=1 reR i=1
n
<supP(Y (&) — B |Fi1)) > A (A1)
reR :1 4

Coxp{— 201,

Moreover, using Markov’s inequality and the union bound

n © 5q,—c'd’
sup P ( Z -8 > %!fé”) < % [dce”dg + /d cecl"edx] < Cdea , (A2)

reR i=

where ¢ and ¢’ are positive constants not depending on d. Using (A.I) and (A.2) with d =
(a2n) =, the lemma follows upon using

n n n ~ an
supP( Y @) > an|F{") < supP( >—]~" +supP(Y (@) — &) > 5 E),
up Z; | sup ; ) Sup (; ;=) > —|R")
and choosing appropriate constants ¢, and c3. O
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B Integral and supremum of the upper-bounding birth-death process

The goal of this appendix is to prove Lemma Define the following stopping time and expec-
tation notation: For any x > 0 and # > 0,

_(N . =N 1 =N 1
™ (x) = inf{t > 0: I{N(t) = [xN27¢]} and E 1) =E(: 1M (0) = [yN27)).
The next lemma is used to control the time taken by I E(;N) to hit a level [yN %_SJ starting from a

larger point |7N2~¢| with 7 > v.
Lemma B.1. There exists By > 1, Ny > 1 such that for any 5 > 0, B > By, N > Ny, and y € [0,7),

BN? _ —
£i- (on{ B} <o
(N)

o 7(N)
Proof. Take any B > 2B. Let us denote II(SN)(t) =5 0 and o™ = T '(y). For 6 > 0 to be
N2

chosen later, define Zl(gN)(t) = exp {fl(;N)(t) + %t}. Fort < TéN)(O),
i 1)+ "
£z () = 37900 + el N =) (v - Bt
FN) oy 1 N
+ (eIB O3= — i) (N - 5N%_S)}

_1 __1
=072 4 2NNt e 2
2 B B

1 1

+ZgV (1) [~ (ext™ —1)BN3*e — (¢ 3 —1)pN2 ¢,

where £(+) is the infinitesimal generator of the associated continuous time Markov process. Fix
two constants ¢,a > 0, such that forall x € (—a,a),e*+e* -2 < cx?, and note that for all x € R,
e* —1 > x. Now, let Ny > 1 be such that N—2+¢ < gforall N > Np. Also, as B > 2, %BN28 > B
for all N > 1. Then for all N > N,

£zM @ noeN) < gzg\’)(m(r(m) +eN2ZWN (£ A eN))
+ZM A e[ - (eﬁ —1)BN=F¢ — ([ﬁ —1)BN?]
< gng)(t Ao M) 4 eNZ=ZWMN (14 0N — B}\ftgng)(t Ao ™) 4z (1A o))
< 2200 no™) +eN*Z(M (1 n o) - 2% ZM (£ A ™),

Let By > 1+ 2B be such that c — 2 < —B, VB > By. Take § = EN%. Then £Z{™ (t A o) < 0,
vVt > 0, implying for all B > B,

N
]EWNLS(Z; J(tn o)) < E 125 (0), vi=0

By Fatou’s lemma and the observation lim;_;e ZEN) (tAoN)) = Zl(;N) (cN)) a.s., we get

E ,  (zZM (™) < liggf]EﬂN%fg(ZéN)(t/\(T(N))) <E , . (zM0) <e,
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implying that ]EWN - G 3 (1)) < e"=¥. This completes the proof of the lemma. O

Fix 1 = 1 A (B/8), and recall the notations introduced below the statement of Lemma

such as (Ti(N) , (ffN) , L‘tSN), and Kt(N), and the following upper bound on the integral of I éN):

N

N2t ) KM . K
/0 I3V (s)ds < yN7 et + 1 aNEN) < Bpztep 7] g,
i= —

> [

In the next few lemmas, probabiliﬁ bounds on the integral are obtained by analyzing the sum in

the above upper bound. Lemma B.2|furnishes control on ﬁgN)(ng) which stochastically dominates
the integral of I_éN) over the excursion interval [(‘72(1.1\1)1, _z(lN)]' Lemma bounds the number of

excursions Kt(N) of I_}gN) on the time interval [0, N?#] for large enough t.
Lemma B.2. Take By as in Lemma There exist positive constants ¢, c1, ¢, such that for any B > By,
INg > 0 such that for all N > N,

—3e

1
@) P(aMEN > N2 <o pmavE vy >

1
(i) ]E(L_‘SN)giN)) < N2

Proof. Note that

_ Nz—3% _ _
P(aMEN > 2 st <PEY 2 2N P > @Née, &N < *?Nzﬁ) (B.1)
2
By Lemma and Markov’s inequality, for B > By, N > Ny, x > 0,
_ N _(N)
P& > \?st) <o mEE ) (o) <ol VS (B2)

where 8 = BN%* /4 as in Lemma Now, for s € [0, O'Z(N) — O'I(N)),

TN (o™ 4 5) = [N | + A (N — BN7¥9)s) — Ay ((N — BNZ%)s)

— |7N? €| + Ay (N = BN2%9)s) — Ay (N — BN27%)s) — BN s + BN2 %5,

where A1, A; are i.i.d. Poisson processes with unit rate and Ai(s) = A,(s) —s,i=1,2. Therefore,
choosing Np > Ny such that %N%*S < %lezg for all N > Nj, we obtain for any N > N3,
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—P( sup IV ) 2 N LENE oY - ofY <

<P sup  Ay((N=BNH)s) - Ao((N - BNI)s) — BNFHs 1 pdts > YN
s€[0,./x/(BN2)) B

SP(sup Ay((N - BNE)S) - Ap((N - pNE ) 2 YN
s€[0,4/x/ (BN2)) B

SoP( sup  A(Ns) 2 VENYY) sep{- W),
s€[0,/x/ (BN%)) 2vB
(B.3)

where the second inequality is due to BN ite > BN 2~¢ that we assumed while defining I L(;N), and

the last inequality is due to Lemma Plugging (B.2) and (B.3) into (B.1), we get part (i). Part
(ii) follows directly from part (i). O

Lemma B.3. There exist ¢, tg > 0 such that forall B>1,a > 22@, N>1,andt > tg,
IP(Kt(N) > aN‘“t) < exp{—caN*t}.

Proof. Let Hi(N) =1 [_2(1‘11)1 = ‘_72(1'N) > %N*k], i > 1. Recall A;, i = 1,2 as defined in the proof
of Lemma Also, define the one-dimensional Skorohod map ¥ as follows: for any function
x : R — R having cadlag paths, ¥ [x](t) := x(t) + supy,, max{—x(s),0}, t > 0. Also write

2N (s) 1= LgN%ﬂ + Ay (N = BN#9)s) — Ay (N — BN?~)s) — BN ¥¥s + BN %5, 5 > 0.
Then, note that

2
]P(Hi(N) = 0) =P sup T](SN) (‘Tz(zN) + s) > qN%*g, (‘72(1.1\?1 — (‘Tz(lN) < U—Nfzg)
sel05 )05
< IP( sup ‘F[x(N)} (s) > qN%"S> < IP( sup ‘x(N)(s)‘ > gN

2
s€(0,dp N~%] s€(0, &y N~%]

(oY)
N

Nl—

*E), (B.4)

where, in the last step, we used the fact that sup o 1 Y[x(N](s) < 2sup o, 1] |x(N)(5)| for any
T > 0. Now, since BN2+€ > ﬁN%*‘g as before and 77 < 1, we have

2
sup )x(N)(s)‘ < sup  |Ai((N = BN#¥)s) — Ay (N — BN 9)s)| + gN%*g + ZZN%*S
sef0, 2o N2 sel0, N2

< sup AV - BNE)S) - Ao((N - pNE)s) [+ S

2
s€(0, Gz N-2%]
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Using this in (B.4), we obtain

P(HM =0) <P( sup  [A1((N—BN¥)s) = Ay (N — N )s)| > ZN%—S)

1
sel0, s N-2]
_ 20P/64B)NT 1

< Z
(172/16)N1_2£ — 2’

where the last inequality follows from Doob’s L?>-maximal inequality and the assumption B > 1.
Then, for a > Z%B we can write for t > tg sufficiently large,

\_utN“J
P(RY >an¥t) <p( Y (@) —a3) < N
i=1

(
<P( } H.(N)<6:2BN4et>
(

(N) (N) 648\ 4e, 1 de
< ) ) Z
P ;:1 (H; E(H; ")) < 7 N*t 5 LatN J )
\_atN“J ( ™) 1
N) N de
< N ) Z
IP( ;:1 (H, E(H; ")) < 8atN >
ca2 N2 o

< exp{_iaN‘*St } = exp{—caN*t}

for some ¢ > 0, where the last inequality above follows from Azuma’s inequality. O

The following lemma gives bounds on a random sum that appears in (3.2)). It will be used to
2ep
bound the integral fON tI,gN)(s)ds.

Lemma B.4. Tuke B as in Lemma Np for B > By as in Lemma and tg as in Lemma There
exist constants c¢,c*, ¢’ > 0, such that the following holds for all B > By, N > Ng, t > t,

kN

P( ﬂ§N)§§N) > %N%“t) < cexp{—c’B%N%t%}.
i=1 1Bz
Proof. Write
Kt(N) o ) |a' Niet| o .
P(Y a™MEN > Nt <P(RNY > aN*H) +P( Y alVEN > SN2t (B5)
i1 n%B: i1 7?B2

For the first term, we take a’ = 2?723 , and thus, Lemma yields

P(RN) > o/ N*t) < exp{—ca' N*t}. (B.6)
For the second term, define CDEN) = Bf /23 ﬁl(N)C_Z-(N), i > 1, and a sequence of filtrations Fy ; :=
N2 3

U{CD](.N) :j < i}, i > 1. Then, as {cD](.N) :1 € N} are ii.d., from Lemma we know for B > B
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and N > Np, ]P(QDEN) > x|.7-"N,Z-,1) < cle_CZ‘/}, Vx > 0. We will use Lemma |A.2 for the random

variables {(IDZ(N) :i>1,N € IN}. Note that y in the lemma takes the form y = fO°° cre~V¥dy in
our case. Write ¢* = 4u x 256. Applying Lemmawith 0=1/2,n=|a'N*t|,and a = 4y, we
get for some constants ci, c’2 >0,

Lo’ N*t| N%—3s

lJrEt’fN,O)
17 2
(B.7)

N4St‘fN0> <d exp{ [<4y>2a'N4€t]1/5}.

a'N* %
(MEN) > E NIt Fyg) = P
; u “ 2 7723% HH ) ( i-1 B

|a' N#¢t | *B

N
-p( Y o>
i=1
Plugging the bounds from (B.6) and (B.7) into (B.5) completes the proof of the lemma for appro-
priately chosen constants c and ol dependent on ,B but not B. O

We now have all the required ingredients to prove Lemma
Proof of Lemma (i) Recall y = 1A (B/8) and

(N
e K

N2t
/ I (s)ds < pN=tee+ Y a™MEN) g Nztep 4 Y aMEN), (B.8)
0 =1 i=1
Now, choose B; > By (from Lemma |B.1) such that C*l < g, where ¢* is the constant from

}7237
Lemma By Lemma and (B.8), there exist constalnts c1 and ¢y, such that for all B > By,
t > fo, N > NB/

: ¢ - N%+£t) < crexp{—;BiN5t5}. (B.9)
i=1 URH
For any t > tg, define s = kt,k > 1. Then, for any k > 1,
NZs
]P</o I_éN)(u)du > %N%“ for some s € [sk,skH))

stsk B £ 3
<p( [0 Y > BEINE) < epl-eBiNTS )
0

Therefore, [il follows on summing over k and applying the union bound.

(ii) Write a = 257623,

lP(sup I_g\])(N2£ ) > ﬁNZ"St) (K;N) > aN4£t) +IP< sup ﬂl(N) > éN%*St — nN%*S).
s<t 4 1<i<aN%t 4

(B.10)
By Lemma for t > t,

P (RN > aN*t) < exp{—caN*t}. (B.11)
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Recall the upper bounds from Equations (B.2) and (B.3), and note that for B > By, and large
enough N > Nj,

- :B 1 ¢ 1 ¢
P{ sup u > —=N2"%t — N2
( 1<i<aN%t 4 )
_ ﬁ e
<P sup i; ~ > =N2
<1<z‘<aN4€t b8 )
. N2 ) _ PINTZ
- |:(1 8 érl 8\/§) (51—8\/§)}
<aN*t - cgexp{—c)BVBt} for some constants co,c) > 0, (B.12)
where the last inequality is due to ( and (B.3). Plugging (B.11) and (B.12) into (B.10) and
choosing appropriate constants ¢, ¢2, ¢3 complete the proof. O

C Proofs from Section (3| (sample path analysis).

Here, we give proofs of some lemmas that were used to prove the main results in Section

Proof of Lemma 3.8} Fix N % > x > xp, where xg > 2B will be chosen later. Define the stopping
time @(N) = inf{s > (721 Q2 (s) > xN2F€ or QgN)(s) < |BNz2*¢]}, i > 0. Note that, as
x < N27¢, when Q3 (Uz(l ) =0, Q3 ( )=0forall t € [(72(5\]),&.(1\])], and in that case, we have

1

SN(t) = N — 1IN (¢) + Q2 ( ). Therefore, we obtain for ¢ € [0, o™ — (Tz(lN)],

1

Q" (t+03) =10t + 037 = (@ () = 1M(ey)) =

S
I{AUN—ﬁN%ﬂu+v$U)—AUN—ﬁN%%éP)Y—D<£§HYN—ﬂM@»w>

= [A((V =N ol ) — A((N = i) el) [ - D( [ <N—ﬂm@»%)
b eyt

Oyi

where A(s) = A(s) —s and D(s) = D(s) —s. Using the above and the strong Markov property
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. N .
at time 0( ) we can write

2 v
1
P sup QéN)(s) > xN2 e
seloy o3

<P(o" — o} > Nt

QM (o) = 0)

Q™ (o) =0)

+( sup (O (5) — 1M (5)) > xNA+

selot™ oiM (N2 A (6N —o (M)

N (B) > N%t)

ST et J,Q)(

+e N g lye
+IP<0,LZBN%“J,0>< P <ZBN2 +M(s +/ 1) (u)du — N2~ )ZxNZ )
s€[0,N2¢tATy  (B)]

(C1)

where M (s) := A ((N BN27¢)s ) <f0 ))du) and the first equality above is due

to the fact that Qg can increase only when I (N) = (. Now, for the first term in the above bound,
observe that by Proposition for B> By, N > Ng, and t > t, V 88, we have

N —c 1, 4e 1
P o eeni=Lo (N (B) > N%1) < 46" + ¢} exp{—chB N5 15} + s N*t exp{—cj VBNZt}.
(C.2)
For the second term on the right side of (C.1),
+e — 5 > lie
]P(O, LZBN%HJ,Q)( Supm) <2BN2 ‘|‘M +/ N du 'BNZ ) > xN2 >
s€[0,N2¢tAT, " (B)]

< ]1)(/0N2St I_l(gN)(u)du > gN%Ht) +IP( sup M(s) > (x — ﬂ ZB)N%“).

€[0,N1]

Thus, using Lemma (i) for the first term and Lemma for the second term in the above
bound, we have that for N > N, t > ty and x — % —2B >0,

P 0,12t o>< b <2BN2+€+M +/ 1™ du—ﬁN£85> > xNE)

5€[0,N2¢¢]
<ciexp{—c2B5N5t5} + 2exp{—cs(x — Bt/2 — 2B)?/t}, (C.3)
for positive constants cy, ¢z, c3 not depending on x, t, N.

Thus, taking t = %, for x > xp := (toB V 8B), and putting the upper bounds in (C.2) and (C.3)
into (C.1), the result holds for appropriately chosen constants.

D Proofs from Section [ (steady state analysis).

We start by proving the following lemma that bounds the number of toggles of Q;N) for Q_gN)

to fall below level 4% N%, which will be used to prove Lemma Define K* = inf{k > 1 :

Q__E,N)(Uz(li\])) < %NZS}.
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Lemma D.1. There exist Ny, cj,c5 > 0, such that for all N > No, k > 1

1

SUP V(0 12BNt ) (K*>1 + kN2 ) <ciexp{ —N! e 1y exp{ — (k/Nfs) 11}
0<z< ﬂN €

Proof. Define Zi(N) = QéN)(ale) Q ((721 )),i > 0. Note that

— 1
sup P 1., (K*>1+kN27%)
2:),zi< 4;5N25 (0,[2BN2"¢],2)
i
< sup P S }:"N B N2 — oMoy, vo<i< [kNZ=¢| —1).  (D.1)
5121Z1<4ﬁN25 (o, \_ZBNZJr = ] ﬁ
To estimate (D.I)), define CIDZ(N) = [Zl.(N) < —( ﬂNZS A Q3 (o (f\[)))}, i > 0. By Lemma (i),
for sufficiently large N,

: (N) .
lrglfIE(O,ZBN%H,;) (q)i |F02(3\])) Z El 1 Z 0. (DZ)
Using Azuma-Hoeffding inequality, we get for any k > 1

1

2
(N) o kN2~*
sup P 1. E o< —
z Yz < {5 N* (O'LZBNZH'Z)( i=0 J )

] 3
[ 1 | (D.3)
kN27¢|—1 1_
kN2 —
<  su P »N _Eg(eWN | F <_ < eckNTTE
;:ZfzigF:%N% (0, [2BNZ*¢),2) ];) ( j ( j | ag”))) 6 )
for some ¢ > 0, where in the first inequality, we have used (D.2). Therefore, for k > 1
sup P ZZ: 7N 5 B QM (0),v0 <i < [kN27¢| —1)
£ 3 7 =+t = -
ZiZiZ/<45N2£ (0, LZBNzJr ,z) = ] 4B
1 1
kN2~ -1 [kNZ7¢|—1 B
< sup P 1, [Z‘N)]+ - ). = N=)oN) > 0
z Y zi< N (02BN27 J’Z)< j=0 ] j=0 (45 ) J )
1
kN2 |1 1,
< sup P " ( cp](.N) < kN2 )
z Yz < HN% (0, [2BN27].2) j=0 3
1
kN2 €] -1
7(N) B +e
+ sup P » Yz > Nk
ENERS NN 012N )% =g ! 128 )
- [kN27¢]—1 ) B
<e NP4 su P Z; N2tk
B Z:ZiziSIZ%Nzg (©, LZBN%HJ'Z)( ]'Z(:) [ / ]+ N 1215 )
(D.4)
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where the last inequality uses (D.3). Note that, by Lemma (i), for any j > 1,x > 0, and
sufficient large N,

> (N
1z

sup ]P( "
z:)z;< 4ﬁN2€ N2 ¢

NG5 s
> x| -7:0<N)> < e N e (D.5)
2j

where c1,cp,c3 > 0 are constants. Choose Nj sufficiently large such that (D.2) and (D.5) hold,
and for N > Nj,

/00 C1e’62N(%7€) o= gy < —B
0 4 x 12,3NT8
Take any N > Nj, and k > 1. We will use Lemma with 6 = %

BN}, 0= ,n = [kNi~], and @ = [NT]*

(1™ (0), @Y (0), 0 (0)) = (0, [2BN2*], 2)

=z R={z: Y;z <

with starting configuration
12pN2

, and associated filtration {]:j(r) j > 1,r € R} being the natural filtration generated by the above
random variables. We get
1
[kN2 |1
7(N) B \ite
r A —N2"%

1. \5/11
< supll’(i@}r) > an) <c} (1 + M

k o\ 1/11
exp | — ¢ D.6
reR =0 B_ i ) p[ Z(N%—S) } (D-6)
12BN2~*
k o\ 1/11
< /N2 8exp[—c’Z’(Nlig) }
Moreover, for any k > 1, from (D.5),
kN2~ -1 . B
sup P 1., Y, 127V > — _Nzttk
rzene © LzBNzw,;)( = 128 )
<kN'E sup P(1Z0V]) = 1123 N%) < kNP “crexp { —NG—9/%} (D7)
2 Y i< N A
Hence, and (D.7) imply
.
su P 7\ > 2 Nitek
ZZZ{Z;<IZSN25 © LZBN%HJ’Z)( ];) %k T 128 )

k \1/11 1 1
< mi AN R/ 1_¢ . (3-e)/51 |
_mm{clNz exp [ CZ(N%*S) },kNZ clexp{ caoN\2 }}

Note that, there exists a constant N, such that for all N > N, and k < N1~Z%,

kN%igC] exp [ — C2N(%7S)/5} = |:kN%7£C1 exp { — %N(if

(D.8)

g)/5}} exp [ — %N(%*E)/ﬂ
<exp [~ Zkh]exp [~ ZNGI/)],
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and for k > N1~ %,

()" e [ [ ()]

N%_Sexp {—cz
> 0, such that forall N > N; VN> and k > 1,

Hence, there exist constants ¢,

1
[kN2~¢|—1
5 (N) B\ lie
P (012888 = N Tk k)
1 1
5’(k/Nz—8)n}. (D.9)

2:),2i< 5N2€
< exp { — NG/ M exp { -

Finally, using (D.1) and plugging into (D.4), we have

— 1_e
sup ]P(o, 2end )0 (K* >1+kN27%)

Y z,< N2
i
(N) 2¢ _ ~A(N) 27E|
< sup Pt g ﬁN ~0M(0),¥0 < i< [kN2F] 1)
z:)2i<gpN* j=0
1
<ciexp{— C;N(%_S)/H} exp { - (k/N%_‘“‘) b },
where ¢} and c; are appropriate constants O
ProofofLemma. Define Kj := 0 and for j > 0, K}, ; = inf {I > K +1: Q3 ((721 My < fﬁNze}
Define X [QS ( 2K*+2) 0], j > 0. By Lemma(ll)
(N) 1 .
xi =1F w ) > 5 Vj > 0. (D.10)
ZK*

IP(o LZBNZHJ o)( ;

Thus, there exist constants c3, No > 0, such that for k > 1, N > Np,

Z(N) 2n73—¢
IP(o |2BNZ*¢), 0)(K > 1+k+kN)

k
;1 (0, LZBNZJrs ,0) (K]*—l—l
(N) _ ) B

Py 12BN2+¢),0) (x; '=0v0<j<k-1)
<kcjexp { —csNG=9/ M exp { s (k/NE) . } s

where the last inequality comes from Lemma and the inequality in (D.10)

K >1+kN27¢)
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E Auxiliary results for the proof of Proposition

In this appendix, we will prove the auxiliary results for the proof of Proposition Let us start
with the proof of Lemma The following technical lemma from [22] will be used in the proof
of Lemma

Lemma E.1 ([22, Lemma EC.18]). Let Q be the length of an M/M/1 queue with arrival rate x and service
rate y, with u > a. Also, let T be the length of the renewal cycle from the queue being of length 1 to the
queue being empty. Then, for t > 0,

]P(T > t) < Be—(\/ﬁ—ﬁ)zt.
14

Proof of Lemma Note that for any i > 0,

sup ]P(CS\Q?) — @éﬁ)l >2N°%,i < z}(,)

X<KN27¢,
BN%“<yg1<2N%+€
1
< sup Py sup V) = N
X<K;NZ7%, 0<t<T(N,B)
1ie 1ie
BN2 <ySK2N2
(N) (N) 62 (N) lieis .
+ sup Pey0 (52i+2_52i+1 >NE, sup Q) (H) < NP i< iy
¥<K;N2~¢ 0<t<T(N,B)
l+_5 ,l+£
BN2 " <y<K;N2
(N) (N) 52 (N) lieis « .
+ sup P (24,0 (€2i+3_§2i+2 > N°%, sup  Q, (t) < N2 i <y ).
X<K;NZ~%, 0<t<T(N,B)

BNI T <y<K,N3+¢
(E.1)

For the first term of the right hand side of (E.I), take any K > K; large enough such that the
bound in Proposition [3.9 holds with 2B there replaced by K for large enough N. Also assume
that N is large enough such that N° > X /,» Where the latter constant appears in Proposition
For such large enough N, we obtain constants ¢} and ¢} such that

sup Py sup QY () > NEH)

x<K N3¢, 0<t<T(N,B)
1ie 1,
BN2™<y<K;N2
N) L4ets
<P i, ( sup Qé (t) > N2 )
(0,|KN27¢],0) O<t<T(N.B)

<exp{—&TN’} + TN°(crexp { — EZN(%_EMS} + ¢l exp{—c;N°} +¢c; exp{—cZN%Ng})

/N6/5

SC/] 6*02 (EZ)

where the second inequality is from Proposition For the second term in (E.1), there exist
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constants ¢4 and cj such that for large enough N and any i > 0,

1 o
sup P20 (égﬁgz - 52‘\21 > N°"%,  sup QéN)(t) < NP < ZN)

f<K N3¢ 0<t<T(N,B)
1ee Lie
BN2 ' <y<K,NZ
1 N S _ A NO+1-2¢
<P (Exp(N _ NEFER) > N 28) < chemaNTE (E.3)

where Exp(N — N27¢19) is an exponential random variable with rate N — N2t The first
inequality in is due to the fact that the rate of increase of I(N)(t) when IN)(t) = 0 is
N — QgN). Now, consider the last term in the right hand side of (E.I). Recall the evolution of the
process I(N)(t) as in (6.2). For t < TZ(N)(B), QEN)(t) - QéN)(t) < N — BN2*¢, and thus, there is a
natural coupling so that the process I (N) is upper bounded by an M/M/1 queue, Q, with arrival
rate « := N — B27 and service rate p:=N—pBN 2=¢. Therefore, for any i > 0,

(N) (N) < g 7
sup P (855 — Gaip > ti<iy) <P(T >t), (E4)
¥<KiN27¢,
BN%“<y§K2N%“

where T for the process Q is as defined in Lemma Now, note that there exists Ny > 0 such
that for all N > Nj,

_ BN3—¢
N 51\{2 <2
N — B§+e

i
(VA Va)" = (/N = pNe /N - a2 €9

ANty (1- 1o _B=BNTE N\ B
(N—pNI—9) (1 \/1 ) = 5N,

N27¢— BN-2

where the last inequality is due to the facts that 1 — /1 —x > 7, for x € (0,1), and for all N > N,
N—pN2=¢ > Y and _BopNE BN¢~2. Thus, plugging (E5) into Lemma we get for any

Njff_ﬁN—Ze -
t>0,i>0,

~ 2 £
sup PN -l > i <iy) <P(T>1) <20 2N (E.6)
xSKlN%%,
BN%“<y§1<2N%“

Plugging (E.2), (E.3), and (E.6), into (E.I), we obtain constants ¢ and c; such that for any i > 0,

(N) (N) 5—2e + _ ok
sup P(§2i+3 —Gip1 2 2NTT i<y
1
x<KiN27%,
BN%+S<y§K2N%“

! Nz5+172£

_ o NO/5 _ _ B2 _ NG/
<che 2N 4 chema 42" 2N < clem%NT, (E.7)

To prove (6.3), note that the value of i}; is upper bounded by the number of increments in I (N)

in the interval [0, TZ(N) (B) A (N?T)], which is stochastically upper bounded by a Poisson random
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variable with parameter N!*2T. Hence, using standard concentration inequality for Poisson
random variables (see [37, Theorem 2.3(b)]), we have

sup IP(i;*V > EN”ZST) < ]P(Po(NHZST) > %NHzST) < AN (E.8)
¥<K;N2~,
BN%+E<y§K2N%“
and therefore, using (E.7), there exists Ny > Ny, depending on T, such that for all N > Ny,
. . N N _
sup Pyy0 (31 € {0,.. iy — 1} such that §§i+)3 - §§i+)1 > NO%)
r<KNZ7F,
BN%“<yg1<2N%“
% 3 \lt2e 3 142 AN
< sup Pyy0 (i > >N T) + SNTET| - czes
X<KNZ°%,
BN%“<y§1<2N%“
< e mNTHET {%N”ZETW x che N7 < g N7 (E.9)
where a; and b; are appropriate constants.

O
Proof of Proposition Define the event w(N) := { sup,_, <T(N,B) QgN) (t) < N2t} Then

sup IP( 2,0) < sup

sup [sMN(t) - sM(g))| > 13NE e+
<KN3Y, A0 g <esgly
l+s l+s
BN2*<y<K,N2
< swp o Py swp QM 2 NE)
Y<K NIE ~ MN0<I<T(N,B)
1 1
BN2 T <y<K,N2%*
N 1
+ sup P(yy.0) < sup sup SN (1) — S(N)(Céiﬁl)‘ > 3N2 S”,w(N))
XSK1N%7€, 16{0,...,1;\]—1} Cg\jr)lgtggg\i)z
Tye Tie
BN2<y<K,NZ
N 1
+ sup P (2,0 ( sup sup SN (4) — S(N)(ééié)‘ > 10N2 g”,w(N)).
x<KNZ 0N g <t< s
BN%+€<y§K2N%+S

By (E.2), for all large enough N,

(E.10)
swp Py _swp QU@ 2 NE) <qe @)
¥<K; N2, ~ N0<t<T(N,B)

1 1

BN2+E<y§K2N2+£
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For the second term in the right hand side of (E.10),

sup  Pryo( sup sup [sM(5) — sMIEN))| > aNEEr, M)
<K NE, 0N g <e<y
1 1
BN2 T <y<K,N2"*
N) -
< sup P(xy,0 ( sup C§i+2 szﬂ > N2 N ))
Y<K N3 i€{0,...i5,—1}
1 1
BN2 T <y<K,N2*
_|_ Sup ]P(x,y,Q) ( Sup Sup ‘S(N) (t) —_ S(N) (gg\j»)l) ‘ Z 3N%*€+5’ w(N)’ ﬁ)(N)>,
XSKlN%_g, 1401} géﬁ)lgtgéﬁ)z
1 1
BN2 T <y<K,N2**
(E.12)
~(N) ._ (N) _ =(N) S : : .
where @'\ = { SUPje(o,...i5, 1} Coifo — Coig < N2 } Since the instantaneous rate of increase

of IN) when IN)(t) = 0is N — QgN), then for each i 61{0,..., iy —1}, Cg\ﬂz - Cgi)l is upper
bounded by an exponential random variable, Exp(N — N27¢+9). Hence, proceeding along the
same line as (E.3), (E.8) and (E.9), there exist constants cj, ¢, such that for large enough N,

N N 1,
sup1 ]P(x,ylo)('e{osug 1}§§i+)2 — §§i+)1 > N2 +‘5,w(N))
1€{0,..., iN—

—1ets

< P(l}k\] > %N1+2€T) + ’VEN1+2£T-| % e —(N- N2+s+§)N 2

R Sy N
< ei%N]ﬁ»ZST n ’7§N1+28T—‘ % e,(N,N%JrHo)N 27t < C167C2N%*s+o' (E.13)
For eachi € {0,...,i; — 1} and t € [(?gi)y‘fg\fz)r

SM() = SN ()| < AN = BNE)) = AN = BNT)EY)) + D(NE) = D(NEGY))
Sst PO(ZN(Cg\Qz - 52\21))/

where Po(A) is a Poisson random variable with mean A. Therefore, there exist constants c3 and
c4 such that for all N large enough,

N 1 -
sup Py sup sup [sM() = sM(ElY))| = 3N M), M)
<N, A0 g <rsyl
BN%+€<y§K2N%“

<P(iy > 3Nl+2€T { N”Zeﬂ ( (2N2719) >3Nre+5>

1*5
<e a4 ENHZEﬂ N L (E.14)
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Plugging (E.13) and (E.14) into (E.12), we have for all N large enough,

sup  Pryo( sup  sup  [sNI() = sNIE))| > aNE, V)
C<KNBE i€{0i 1} V) <r<el),
BN%“<ng2N%“
_ N%—s+5
<cse” ‘6 , (E.15)

where ¢5 and cg are constants. Now, consider the third term of the right hand side of (E.10). For
any x < KyN27¢ and BN21¢ < y < K,N2 7,

1
Pogo( sup  sup [s™(0) - SN[ > 108 )

[%N1+2£T“ 1

. 3 N 1 L s
<Pl (i > SN+ Y Py sup |8 —sM(E)| > 10N i< iy - 1)
i=0 e e
2i+2—="—="2i4+3
o 3 N
= ]P(x’y'g)(lN > ENHZET) + H)(x,y,g) ( te[zlilrz)eﬂ Qg )(t) - 0)

[%N1+2.‘2T“ -1

N 1 N C
+ Z ]p(x,y,Q)( sup S(N)(t) — S(N)(é‘gijz)‘ > 10N2 &, sup g )(t) =0,i <iy— 1).
i=0 géﬁ)zﬁfﬁfii\% ééﬁ)zgtfég\ﬁs
(E.16)
Recall that, by (E.8),
sup P, 0 ik > %N”ng) < e aNTHT (E.17)
x<K N2~
BN%+S<ng2N%“

By Proposition there exist constants By, c1, cp, N > 0, possibly depending on T, such that for
all N > N,

N
wp Pryn( sup Q5 0)
Y <KNEE te[0,N2T]

1 1
BN2 T <y<K,N2**

1
(sup QM) =N) <N (BI8)

1
(0,| BN 2 +SJ 0) te [O,NZE T]

Next, fori <iy; —landt € [Cg\QZ, Cgﬁ)?)), observe that on the event sup; (g neery Q;(;N) (t) =0,
sup |SM(1) —sM ()| < sup (10 + QY (@) — 4V (@)

N) (N N) (N
te [§§i+)2,§§i+)3) te [ng)z’ggw)s)

< sup  IVE)+QMEN,).

N) (N
te [‘;gw)zrggw)a)

Indeed, the inequalities are due to the fact that when there is no queue with length greater
than 3, the difference between S(N)(t) and SN)(¢y;,5) is caused by the change of I™)(t) and
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the change of QgN)(t), and for t € [Cg\jr)z, 55?23), IN)(t) is always positive so QéN)(t) can only
decrease during [(fg\jr)z,ég\%). Now, consider the last term of (E.16). For any x < K1N 17¢ and
BN:tt < y < KoN2*, any i >0,

1_ N ‘ .
Puyo(  sup  [SM() =M (Gia)| 210N, sup QM () =0,i <ify—1)
&N <p<g) &) <<l
<Py sup  IN(f) > BN < iy — 1)
S st<tyls

+ Py (O (E)) > N3 6 i < iy — 1),

(E.19)
Since ¢ < % — ¢, from Proposition we have that for N > N,
sup P (1 4,0) sup N (#) > 5Nz—¢H i < iN— 1)
*<K NI, i <t<ais
1., 1
BN2 T <y<K,N2*®
J
< sup Pyy0 ( sup N (t) > 5N%*8+5) < e N7, (E.20)
¥<KN2, 0<t<(N=T)At") (B))
1+s l+£
BN2*¢<y<K,N2

where a and b are positive constants depending on B, § and T only.
Proceeding as in (E.2), by Proposition there exist ¢}, 5, N} > 0, such that for all N > N,

sup  Pryo(  sup Q) 25NP i<y 1)

x<K; N2~ drhst<elhs
1 1
BN2 T <y<K,N2**
(N) 1tets 1 —chNO/5 (E-21)
< sup1 P(x,y,9)< sup Q, '(t) > 5N2 ) < e 2N
x<K;N27¢, 0<t<(N2T)Aty™)(B))
1 1
BN2 T <y<K,N2**

Hence, plugging (E.20) and (E.21) into (E.19), we have that for all sufficiently large N, any i > 0,

/! é

IP( sup S(N)(t) - S(N)(Czwz)‘ > 10N%7£+5/ sup Q:SN)(t> =01 < iy~ 1) = Cll/eiCZNs'
&N <e<gM, CornSt<Eaiys

(E.22)

where ¢} and ¢} are constants dependent on K, B, f and T. Plugging (E.17), (E.I8), and (E.22)
into (E.16), we obtain for sufficiently large N,

Puyo( sup  sup [sMN(t) = sM(g))| > 10ni e+
{0k =1} o) <e<el)
boe NS N
S€733*2N1+2€T + C7€*CBN(2 )/5 + ’VEN1+2£T-| X ClllefczN5 < Cé/echLNS ' (E23)
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Finally, plugging (E.I1), (E.15) and (E.23) into (E.10), we can choose appropriate constants a, and
by such that for all suff1c1ently large N

)
sup P (1,0 sup sup S(N)(t) — S(N)(ggﬁ)l) > 13N%_8+‘5) < aye P2N3
XSKlN%7€/ ZE{O ..... IN_l}(: <t§§g\23
l+s 1+e
BN2"t<y<K N2
O
Lemma E.2. The following holds for all large enough N:
IP({Z?\[ > (12TN%+38+5—‘ } N0 E(N)) 1 N—4e 2(5.
- — 9T
Proof of Lemma On E(N), we have that for t € [0, T(N, B)],
2N — SN (1) — 21N (#) = N — N (¢) — QN (£) > N — 5N €10 — N3Fetd > N — gNztetd,
(N) Itets

On each [CQ),CQ&), we construct an M/M/1 queue M with rate of increase N — 6Nz

and rate of decrease N. We can couple Ml( ) with I on [621 ,Czl +1) by setting M (Czl ) =
I(N)((_fg\])) = 1 such that Ml.(N)(t) < IN)(t). Define gm,i = inf{t > Czi : .(N)( t) =0} . Due to

l

the coupling, we have Cr(nli-) — Eg\l) < Céz_)l — g’g\”. Now, we have

1 . "12TN%+3£+5-‘
P({iv > 2Ny ey) <e({ @ -a) < NETPnEY)
i=1
I'lzTN%‘F?)S-Hs“

<P Y (@ - swET).

i=1

Let Hi(N) f;*’,(m ‘:21 . Since Hi(N) is the busy time of the M/M/1 queue Mi(N), we have

E(HN) = IN"37¢70 and Var(H)) = ZN-3-3% _ LN—1-2020 < ZN—3-3% [42] Section
7.9, Page 75]. Hence, by Doob’s L?- max1mal inequality, we have for all large enough N,

1 [12TN%+3”‘5]
P({iy > [2TN= V) <y (B —EHY)) < -N*T)
i=1
(12TN2+38+<5‘| X 2N7—73s 30 iN—45—25
= GNET? = 9T ‘

The next lemma will be used in the proof of Lemma

Lemma E.3. Suppose that Q is an M/M/1 queue with arrival rate a and service rate y,with y > «. Let T
be the length of the excursion of the M/M/1 queue started from zero (that is, the time taken for the queue
length to become non-zero and then zero again). Then

E[/OT (Q(s) — yf“)ds] —0. (B.24)
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Moreover, there exists a universal positive constant C not depending on «, y such that for any integer
a>2,

T a/ / 1/4
E[( [ Q)] <c [ <a12 s a)s) * <logfﬁi>>2 () (1 " w(%f)\/w)]'
(E.25)

Proof. Throughout this proof, we will denote by C’ a universal positive constant, not depending
on «, 4, whose value might change between lines.

is proved in [22, Lemma EC.19]. To prove (E.25), write Q := sup,.,.7 Q(s). Note that,
for any integer a > 2, o

E| (/oT Q(sms) | <E[(aT+TQQ> )] < 2B [I°] +2E |(TQL(Q > )]

< 24%E [T2] +2,/E [T4] \/]E Q'1(@=a), (E.26)

where the last inequality follows from the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality. We can write T = T + T
where Tj is an Exp(«) random variable denoting the arrival time of the first task and T, denotes
the time taken after T} for the queue to become empty again (busy time). Using E[T?] = 2a~2
and [42] Section 7.9, Page 75],

. . . 1
E(1%] <28 (1] + 26 (1] < 4 | 5 + 1o | ©27)

Recall from Lemma that ]P(Tz > t) < \/ge—(\/ﬁ—\/&)%, t > 0. From this, we obtain

E|TY] <2'E[T{| +2'E[T}| <C

1 U 1
— - . E.28
e “(\/ﬁ—x/&)sl (F:28)

_ 1
Moreover, using [22, Lemma EC.17], for any x € N, P (Q > x) = — L+ < (%)x . From
the above bound, we obtain

2 [e) /
/ o log(y/a)zl/4dz < C H
at—1

QN“:\:

- - ) |_x1/4J—l
E[Q1@=a]<y (5) <

Using (E.27), (E-28) and (E.29) in (E.26), we obtain
1 (}4/0()1/4 ] ;l/l/(X <0€)a/8
;/l 7

T 2
E{(/o Q<S>ds> J <80 [ gtap] 2 [+ (o8 1/

a2 (= V)
which proves the lemma. O

Proof of Lemma Throughout this proof, we will denote by C,C’ universal positive constants,
possibly depending on B, T but not N, whose values might change between lines.
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We will only prove the first case since the second case is similar. As before, due to Lemma
we will prove the convergence to zero on the event E(N). Note that the process 11(5) (t) is defined
only on the time interval [(’,‘2\21, (jéﬁr)?)). However, let us assume that Ig) (t) is allowed to continue
past time 55?23, i € {0,..,i} — 1}, and let Cg) = inf{t > gg}% 1) (t) = 0}. Further, let

u,

ZN — (Buih (0 M Vs, > 1 W d the first integral in the 1 f
D= fﬁéﬁ (u,i_l(s)—M) s, i e expan e first integral in the lemma for
j > 0 as follows:
. N
1 I /éém (I(N)(s) B w)ds
vk, (0 As?
; (N)
1 / o Ay
_ ——|ds
w LA E ey, e ) )
j+1 ) AN
< . 7015. (E.30)
Ni+e ; PN Z/ém Fo A
Define MY = 0 and M) .= 2 , > 1. Write G; for the stopped natural filtration
0 i j PP

of the original queueing process up till time CZi V1, i > 0. Define Gy := Gy and G; := G; U

(Uf;éa{[ﬁf;’)(t) b > ggﬁ]}), i > 1. By (E24), E (z}fﬂgi) = 0 for any i > 0. Hence, MV is a
martingale. We will show that, for any 1 > 0,

P ({sup
j<iy

Define the stopping time 7 with respect to {Gi}i>oby T:=inf{i > 0: ‘:2111 > T(N,B) or QEN) ((Zg\j—)l) >
N2+e+0} Now, we estimate E [( Z+1) |gl} on the event {7 > i+ 1}. Note that for i > 0,

2
Ny210] < N 2 My (N) _ &) )2
E |:(Zi+1) ’gli| ~ 2E /ééN)l Iu,i (S)dS + 2IE m (é'u,i — §2i+1>

‘>;7}DE( >>%o as N — co. (E.31)

G

g

(E.32)
Recall /\fu.) = 2N — sV (Cz +1) + 13Nz and uN) = N — N2, By (E.25), there exists a

u, i
deterministic universal constant C > 0 such that for any integer a > 2,

) ™) 2 , 1 V(N)
E /W L' (s ds) gl} < C[a < + i )
(f, e <A£f,¥>>2 D — A0

2i+1
(N)

n < 1 4 <:uuz )1/4 > 1 Vi,i) (/\Et,i)>a/8:|
2 :
(A1) (/nV) - F (log sy /A )2 Ay’ Ny

Note that, on the event {# > i + 1}, for sufficiently large N, N — N2+¢¢ < AN < N gN%J““'.

lll
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Using these bounds, on the event {T > i+ 1}, for sufficiently large N,
(N)

1 Fui —1_3¢
7+ ’ < CN™2
N N - ’
(A" Ga’ = A7
(N) | 1/4 (N)
1 u,i 1 u,i —6e
< (N)2+<” ) 4> 2”(&)§CN16,
()L i ) l’lul VA uz log Vul /Auz ) /\u,i

u,i

(N)\ a/8
/\u,i a < e_C/aN—%-%—e‘
(N) -

M u,i
Therefore, choosing a = N peto , for sufficiently large N, on the event {T > i+ 1},

51(41\11) ( V)
(o)

2i+1

gi] < CN275+20, (E.33)

(N)
. . - AN
Now, we estimate the second term in ( . Note that, for sufficiently large N, T S i S AN

u,

Moreover, using [42) Section 7.9, Page 75] on the event {7 > i+ 1}, for sufficiently large N,
(N)
2 1 Hui _1
E[C(N)_Cél\j_)l :|§4|: 2_|_ N u, N ]§4CN238.
( i i ) (Ag)) <.”£¢,i) _ ! _))3

u,i

Hence, on the event {7 > i + 1}, for sufficiently large N,
(N)

]E[( Au,i >2(§(N)_§(N) )2
]/l(N) _ /\(N) u,i 2i+1

u,i u,i

gi] < CN27%, (E.34)

Using the bounds (E.33) and (E.34) in (E.32), we conclude that, on the event {7 > i+ 1}, for
sufficiently large N,

E [( zN))? |gz} < CN2 542, (E.35)

The quadratic variation of the stopped martingale {M]./I:]f }is0 is given by: (M) = 0 and
(MIN))p = N2y [(ZZ.(N))HQ,-,J , j > 1. Using (E35), we obtain

<M(N)>j/\f é CN—%—7€+2(5]'/ ] Z 1.

Hence, by Doob’s L? inequality, for any 1 > 0, for large enough N,

1P< sup ‘M}N)‘ > ;7> - ]P( sup  |M[Y) ) < 12CTy 2N~*+%_ (E36)
J<EA [12TN%+3€+‘5] i< HZTN%MHﬁ
Note that, on the event EN), # = i¥, 4 1. Therefore, for any 1 > 0, for sufficiently large N,

P ({ sup |M
=iy

‘>17}0E ) ( sup

< A |'12TN2 +3£+5-|

<N)‘ > ;7) +1P({i;] > [12TN%+3€+51}mE<N>)

S 12CT1772N74€+35 + 9LTN748725’

66



where the last bound follows from (E.36) and Lemma Recalling 6 < €/2, (E.31) follows

from the above bound. Now consider the second term of the right hand side of the inequality
(N)

1
(E.30). For i < i}, — 1, for sufficient large N, on EWN ), 0< (N))\M/i/\(N) < 4NBZ . Additionally, let
I

wi  Ttui

e = inf{t > &) 1N (1) > 0y and &Y = inf{t > &) 11V (1) = 0}, i € {0, i — 1}. We
have that for sufficient large N,

“' uz I i u,i
< 7
Z/g )ds = ;/gm o _

ZHS u 1 = v My 1,i

AN2ERT o
<= X (e e, (E.37)

where the first inequality is due to the fact that for t € [é‘g\jr)l,@g\?:%) l(z )( B <IMN(t) <1 L(Zj)(t),
which implies that Cl(lzi\l) < é’éﬁg < (Zg). For an M/M/1 with arrival rate « and departure rate y,
E(T)=1 I Then, for each i € {0, ...,i}; — 1}, we have for

all sufficiently large N, on EWN),

E(ay —o) =E(el) czlﬂ) E(2) —sh)

1
1 ets + (N) (x(N) 1 ¢ 1_ets
TN s (gzzﬂ) +13N? SN (EN) ) - N — pN¢ — 13N
1 _ 1
CaN—sEN)) — 23Nt s (@) ) N 4 23NEes

< 1 _ 1

TS (EM ) - N — pNiE —13N3 0 SN (N ) - N 4 23N et

<CN—%—3€+5
and from (E.37),

oy A s

E sup Z/ s | 1 ({ik < [12TNERERT A EO) | < N,
j€{0, it —1} i=0 S Wi — A
By Markov’s inequality and Lemma [E.2| we get that
(N)
”1 lll > /N 2640 F(N) ) « N9
]P({' sup_ N2+€2/ 7)ds_CN }ﬂE < N°°. (E.38)
j€{0,....ix—1} 21+3 My /\uz
From (E.30), (E.31) and (E.38), we conclude that
(N)
é'21+3 ) /\ui P
sup / i (8) =~ )ds — 0.
j€{0,...i5—1} sz+€ Z 621+1 Vz(tz,\zl) - )\,(j,\zl)>
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Proof of Lemma We will prove (6.6). The proof of is similar. Note that due to Lemma
it suffices to prove that the left hand side converges to zero under the event E(N). Note that,
A IN—SM) (&N ) _23N7 e+

for any i € {0,...,ix, — 1}, L = 241
y { N } YN NEN)-N 23N et

tinuous on the interval [N + %BN %+€,oo) with Lipschitz constant %N —2¢ Therefore, for any

2N—x
x—N

. Now, x — is Lipschitz con-

s € [5&?21,52\23), under the event EN),

vy s
N (E)) ~ N+ 23Nier0 SN(s) =N
S;N—28< sup sup S(N)@gﬁ)l) _ S(N)(s)‘ " 23N;_£+‘5>
€40, ify =1} g <oca),

144N%—3e+5
<=

B2
Thus,
sup Z /é’ms /Ii\l) 2N - S(N)(s)>ds‘
j€{0,...i5—1} NZJrE 1 yll /\l(,z;r) SN(s) =N
. } /NzeT 144N22*3€+f5 s = 4T o +o
N§+£ 0 B B
which tendsto O as n — o0, as § < €/2. ]

Proof of Lemma (6.7} Fix any 0 < 6 < (2¢ 5 —¢). By Lemmal6.1} for all N > Ny,
y y

N N - _bN$
sup  Proy(  sup aéiﬁs—céiﬁl >oNTE) <ape N (B39)
f<K N3, i€{0,...,i5,—1}
1+s 1+s
BN2 ¢ <y<K,N2
By Proposition
J
P( sup IN)(t) > 5N2750) < ge PN, (E.40)
0<t<T(N,B)

and similarly as in (E.18), for all N > Né,

- (5—€)/5
sup Pryo( sup QN (1) >0) <eereN T (E41)
+<KNA¢ 0<t<NZT
1+£ l+s
BN2+<y<K,NZ

Define the event

EN) = { sup  IN(t) <BNz ¢, sup QgN)(t) =0, and
0<t<T(N,B) 0<t<T(N,B)

G — Ehih <2NUTE Vi€ {0, i — 1} .
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Since ¢ < 2¢, there exists N > 0 such that for N > Nj, on the event EN) fors e [0,T(N,B)],

sM(s) = Q¥ (s) + N = 1) (s)

> BNzt 4 N — 5Nz ¢+ > %BN%“ +N,
1
implying that for N > Nj and s € [0, T(N, B)], % N )(S() )(If]) < 22— Hence, on the event E(V),
1t 1 gt 2N-SW) 4
sup [1 / w TNV (s)ds + — / ™ o () o | < 10Nt 4 4 pyose
éz +1<t<‘§z +)3 Nz € ey NzteJe) S (s) =N B
—0as N — oo,
since § < (2¢) A ). By (E.39) , we have limy ;e P(E(N)) = 1. Thus, the desired result
holds. O

F Upper bound on [N

Proposition E1. For any fixed K1,Kz, T > 0and 0 < 6 < ¢, there exist constants a,b, Ny > 0, such that
forall N > Ny, x < KlN%—S,y < KpN2te,

1 _ N2
sup]P(x,M)< sup IN(4) > 2N2+5> < ge !N
z 0<t<N2T

and consequently, for all € > 0,

1 N2T (N) _
1\111120 51ip P(yyz) (W/O IV (s)ds > s) =0. (E1)
Proof. Let I(N) denote a birth-death process with increase rate N — I'N) and decrease rate N —
BN 1, By Lemma [22, Lemma EC.17], starting from 1, the probability i} of I(N) hitting x before
returning to 0 is given by
B = L < _Nom

YT MR T e N N2

gexp{_ ;_1”1—?\71\’%8}:exp{_x(a;;]1)+[51\1%s}\(fx—1)},

(F.2)

where the second inequality is due to 1 -z < e %, for z > 0. Now, recall CZ-(N) fori > 1,
from (6.1). Smce rate of increase of IN) is Q QéN) =N-IN) — QgN) < NI, in the
interval [§2i ,@21. +1], we can naturally couple the processes I(N)(t) and TV (t) with I(N (@21 )=
™) (gg\])) = 1, such that sample path-wise, IV) is dominated by the process I(N). Thus, taking
x = N2 in (E2), we have that for each i > 1 and large enough N,

1
supsupP(, ( sup  IM(1) > NE) < < oo, (E3)

121 X,y,Z Cg\])gtggg\i)l
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where ¢ is a positive constant. This bounds I(N) on each of its excursions. Now we will consider
the interval |0, CiN)]. Take N; € N such that N2+ > K;N2~¢ and holds for all N > Nj.
Note that for all N > N; and x < KlN%_S, y>0,

lP(x,y,;)( sup IN)(1) > ZN%J“‘S) < IP( TN (#) hits 2N 21 before hitting 0| ™ (0) = x)

o<t<g™
< P (I™) () hits 2N2 7 before hitting 0| N (0) = | K, N2~¢
g

< IP(T (N)(#) hits N2* before hitting 0| I™) (0) = 1) s

where for the third 1nequa11ty, we consider two copies of the process TN): {7V (¢),¢ > 0] (0) =

1} and {I )t > 0|I )(0) = | K N? ~¢]} which are coupled as follows: if there is a new ar-
(N)

rival in I (that is, [ I'N) increases by 1), then there is an arrival in T

if there is a departure in Tz( )

. oo N-IV
with probability N—iifm’
then there is a departure 1n I (or 1f L I'™) was zero before the
departure, it stays zero after it). In this way, \Il ( ) — 2 ( )| < K;{N2~¢ for all t which implies

that the third inequality holds. Also, writing i}/ := inf{i > 0 : (jg\jrg > N?T}, we have by the
same argument used to derive (E.§),

3 3
sup Il')(l}k\}k > §N1+28T) < e—ﬁNlJrZsT.
1
x<KiN27%,
]/SK2N%+£

Hence, uniformly over all x < K1N %_8, y < KoN %+£, and feasible z,

]P(x,y,;)( sup I(N)ZZN%+‘5>
0<t<N2T

3 . 1
SNTET) 4P (sup 1M(1) 2 2NE)

< Playa (i 2 w
0<t<ey

3 1 _pN2
+ ENHZSTs'upIP(x,M)( ) sup ) N > N2+‘5> < ge N7,
=1 & <t<Cnh
Moreover, for all N > Ny, x < K{Nz ¢, y < KyNate,

P ! N2&T1(N>( )ds > 2N—21°
P (mz)(W /0 5)845 = )

< sup]l’(xryé)( sup N (s) > 2N%+‘5> < ge~ N,
z 0<s<N2T

This completes the proof. O
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