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Abstract

In this paper, we mainly consider the decay property of stopped MX /M /1-queueing
networks with d(> 2) nodes. The exact value of the decay parameter ¢ is obtained by using
a new method. Then, the corresponding A¢-invariant measures and quasi-distributions are
presented.
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1. Introduction

The decay property plays an important role in the development of continuous-time and
discrete-time Markov chains. The existence of decay parameter was firstly revealed by
Kingman [11] which showed that if C' is an irreducible class of a continuous-time Markov
chain on the state space E, then there exists a nonnegative number Ao, called the decay
parameter of the corresponding process, such that for all 7,7 € C,

1
i log pij(t) = —A¢ as t — 400,

where P(t) = (p;;(t) : 4,5 € E) is the transition function of the corresponding continuous-
time Markov chain. It can be proved that this decay parameter can be expressed as

Ao = int{A>0: / M pis(t)dt = 50} = supfA > 0 / Ap(t)dt < oo}, (1)
0 0

where the latter two quantities in (LI]) are independent of i,j € C. Beginning with this
pioneer and remarkable work, the theory of decay property has been flourished due to
much important research, including Flaspohler [§], Pollett [19, 20], Darroch and Seneta [0],
Kelly [9], Kijima [10], Nair and Pollett [I7], Tweedie [23], Van Doorn [21 22] and many
others.
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The deep relationship between invariant measures and quasi-stationary distributions has
been revealed by Van Doorn [22], and Nair and Pollett [I7]. In spite of flourish developments
in both continuous-time Markov chains and queueing theory, it seems that the deep rela-
tionship between decay properties and Markov queueing models has not been fully revealed.
In fact, even calculating the exact value of the decay parameter for most transient Markov
queueing models remains open yet.

On the other hand, Markov queueing theory occupies a significant niche in applied
probability and plays an important role both in the development of general queueing theory
and in the theory and application of continuous-time Markov chains, see for example,
Anderson [I], Asmussen and Hering [2], Asmussen [3], Athreya and Jagers [B], Gross and
Harris [7], Kleinrock [12], Medhi [16]), Pakes and Tavaré [I§] and Lucantoni [15].

The main aim of this paper is to consider the decay properties of stopped MX/M/1-
queueing networks with d nodes. Its evolution can be described as follows:

(i) The network consists of d nodes, labeled 1,2,---,d, where d < oo. For each k =
1,2,---,d, when the k’th node is nonempty, the entrance of this node is open and arrival
of customers from outside to this node follows a compound Poisson process with arrival
rates Ap; (j > 1); When the £’th node is empty, the entrance of this node is closed and no

o0
customer from outside is allowed to enter this node. Therefore, \; := > Az, is the whole

7=1
arrival rate of customers at the k’th node;

(ii) There is exactly one sever with service rate u, at node k. When a customer at node
k has been served, he/she leaves the system with probability 7,, or transfer to node j with

d
probability v, (k,j =1,---,d), where ), =1 for each k;
7=0

(iii) The arrival of customers and service at each node are all independent of each other;
(iv) When the network is empty, it stops.

For convenience of our discussion, we adopt the following conventions throughout this
paper:

(C—l) Zi = {(il,- . ,id) T, ,0g € Z+}
(C-2) [0,1] = {(z1, -+ ,2q) : 0 <y, g < 1}
(C-3) Xy () is the indicator of Z1.

(C-4) 0= (0,---,0), 1=(1,---,1), & = (0,---,1;---,0) are vectors in [0, 1]¢.
(C-5) Define Ty (i) = i — e, + ¢ for k,l € {1,2,--- ,d} and i € Z¢ with 4, > 0.

By the above description in (i)-(iv), the stopped M* /M /1-queuing network with d nodes
satisfies the following conditions:

o 7d
(a) the state space is Z¢ ;
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(b) its generator Q = (gi; : 4,j € Z7) satisfies

r)\kl, if 1£ 0,1, >0, 3= 1+ ley,
HE Vo> ifi, >0,7=1— e,

W= ch]zm if iy > 0,5 = Tu(9), (1.2)
_ggﬁwdxmw,ﬁﬁﬁ#a

0 otherwise.

\

The matrix @ given in ([L.2]) is called a d-QN ¢-matrix. Without loss of generality, we
may assume that v, = 0 for all £ € {1,2,--- ,d}. In order to avoid trivial cases, we further
assume that vy, > 0 for some k € {1,2,--- ,d} and the routing matrix I' = (v;; : 1 <4, j <
d) is irreducible, which guarantees that C := Z% \ {0} is communicating.

For d-QN g-matrix @) given in (L2)), by the theory of Markov processes, we know that @
determines exactly one Markov process, i.e., the Feller minimal Q-process. Let {X(t) : ¢ >
0} be the Q-process and P(t) = (p;(t) : 4,j € Z%) be the transition probability function of
{X(t): t > 0}.

It is well known that the decay parameter and quasi-stationary distributions are closely
linked with the so-called p-subinvariant/invariant measures and p-subinvariant/invariant
vectors. An elementary but detailed discussion of this theory can be seen in Anderson [IJ.
For convenience, we briefly repeat these definitions as follows:

Definition 1.1. Let Q = (g;; : 4,5 € Z%) be a dQN g-matrix given in (L2) and C be a

communicating class. Assume that x> 0. A set (m; : © € C) of positive numbers is called
a p-subinvariant measure for ) on C if

> migi < —pmy,  jEC. (1.3)
icC
If the equality holds in (L3]), then (m;: 2 € C) is called a p-invariant measure for @) on C.
Definition 1.2. Let Q = (gi: ¢,j € Z%) be a d-QN ¢g-matrix given in ([L2), P(t) = (pi(t) :

1,7 € Z7) be the Q-process and C be a communicating class. Assume that (m;: 3¢ C) is a
probability distribution over C. Denote p;(t) = > myp;(t) for je C,t > 0. If

weC
gﬁb)zmﬁ jeC,t>0, (1.4)
J
e’

then (m; : ¢ € C) is called a quasi-stationary distribution.

Li and Chen [I3] considered the decay property of Markovian bulk-arrival queues with
control at idle time. Li and Wang [14] discussed the decay property of n-type branching
processes. The main purpose of this paper is to investigate the decay properties of stopped
MX /M /1-queueing networks with d nodes. Different from the one-node case, when a
customer at one node has finished his/her service, he/she can enter another node and make
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the queue length at another node changed. Therefore, the method used in Li and Chen [I3]
is not applicable (see Theorems B.2H3.3) and some new approaches should be used in the
current situation.

The structure of this paper is organized as follows. Some preliminary results are firstly
establish in Section 2. In Section 3, the exact value of decay parameter is obtained. The
Ac-invariant measure and quasi-stationary distribution are discussed in Section 4.

2. Preliminaries

In order to discuss the decay properties of stopped M~ /M /1-queueing networks with
d nodes, we make some preliminaries regarding our model in this section. Since (@ is
determined by the sequences {A\g; : j > Lk =1,---,d}, {yu:1 <k <d,0<1<d}
and {uy, : 1 < k < d}, we define the following functions as

Ak(l'k) = Z)‘iji’ k‘ = 1, s ,d
j=1

d
i) = pr (ko + Z%m), k=1,---,d

=1
and denote
Bi(z) = zp[Ax(zr) — M) + Th(®) — pzy, k=1,2,---,d,
where & = (21, -+ ,24). Let
1
Tk = 1
lim sup,, _, o vV Akn
be the convergence radius of Ay (zy) for each k = 1,---  d. It is obvious that r, > 1 (k =
d
1,---,d) and therefore, {By(z) : k =1,---,d} are well-defined at least on [] [0, ry].
k=1
For convenience of notations, let
( .
e 1o J= Oa
—fe — Ak, J= e,
bg‘k) = KKVl J=e,l=1--.d (2.1)
)\kna ]:(n+1)ek,n21,
L0, otherwise.

Then, g;; and By(x) can be rewritten as

d (k) : R
kz: bj—i—l-ekx 7 ;é 07.7 € Z-‘,—v
-1

0, otherwise

{ik>0,j—i+ekezd+} )

qij =
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and
Bi(z) = 0"a
jezd

respectively.

The following lemma shows the basic property of the transition probability function of
{X(t): t > 0}.

Lemma 2.1. Let Q = (q;; : t,j € Z%) be a d-QN g-matriz given in ([L2), P(t) = (py(t) :
i,j € Z1) and ®(\) = (¢4(N) : 1,5 € Z1) be the Q-function and Q-resolvent, respectively.
Then for any i € Z2,

Pig(t) + % = ; By(x) - F*) (t, x), (2.2)

or in resolvent version

Abio(N) + A\, @) — 2 =Y By(x) - 2 (N, @), (2.3)

k=1
where Fy(t, @) = Y py(t) - o, FP(t, @) = 3 py(t) - a9, S\, x) = Y ¢5(\) - @ and
jec ject jec
W\ @)= 3 ¢i(N) - @ with CF = {ieC:ip >0}
jec;

Proof. By the Kolmogorov forward equations, we know that for any ¢, 7 € Zﬁlr,
d
k
Piolt) = Y pie, (1)
k=1

d
/ _ (k)
py(t) = Zpil(t)Zbj_l+ekX{lk>0yj7Hekezi}
leC k=1

d

B . (k) )
- Z Z p”(t)bj—HekX{ijekGZi}’ Jec

k=1 1ec;t

Multiplying @’ on both sides of the above equality and then summing on j € Z% yields

d

Do Pty @ = Bi(x) Y pyt)d

jezd k=1 jec;

Hence, (2.2)) is proved. Taking Laplace transform on both sides of (2.2]) immediately yields

@3). 0 0
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Denote B(x) = (Bi(x), -, By(x)) and let

Bij(x) = %,
J

The matrices (B;;(x)) and (g;;(x)) are denoted by B'(x) and G(z), respectively. Since

o0

(i +X) 7 20+ D, i=
gij(l) = =1
(pi + )" iy, i # 7,

it is easy to see that G(1) is positively regular, i.e., there exists an integer N such that
[G(1)]Y > 0.

Let p(x) denote the maximal eigenvalue of B'(xz). The following lemma presents the
property of B(x).

Lemma 2.2. The system of equations
B(z)=0 (2.4)

has at most two solutions in [0,1]%. Let ¢ = (q1,- - ,qa) denote the smallest nonnegative
solution of (24]). Then,

(i) qx is the extinction probability when the process starts at state e, (k = 1,---,d).
Moreover, if p(1) <0, then q = 1; while if p(1) > 0, then ¢ < 1, i.e., q1, - ,qa < 1.
(i) p(q) < 0.

Proof. Since G(1) is positively regular, I' = (v;; : 1 < 4,5 < d) is irreducible and X\, >
0(k=1,---,d). Hence, (i)-(ii) follow from Athreya [5]. O O

In addition, the following lemma reveals the property of p(x).

d
Lemma 2.3. (i) p(x) is continuous on [[[0,7x). Moreover, for any x < & (i.e., x) < Iy
k=1
forallk=1,---.d), p(x) < p(x).
(ii) For any = € [0,1]¢, there exist positive vectors v(x) and u(x) such that

and
u(z) B (z) = p(z)u(w).
Proof. The characteristic polynomial of B'(z) can be expressed as

fOvz) =2+ A () -+ Ag(),

d

where all the functions Ag(x) (K = 1,---,d) are continuous in € [][0,7) because
k=1

By(x) (k,l = 1,---,d) are continuous. For any x — , if f(A;&) > 0, then it follows
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from the continuity of f(A;x) in @ that f(A;x) > 0 for @ being close to &. Therefore,
liminf p(x) > p(&). Similarly, if f(A\;&) < 0, then f(\;x) < 0 for x being close to Z.
T—T

Therefore, limsup p(z) < p(Z). Thus, p(z) is continuous. The monotone property of p(z)

T—T
follows from Lemma 2.6 of Li and Wang [I4]. (i) is proved.
(ii) follows from Athreya [5]. The proof is complete. O O

3. Decay parameter

Having made some preliminaries in the previous section, we now consider the decay
parameter Ac of P(t) on C = Z% \ {0}.
For any A € (—00, o), consider the system of inequalities:

B(z) + Az < 0. (3.1)
Let
A, = sup{\ : @) has a solution in [0,00)%}. (3.2)

Lemma 3.1. (i) 0 < A\, <min{ A\, +px: k=1,--- ,d}.
(ii) The system of equations

B(x) + \x= 0 (3.3)

d
has exactly one solution q, = (qs1,-* ,Gea) on [][0,7x].
k=1

(iii) For any \ < A, the system of equations

B(z) + \z=0 (3.4)

d
has exactly one solution on ][0, gu].
k=1
Proof. Since = 1 is a solution of [B.I]) for A = 0, we know that A\, > 0. On the other
hand, for any A such that (3] has a solution z € [0, 00),

\ < _ Bi(®)

<X+ pgp, k=1,---.d.

Hence, A, <min{\; + pug: k=1,---,d}. (i) is proved.
Next prove (ii). By the definition of A, and the continuity of By (x), we know that the
system of inequalities

B(z) + \z< 0 (3.5)

d d
has solution on [][0,ry]. Next, we prove that (B.5) has exactly one solution on [] [0, ry].
k=1 -

k=1
Indeed, suppose & = (Z1,- -+ ,%4) and & = (&1, ,&4) are two different solutions of (B.H).
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Denote fy(x) = Bi(x)) + Az, (K = 1,---,d) and let f/(x) be the Hessen matrix of

o

fr(z), ie, fll(x) = (8235’53_ : 4,7 = 1,--+,d). Then, for any k, f!/(x) = diag(> (j +

j=1

Djgal - Z( + 1)jAga? "), which is definitely positive for & # 0. Therefore, f;(x)

is convex on ﬁ (0,7x]. By the property of convex function, we know that for any 6 € (0, 1)
and z= (1 6T)§: Oz,
fi(2) < (1= 0) fu(@) + 0 f1 () < 0.
Fix 6y € (0,1) and take z= (1 — 0y)x + Hp2. Then
fx(2) = Be(z) + M2 <0, k=1,---,d.
Take

\ = mln{—B +(2)

k=1, ,d}.

2k
Then, A > A, and Bi(z) + A% < Bi(2) — B’“(z) -z, =0for k=1,---,d, which contradicts

d
with the definition of \,. Therefore, (8.5]) has exactly one solution on [][0,7x]. Hence, by
k=1
d
Li and Wang [14], we further know that (33]) has exact one solution solution on [] [0, rg].
k=1
Now prove (iii). Since q, = (¢«1, - -+ , G=a) is a solution of ([B.3)), we see that B(q,)+Aq, < O.
d

By Li and Wang [14], (84) has exactly one solution on [][0, g.x]. The proof is complete.
k=1

U U

By Lemma Bl we use q, = (¢ux : K = 1,--- ,d) to denote the unique solution of (B3)

and use g(A) = (q1(N), -+ ,qa(N)) to denote the unique solution of (3.4 on H 0, gux] for
=1
A € [0,\,] in the following. The following theorem reveals the relationship of p(gq(N\)) and

A€ [0, A

Theorem 3.1. (i) For any A € [0, \.], let g(\) = (q1(A), -+ ,qa(N)) be the unique solution
d
of B(x) + Ax= 0 on [][0, qx]. We have p(g(N)) < —A.

k=1

(ii) If g, € H [0, 7%), then p(q,) = —A..

(iii) If p(1 )—O then A\, =0 and q, = 1.

Proof. First prove (i). Let A € [0, \,] and g(\) = (¢1(A), -+, qa(A)) be the unique solution

d
of B(x) + Ax = 0on [][0,g.]. Consider
k=1

Bi(x) = Br(q(\) ® ) + A\gpe(N)zp, k=1,---,d,



Short title 9

where g(\) ® €= (g1 (N1, ,qa(N)xq). It is easy to see that
B(z) = (Bi(), -, Ba(x)) = 0

has exactly one solution on [0,1]9, that is 1. Let (1) denote the maximal eigenvalue

of B/(I). By Lemma 22 p(1) < 0. On the other hand, one can check that B/(I) =
(B'(g(\))+AI)-diag(qi(N), -+, qa(N)). Hence, by Lemma 2.4 of Li and Wang [14], we know
that p(g(\)) + A <0, ie., p(g(\) < —A. (i) is proved.

Next prove (ii). By Lemma 2.6 of Li and Wang [I4], there exists a positive eigenvector
v* = (vf,---,v}) such that

d
Z Bu(q)v; = p(q)vi, k=1,---d.
=1

By Taylor expansion,

Bi(q, + ev") + A\(qur + €v})

d
10B}(q, + 0=v")
— B * - k\ 4 2 )\* *
lz_; kl(q*)01€+2 8:)3% €%+ Asevy,
10B? Pev*
2 oz},

If p(q,) < —A., then it follows from the above equalities that for k =1,--- ,d,
Bi(gq, +ev") + A\(qur +evy) <0
with small € > 0. Hence, there exists € > 0 such that

Bi(q, +60°) + M(qus +80) <0, k=1,---,d.

Let A = — max{ 2@t At eh) . < ) < g} Then, A > A, and

U
Bi(q, + &) + Mg + 8v) <0, k=1,---.d,

which contradicts with the definition of A.. Therefore, p(q,) = —\..

Now prove (iii). Suppose that p(1) = 0 but A\, > 0. Denote D = {k : g < 1}. Since
p(1) =0, we know that {1,2,--- ,d}\ D # (. If D # (), then we can assume D = {1,---  k}
without loss of generality. Then,

Bi(qa, a4, 1, 1) < Bi(q,) <0, k=1, .k
and

Bilgu, iy Lo+ 1) S Bp(1) <0, k=k+1,--- d.
By Lemma 2.6 of Li and Wang [14],

B(x) =0
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k
has a solution on [T [0, ¢ux] % [0, 1]%7%, which contradicts with p(1) = 0. Therefore, we have
k=1

d
q. € [I1(1,ry]. However,
k=1

10“B
—)\*Q*k = Bk q* ZBM q*l )—]— 507162()(%% — 1)2’ k= 1’ ’d’

where a € [][1, ¢.). By Lemma [22] there exists a positive vector u* = (uj,--- ,u}) such
k=1
that

&

d
> upBu(1)=0, 1=1,--
k=1

Therefore,

d

,0?By(a
—zum*k 32t o U
k

which is a contradiction. Therefore, A, = 0. Hence, g, = 1. The proof is complete. [ [J
The following theorem gives a lower bound of A¢.

Theorem 3.2. Suppose that () is the d-QN g-matriz defined in (L2) and P(t) = (py(t) :
i,j € Z%) is the Q-function. Then Ae¢ > A.. Furthermore, if A, = —p(q,), then

Ae = A

Proof. First prove A\¢ > A.. Let q, = (¢.1," ", ¢«a) be the nonnegative solution of (B3.3]).
Define

vi=¢q', i= (i, --,iq) €C.
Denote D(2) = {k : ix > 0}. Then D(3) # () for 4= (i1, - ,i4) € C and

Z qikVk

keC
= > (uk Vel + Z%l e RO BRT b Akqi)
keD(1) j=1
= qi Z q;kluk(7k0 + Z Vil — Q*k) + Z )‘quik - )‘k]
keD(4) =1 J=1
- ¢y e
keD(d) Gk

IN

—>\*’Ui.
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Therefore, (¢ : j € C) is a A\,-subinvariant vector for () on C. By the Anderson [I] (remarks
on p.175), we know that A\¢ > A,.

Now prove the second assertion. By Theorem[B.1], there exists a unique q, = (¢1, - , Gxa) €
d
[1[0,7x] such that B(q,) + A\.g, = 0 and hence by Li & Wang [14], we have p(q,) < 0.
k=1
(a) First assume that p(1) = 0. In this case, A\, = 0 and q, = 1. Suppose that A\¢ > A\, =

0. Then for any A € (0, A¢), we have [~ eMpje, (t)dt < oo for 4 # 0 and k =1,---,d. By

the proof of Lemma 2] [ eMpjy(t)dt < oo and hence T™(x) := [* FP (¢, @)dt < oo for

d
x € [[[0,7x). Therefore,
k=1

1—x = i Bi(z) - TW ()

and hence

d d
9T *)
~610=Y_ Bu(x) - TW(x) + Y Bi()- T:l(m)’ l=1,---.,d. (3.6)
k=1

k=1

On the other hand, by Lemma [2.2] there exists a positive vector v(x) = (v (), -, vq(x))
such that

d (&) (o
S Bu@) Y aTTl()v,(m) — —u(a).

k=1 =1

Let & 1T 1, we can see that the left hand side is nonnegative while the right hand side is
—v1(1) < 0, which is a contradiction. Therefore, A\ = 0.
(b) We now remove the condition p(1) = 0. Suppose that A, = —p(gq,). Obviously,

x>0 (k=1,---,d). We can define Q = (g;: 4,j € C) as follows:

d
7 (k .. . .
Cj" — kzl §—)i+ekX{ik>o}’ %7 S C’J_ 1+ e € Zi’
Y =
0,

otherwise,

where Bﬁk) = b;k) @ % + 0 N (JEZL k=1, d) with {b;k)} being given in (2.1]).
Let (pi(t) : 4,5 € C) be the minimal Q-function and By(x) be the generating function of
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(" jezi} (k=1,---,d). Then
. 7(k
Bi(z) = > bal
jezd
= b @k ;0 \) 2
(] qzk + J,€k *)
jezd
where g, @ € = (121, , GxaTa)-

Since (¢ : j € C) is a \,-subinvariant vector for @ on C and note that for any 4,5 € C,

Mg_

~ k) i—4
Qij = (b§ z+ekq7 +5i7j)\*)X{ik>0}

k=1

d

k) j—1
— Z(b‘g itep -+ 61’-7)\*)X{7'k>0} Qi

k=1
¢
= (Qi,j + 51’,3')\*)?7

*

by Lemma 5.4.2 of Anderson [I], we know that
pi(t) = ¢ "pi(t)e™!, i jeC.

Denote Ae = sup{\ : ooe)‘tﬁ, )dt < oo}, which is independent of 4,7 € C by King-
i(t

man [11]. We claim that Ae = 0. Indeed, suppose that Ae > 0. It follows from Kolmogorov
forward equations that

d

S e = Bu@) > gt =3 e, (0D,

jeC jEC,:r k=1

In particular,
= Y T ) 0
JGCIQL

where T®)(z) = 37 (f57 Peyj(t)dt) @~ < co. Hence,

ject

o 702 + 3 By () L@
—0p,1 = ZBM(JZ) Z T Z 5 , l=1,---d. (3.7)
k=1 jec;t k=1 i
Define

A =sup{A > 0: B(x) + Az < 0 has a solution in [0, +00)?}.
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~ d ~
Then A, = 0. Since g, € kl;[l[O,rk), the unique solution of B(z) = 01is 1 < (/L,---, ).
Therefore, by Theorem B.II(ii), the maximal eigenvalue of B/(I) is 0. By Lemma 22 there
exists a positive vector ¥ = (q,- -+, U4) such that

d
> Bu(1) =0, k=1, d

k=1

Multiplying ¢; and then summing on [, yield that —v; = 0, which is a contradiction. Hence,
A¢ = 0 and thus A\¢ = A,. The proof is complete. O O

The following theorem gives the exact value of A¢.

Theorem 3.3. Suppose that Q) is the d-QN g-matriz defined in (L2) and P(t) = (py(t) :
i,j € Z%) is the Q-function. Then Ae = \..

Proof. By Theorem 3.2, we only need to consider the case that A, < —p(q,). Let (¢4(N) :
i,j € Z%) denote the Laplace transform of (p;(t) : 4,5 € Z%). For any n > 2, define

d
. . . d
i =
O otherwise,
() _ (k) L o () _ (1) s s
where b, = b;"x (k=1,---,d,n > 2). It is obvious that Q' = (g;;" : 4,5 € Z%)

is a nonconservative generator matrix as in ([Z) and C is still communicating for each
QM (n > Np). Let (upi(t) : 4,5 € Z%) and (,04()\) : 4,5 € Z;) be the Feller minimal
Q-function and the Feller minimal Q™-resolvent, respectively. Define

B (x) =Y bl k=1, .d n>N

jezd
and
A = sup{\ > 0 : B™(z) + Az = 0 has a root in [0, c0)?},

where B™ (z) = (B (x),--- , B! (x)). Obviously, the generating function B™ () is well-

defined on [0,00)%, i.e., the convergence radius of {B,(c")(m) :k=1,---,d} are all infinite.
By Theorem B A = —p{"” (¢{™), where ¢ is the unique solution of B (z) + \"z =0
and pi"” (") is the maximal eigenvalue of (B(")(q* ) k= -+ ,d). Therefore, by

Theorem B.2] the decay parameter of (,p;(t) : 2,5 € Z%) for C is )‘c ="
We now prove that A | A, (n 1 00). Indeed, by the definition of B (), we see that

d
B™(z) < B""(x) < B(x), Vaxe ][0, n> N (3.8)
k=1
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It can be easily proved that A™ > A" > ), (n > Np). Therefore, A := lim A >

n— oo

We further claim that A = \,. Actually, if 5\ > \,, then choose = (A, A). By Lemma 311

and (B8), there exists an unique ™ € H [0, gi) such that B™ (&™) + A\z™ = 0. By
k=1

the definition of B™(x) and the continuity of B(), there exists & € H [0, ¢«x] such that
k=

B(z) + M\ = 0, which contradicts with the definition of \,. Hence, A = )\
On the other hand, it is well known that (¢(A) : 4,5 € Z%1) and (,¢4()) : 4,5 € Z%) are

the minimal nonnegative solution of the Kolmogorov backward equations

¢i()

qi ..
+ Z l ¢l] 1,7 € Zi
- Qm A —

and

ngbl]()\) - ¢ n + i ) n ¢lj()\)a 1,] € Z+
RS

respectively. Furthermore, all of them can be obtained by the well-known iteration scheme.
Now note that qgl ) = gii (n > Np) and qgl") 1 qi (n 1 o0) for all ¢ # . By considering their
iteration schemes, we know that ,¢;(\) T ¢4(X) as n 1 oo and thus for their corresponding

transition functions we also have ,,p;;(t) T p(t) as n 1 co. Therefore, A = )\é") > \¢ which
implying A\, > A¢. Hence, by Theorem B2, A\¢c = A,. The proof is complete. O O

4. Transiency property and invariant measure

In this section, we further consider the transiency property and invariant measure of P(t).
As in the previous section, let g(\) = (¢1(\), -+, qa(\)) denote the unique solution of

B(x)+ X \z=0

d
on [0, gw] for A € [0, A\.]. The following conclusion is our main result in this section.
k=1

Theorem 4.1.  Suppose that Q) is the d-QN q-matriz defined in (L2) and P(t) = (p4(t)
i,j € Z%) is the Q-function. Then for any X € [0, \c] and i € C,
| vt < ¢y (1.1)
0

and

/ Ml (B)dt — 2 — A / M E(t, @)t —
0 0

B
Il 8
—

Bu(x) /0 T E® @ dt (42)

Hence, P(t) is A¢c-transient.
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Proof. For A\ € [0,A¢), we know that [~ eMpy(t)dt < oo for all 4,5 € C and hence
I~ eMply(t)dt < oo for all i € C. By Lemma 2]

M~

/ Ml (t)dt — @ — A / ME(t, m)dt =y By(x) - / MFEP(t m)dt, @ e H [0, G,

0 0 0

which implies that ([@2]) holds for A € [0, A¢). Let & = ¢()\) in the above equality, we get
[EI). Letting A 1 A¢ in @) yields [~ et!ply(t)dt < g and hence [° e 'py(t)dt < oo
for all 4,7 € C. Therefore, P(t) is Ac-transient and ([A.2)) holds for A € [0, A¢]. The proof is
complete. O O

k=1

Now, we turn our attention to the quasi-stationary distribution of the stopped MX /M /1
queue. We first consider the invariant measures.

Theorem 4.2.  Suppose that Q) is the d-QN g-matriz defined in (L2)) and P(t) = (pi(t) :
i,j € Z%) is the Q-function. Then for any X € [0, Ac],
(i) there exists a A\-invariant measure (m;: 4 € C) for Q on C, which is unique up to
constant multiples. Moreover, the generating function of this A-invariant measure

M(x) = mx® satisfies

icC
d d
AM(z) + > Bu(x)M® (z Zmek o ze []0.a), (4.3)
k=1 k=1
where M) (x) = > muz=% and {me, : k=1,---,d} are positive constants.
iec;

(ii) This measure (m;: 4 € C) is also a A-invariant for P(t) on C.
(iii) This A-invariant measure is convergent (i.e., Y m; < oo) if and only if p(1) < 0,

ieC
Ae >0 and A € (0, Ac].

Proof. Let A € [0, \¢]. Tt follows from Kolmogorov forward equations that for any i €
C,je 'z,

pzj Z Z pzl J H‘ek

k=1ject
Therefore,
o d o0
/ Ml (1) Z/ M Pie, (1)t (4.4)
0 = Jo
and for 3 € C,

)\/ it dt+ZZ/ M pa(t)d)by, o, = ~05 (4.5)
0

k=1iect
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Denote m = ([T eMpip(t)dt) ™" [77 eMpy(t)dt and Ag.i) = ( ;7 eMply(t)dt)'6;;. Then ()
and (IZEI) can be rewritten as

> oml) =1 (4.6)

k=1

and for j € C,

d
(@ § :E : (@pk)
k=1iect

Since mg? > 0, it can be easily seen from (4.6) that there exists a subsequence # such that

Me,, = limy_, m(el;) < oo for bg,k) > 0. As for b(ok) = 0, we may take m,, = 1. Then

d

> byme, =1. (4.8)

k=1

Consider (7) with j = e and note that (7)) also holds for 2 = 7, we can see that there
exist 0 < Mmeype, < 00 (k,l=1,---,d) satistying

d
Ag, + M, %)+ " me bl + Z Mepreb)) =0, k=1, d.

=1

By mathematical induction principle, we can obtain (m; : j € C) which are nonnegative and
finite such that

)\m,+ZZmlJ e, =0, JEC. (4.9)

k=1ject

Now we claim that all m; (j € C) are positive. Indeed, if m; = 0 for some 7 € C, then by the
communicating property of C, we know that m; = 0 for all j € C, which contradicts with
([ER). Therefore, m; : j € C) is a M-invariant measure for Q on C. Since [} e'pl(t)dt <
oo (2 € C), by letting A T A¢ in (L8)—(@I) and a similar argument as above, we get a
)\c—invariant measure for ) on C.
Since A < min{ —b(e],z) tk=1,---,d}, multiplying @/ on both sides of (Z.9) and summing
over j € C yield that

AM(z)+ Y Bu(m) MY (z Z me, b (4.10)

d
for & in some neighbour-hood of 0. Note that B(xz) # 0 for € ][0, qx), it is easily seen
k=1

d
that ([AI0) holds for € [][0,qx). (i) is proved.
k=1
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In order to prove (ii), by Theorem 5.4.3 in Anderson [I], we only need to prove that the
equations

> yig=—py;, 0<y;<my jEC (4.11)

icC

have no nontrivial solution for some p < A.
For any r < 0, since B(q) +rq = rq < 0, we know that B(x) + rx = 0 has exactly one

d
solution ¢(r) € [][0,qx) and q(r) 1 g as r 1 0.
k=1

If A > 0, then let £ = q(r) in (.I0) and let 7 1 0, we see that M (q) = \~* Z mek ) < o0.
Suppose that (y; : j € C) is a nontrivial solution of (LIl with p=0. A snnllar argument as

above yields that all y;'s are positive. Then it follows from (£.I0) that for any x € H 0, gl
=1

d
> Bi(a)Y W (x Zyek ) (4.12)
k=1

where Y®)(x) = > y;a . This contradicts with y; < m;.
ject
If A =0. Suppose that (y;: j € C) is a nontrivial solution of (A.I1]) with x < 0. Similarly,

d
we have that all y;’s are positive and that for any z € ][0, qx),

k=1
d d
pY () + > Be(m)Y P (m) = >y, by, (4.13)
k=1 k=1

where Y(z) = Y y;@, Y®(x) = Y y;a/ . Let & = g(r) in the above equality and note
jec ject

that y; < m; (j € C), by ([AI0) with A = 0 we know that

d
_lu’Y(q) S st)k)(mek - yek) < 007

k=1

which contradicts with (LI3)). (ii) is proved.
Finally, suppose that p(1) < 0, A\¢ > 0 and A € (0, A¢]. Then ¢ = 1. Let = ¢q(r) in

E3), we get
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Conversely, suppose that M (1) < co. If A =0, then by (£3]) with & = ¢(r), we have

d d
(k) — i (k)
;M (1)_1%1;%(7")M (q(r)) = ~limr™ Zb Me, = 00.

Thus, A > 0 and hence A\¢ > 0. By Lemma Bl for any A € (0, \¢], B(x) + Az = 0 has an
d d
unique solution g(A) € [][0, gux). If p(1) = 0, then we claim that g(\) € [] (1, gux). Indeed,
k=1 k=1
it H={k:q.(\) <1} #0, then

By(7) < Be(q(N) = —Aqe(A) <0, ke H
and
Bp(7?) < Bi(1)=0, ke{l,---,d} \ H,

where 7= (7, : k = 1,- ,d) with 7, = qx(\) (k € H) and 7, = 1 (k € {1,--- ,d} \ H).
Therefore, there exists & € H [0,7,] € [0,1]¢ such that B(Z) = 0. Since p(1) = 0, we

have & = r = 1 which contradlcts with Bg(7) < —Aqp(\) < 0(k € H). Therefore, g(\) €
d
[1(1, gu]. However, by Theorem B.I] and Lemma 23] —X > p(gq(\)) > p(1) = 0. This is
k=1
a contradiction. If p(1) > 0, then g € [0,1)%. Since M(1) < oo, we know that (£3]) holds

d

for z € [0,1]%. Let £ = q and 1 in (@3], we get AM(q) = > mekbg)k) = AM(1), which is a
k=1

contradiction. Therefore, p(1) < 0. The proof is complete. O O

Acknowledgement

This work is supported by the National Key Research and Development Program of
China (2022YFA1004600) and the National Natural Sciences Foundations of China (No.
11771452).

Declarations

We declare that the authors of this paper have no competing interests as defined by
Springer Nature, or other interests that might be perceived to influence the results and/or
discussion reported in this paper.

We also declare that the data used to support the findings of this study are included
within the article.

References

[1] Anderson W. (1991) Continuous-Time Markov Chains: An Applications-Oriented
Approach. Springer-Verlag, New York.

[2] Asmussen S. and Hering H. (1983) Branching Processes. Birkhauser, Boston.



Short title 19

3]

[4]
[5]

[10]

[11]

[12]

[13]

[14]

[15]

[16]

[17]

[18]

[19]

Asmussen S. (2003) Applied probability and Queues, 2nd ed.. Springer-Verlag, New
York.

Athreya K.B. and Ney P.E. (1972) Branching Processes. Springer, Berlin.

Athreya K.B. and Jagers P. (1996) Classical and Modern Branching Processes. Springer,
Berlin.

Darroch J.N. and Seneta E. (1967) On quasi-stationary distributions in absorbing
continuous-time finite Markov chains. J. Appl. Probab., 4, 192-196.

Gross D. and Harris C.M. (1985) Fundamentals of Queueing Theory. Wiley: New York.

Flaspohler D.C. (1974) Quasi-stationary distributions for absorbing continuous-time
denumerable Markov chains. Ann. Inst. Statist. Math., 26, 351-356.

Kelly F.P. (1983) Invariant measures and the generator. In Kingman, J.F.C. and
Reuter, G.E., eds. Probability, Statistics, and Analysis. London Math. Soc. Lecture
Notes Series 79. Cambridge University Press, pp. 143-160.

Kijima M. (1963) Quasi-limiting distributions of Markov chains that are skip-free to
the left in continuous-time. J. Appl. Prob., 30, 509-517.

Kingman J.F.C. (1963) The exponential decay of Markov transition probability. Proc.
London Math. Soc., 13, 337-358.

Kleinrock 1. (1975) Queueing Systems, Vol.1. Wiley: New York.

Li J.P. and Chen A.Y. (2013) Decay parameter and invariant measures for Markovian
bulk-arrival queues with control at idle time. Methodology Comput. Appl. Prob.,
15(2):467-484.

Li J.P. Wang J. (2012) Decay parameter and related properties of n-type branching
processes. Science in China Series A:Mathematics., 55, 2535-2556.

Lucantoni D.M. and Neuts M.F. (1994) Some steady-state distributions for the
MAP/SM/1 queue. Stoch. Models, 10, 575-589.

Medhi J. (1991) Stochastic Models in Queuing Theory. Academic Press, San Diego,
CA.

Nair M.G. and Pollett P.K. (1993) On the relationship between p-invariant measures
and quasi-stationary distributions for continuous-time Markov chains. Adv. Appl.
Probab., 25, 82-102.

Pakes A.G. and Tavaré S. (1981) Comments on the age distribution of Markov
processes. Adv. Appl. Prob., 13, 681-703.

Pollett P.K. (1986) On the equivalence of p-invariant measures for the minimal process
and its g-matrix. Stochastic Proc. Appl., 22, 203-221.



20 AUTHOR NAMES

[20] Pollett P.K. (1988) Reversibility, invariance and p-invariance. Adv. Appl. Prob., 20,
600-621.

[21] Van Doorn E.A. (1985) Conditions for exponential ergodicity and bounds for the decay
parameter of a birth-death process. Adv. Appl. Probab., 17, 514-530.

[22] Van Doorn E.A. (1991) Quasi-stationary distributions and convergence to quasi-
stationarity of birth-death processes. Adv. Appl. Probab., 23, 683-700.

[23] Tweedie R.L. (1974) Some ergodic properties of the Feller minimal process. Quart, J.
Math. Ozxford., 25(2):485-493.



