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Decay property of stopped MX/M/1-queueing networks
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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 λC is obtained by using
a new method. Then, the corresponding λC-invariant measures and quasi-distributions are
presented.

Keywords: Queueing networks, decay parameter, invariant measures, subinvariant measures,
subinvariant vectors, quasi-distributions

AMS 2000 SUBJECT CLASSIFICATION: PRIMARY 60J27
SECONDARY 60J35

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 λC , called the decay
parameter of the corresponding process, such that for all i, j ∈ C,

1

t
log pij(t) → −λC as t → +∞,

where P (t) = (pij(t) : i, j ∈ E) is the transition function of the corresponding continuous-
time Markov chain. It can be proved that this decay parameter can be expressed as

λC = inf{λ ≥ 0 :

∫ ∞

0

eλtpij(t)dt = ∞} = sup{λ ≥ 0 :

∫ ∞

0

eλtpij(t)dt < ∞}, (1.1)

where the latter two quantities in (1.1) 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 [8], Pollett [19, 20], Darroch and Seneta [6],
Kelly [9], Kijima [10], Nair and Pollett [17], 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 [17]. 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 [1], Asmussen and Hering [2], Asmussen [3], Athreya and Jagers [5], Gross and
Harris [7], Kleinrock [12], Medhi [16]), Pakes and Tavaré [18] 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 < ∞. 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 λkj (j ≥ 1); When the k’th node is empty, the entrance of this node is closed and no

customer from outside is allowed to enter this node. Therefore, λk :=
∞
∑

j=1

λkj is the whole

arrival rate of customers at the k’th node;

(ii) There is exactly one sever with service rate µ
k
at node k. When a customer at node

k has been served, he/she leaves the system with probability γ
k0

or transfer to node j with

probability γ
kj

(k, j = 1, · · · , d), where
d
∑

j=0

γ
kj
= 1 for each k;

(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-1) Zd
+ = {(i1, · · · , id) : i1, · · · , id ∈ Z+}.

(C-2) [0, 1]d = {(x1, · · · , xd) : 0 ≤ x1, · · · , xd ≤ 1}.
(C-3) χ

Zd
+

(·) is the indicator of Zd
+.

(C-4) 0 = (0, · · · , 0), 1 = (1, · · · , 1), ei = (0, · · · , 1i, · · · , 0) are vectors in [0, 1]d.

(C-5) Define Tkl(i) = i− ek + el for k, l ∈ {1, 2, · · · , d} and i ∈ Zd
+ with ik > 0.

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

(a) the state space is Zd
+;
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(b) its generator Q = (qij : i, j ∈ Zd
+) satisfies

qij =







































λkl, if i 6= 0, ik > 0, j = i+ lek,

µkγk0
, if ik > 0, j = i− ek,

µkγkl
, if ik > 0, j = Tkl(i),

−
d
∑

k=1

(λk + µk) · χ{ik>0}
, if j = i 6= 0,

0, otherwise.

(1.2)

The matrix Q given in (1.2) is called a d-QN q-matrix. Without loss of generality, we
may assume that γkk = 0 for all k ∈ {1, 2, · · · , d}. In order to avoid trivial cases, we further
assume that γk0 > 0 for some k ∈ {1, 2, · · · , d} and the routing matrix Γ = (γij : 1 ≤ i, j ≤
d) is irreducible, which guarantees that C := Zd

+ \ {0} is communicating.
For d-QN q-matrix Q given in (1.2), by the theory of Markov processes, we know that Q

determines exactly one Markov process, i.e., the Feller minimal Q-process. Let {X(t) : t ≥
0} be the Q-process and P (t) = (pij(t) : i, j ∈ Zd

+) 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 µ-subinvariant/invariant measures and µ-subinvariant/invariant
vectors. An elementary but detailed discussion of this theory can be seen in Anderson [1].
For convenience, we briefly repeat these definitions as follows:

Definition 1.1. Let Q = (qij : i, j ∈ Zd
+) be a dQN q-matrix given in (1.2) and C be a

communicating class. Assume that µ ≥ 0. A set (mi : i ∈ C) of positive numbers is called
a µ-subinvariant measure for Q on C if

∑

i∈C

miqij ≤ −µmj, j ∈ C. (1.3)

If the equality holds in (1.3), then (mi : i ∈ C) is called a µ-invariant measure for Q on C.
Definition 1.2. Let Q = (qij : i, j ∈ Zd

+) be a d-QN q-matrix given in (1.2), P (t) = (pij(t) :
i, j ∈ Zm

+ ) be the Q-process and C be a communicating class. Assume that (mi : i ∈ C) is a
probability distribution over C. Denote pj(t) =

∑

i∈C

mipij(t) for j ∈ C, t ≥ 0. If

pj(t)
∑

i∈C

pj(t)
= mj, j ∈ C, t > 0, (1.4)

then (mi : i ∈ C) is called a quasi-stationary distribution.

Li and Chen [13] 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 [13]
is not applicable (see Theorems 3.2-3.3) 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
λC-invariant measure and quasi-stationary distribution are discussed in Section 4.

2. Preliminaries

In order to discuss the decay properties of stopped MX/M/1-queueing networks with
d nodes, we make some preliminaries regarding our model in this section. Since Q is
determined by the sequences {λkj : j ≥ 1, k = 1, · · · , d}, {γkl : 1 ≤ k ≤ d, 0 ≤ l ≤ d}
and {µk : 1 ≤ k ≤ d}, we define the following functions as

Λk(xk) =

∞
∑

j=1

λkjx
j
k, k = 1, · · · , d

Γk(x) = µk(γk0 +

d
∑

l=1

γklxl), k = 1, · · · , d

and denote

Bk(x) = xk[Λk(xk)− λk] + Γk(x)− µkxk, k = 1, 2, · · · , d,

where x = (x1, · · · , xd). Let

rk =
1

lim supn→∞
n
√
λkn

be the convergence radius of Λk(xk) for each k = 1, · · · , d. It is obvious that rk ≥ 1 (k =

1, · · · , d) and therefore, {Bk(x) : k = 1, · · · , d} are well-defined at least on
d
∏

k=1

[0, rk].

For convenience of notations, let

b
(k)
j =































µkγk0
, j = 0,

−µk − λk, j = ek,

µkγkl, j = el, l = 1, · · · , d,
λkn, j = (n+ 1)ek, n ≥ 1,

0, otherwise.

(2.1)

Then, qij and Bk(x) can be rewritten as

qij =







d
∑

k=1

b
(k)
j−i+ek

χ
{ik>0,j−i+ek∈Zd

+
}
, i 6= 0, j ∈ Zd

+,

0, otherwise
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and

Bk(x) =
∑

j∈Zd
+

b
(k)
j xj

respectively.
The following lemma shows the basic property of the transition probability function of

{X(t) : t ≥ 0}.
Lemma 2.1. Let Q = (qij : i, j ∈ Zd

+) be a d-QN q-matrix given in (1.2), P (t) = (pij(t) :
i, j ∈ Zd

+) and Φ(λ) = (φij(λ) : i, j ∈ Zd
+) be the Q-function and Q-resolvent, respectively.

Then for any i ∈ Zd
+,

p′i0(t) +
∂Fi(t, x)

∂t
=

d
∑

k=1

Bk(x) · F (k)
i (t, x), (2.2)

or in resolvent version

λφi0(λ) + λΦi(λ, x)− xi =
d
∑

k=1

Bk(x) · Φ(k)
i (λ, x), (2.3)

where Fi(t, x) =
∑

j∈C

pij(t) · xj, F
(k)
i (t, x) =

∑

j∈C+

k

pij(t) · xj−ek , Φi(λ, x) =
∑

j∈C

φij(λ) · xj and

Φ
(k)
i (λ, x) =

∑

j∈C+

k

φij(λ) · xj−ek with C+
k = {i ∈ C : ik > 0}.

Proof. By the Kolmogorov forward equations, we know that for any i, j ∈ Zd
+,

p′i0(t) =
d
∑

k=1

piek(t)b
(k)
0

p′ij(t) =
∑

l∈C

pil(t)

d
∑

k=1

b
(k)
j−l+ek

χ
{lk>0,j−l+ek∈Z

d
+

}

=
d
∑

k=1

∑

l∈C+

k

pil(t)b
(k)
j−l+ek

χ
{j−l+ek∈Zd

+
}
, j ∈ C.

Multiplying xj on both sides of the above equality and then summing on j ∈ Zd
+ yields

∑

j∈Zd
+

p′ij(t)x
j =

d
∑

k=1

Bk(x)
∑

j∈C+

k

pij(t)x
j−ek

Hence, (2.2) is proved. Taking Laplace transform on both sides of (2.2) immediately yields
(2.3). � �
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Denote B(x) = (B1(x), · · · , Bd(x)) and let

Bij(x) =
∂Bi(x)

∂xj

, gij(x) = δij +
Bij(x)

µi + λi

, i, j = 1 · · · , d.

The matrices (Bij(x)) and (gij(x)) are denoted by B′(x) and G(x), respectively. Since

gij(1) =







(µi + λi)
−1

∞
∑

l=1

(l + 1)λilx
l
i, i = j

(µi + λi)
−1µiγij

, i 6= j,

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

Let ρ(x) denote the maximal eigenvalue of B′(x). The following lemma presents the
property of B(x).

Lemma 2.2. The system of equations

B(x) = 0 (2.4)

has at most two solutions in [0, 1]d. Let q = (q1, · · · , qd) denote the smallest nonnegative

solution of (2.4). Then,
(i) qk is the extinction probability when the process starts at state ek (k = 1, · · · , d).

Moreover, if ρ(1) ≤ 0, then q = 1; while if ρ(1) > 0, then q < 1, i.e., q1, · · · , qd < 1.
(ii) ρ(q) ≤ 0.

Proof. Since G(1) is positively regular, Γ = (γij : 1 ≤ i, j ≤ d) is irreducible and λk >
0 (k = 1, · · · , d). Hence, (i)-(ii) follow from Athreya [5]. � �

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

Lemma 2.3. (i) ρ(x) is continuous on
d
∏

k=1

[0, rk). Moreover, for any x < x̃ (i.e., xk < x̃k

for all k = 1, · · · , d), ρ(x) < ρ(x̃).
(ii) For any x ∈ [0, 1]d, there exist positive vectors v(x) and u(x) such that

B′(x)vT (x) = ρ(x)vT (x)

and

u(x)B′(x) = ρ(x)u(x).

Proof. The characteristic polynomial of B′(x) can be expressed as

f(λ; x) = λd + A1(x)λ
d−1 + · · ·+ Ad(x),

where all the functions Ak(x) (k = 1, · · · , d) are continuous in x ∈
d
∏

k=1

[0, rk) because

Bkl(x) (k, l = 1, · · · , d) are continuous. For any x → x̃, if f(λ; x̃) > 0, then it follows
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from the continuity of f(λ; x) in x that f(λ; x) > 0 for x being close to x̃. Therefore,
lim inf
x→x̃

ρ(x) ≥ ρ(x̃). Similarly, if f(λ; x̃) < 0, then f(λ; x) < 0 for x being close to x̃.

Therefore, lim sup
x→x̃

ρ(x) ≤ ρ(x̃). Thus, ρ(x) is continuous. The monotone property of ρ(x)

follows from Lemma 2.6 of Li and Wang [14]. (i) is proved.
(ii) follows from Athreya [5]. The proof is complete. � �

3. Decay parameter

Having made some preliminaries in the previous section, we now consider the decay
parameter λC of P (t) on C = Zd

+ \ {0}.
For any λ ∈ (−∞,∞), consider the system of inequalities:

B(x) + λx ≤ 0. (3.1)

Let

λ∗ = sup{λ : (3.1) has a solution in [0,∞)d}. (3.2)

Lemma 3.1. (i) 0 ≤ λ∗ ≤ min{λk + µk : k = 1, · · · , d}.
(ii) The system of equations

B(x) + λ∗x = 0 (3.3)

has exactly one solution q∗ = (q∗1, · · · , q∗d) on
d
∏

k=1

[0, rk].

(iii) For any λ < λ∗, the system of equations

B(x) + λx = 0 (3.4)

has exactly one solution on
d
∏

k=1

[0, q∗k].

Proof. Since x = 1 is a solution of (3.1) for λ = 0, we know that λ∗ ≥ 0. On the other
hand, for any λ such that (3.1) has a solution x̄ ∈ [0,∞)d,

λ ≤ −Bk(x̄)

xk

≤ λk + µk, k = 1, · · · , d.

Hence, λ∗ ≤ min{λk + µk : k = 1, · · · , d}. (i) is proved.
Next prove (ii). By the definition of λ∗ and the continuity of Bk(x), we know that the

system of inequalities

B(x) + λ∗x ≤ 0 (3.5)

has solution on
d
∏

k=1

[0, rk]. Next, we prove that (3.5) has exactly one solution on
d
∏

k=1

[0, rk].

Indeed, suppose x̃ = (x̃1, · · · , x̃d) and x̂ = (x̂1, · · · , x̂d) are two different solutions of (3.5).
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Denote fk(x) = Bk(x)) + λ∗xk, (k = 1, · · · , d) and let f ′′
k (x) be the Hessen matrix of

fk(x), i.e., f ′′
k (x) = ( ∂2fk

∂xi∂xj
: i, j = 1, · · · , d). Then, for any k, f ′′

k (x) = diag(
∞
∑

j=1

(j +

1)jλ1jx
j−1
1 , · · · ,

∞
∑

j=1

(j + 1)jλdjx
j−1
d ), which is definitely positive for x 6= 0. Therefore, fk(x)

is convex on
d
∏

k=1

(0, rk]. By the property of convex function, we know that for any θ ∈ (0, 1)

and z = (1− θ)x̃+ θx̂,

fk(z) < (1− θ)fk(x̃) + θfk(x̂) ≤ 0.

Fix θ0 ∈ (0, 1) and take z̄ = (1− θ0)x̃+ θ0x̂. Then

fk(z̄) = Bk(z̄) + λ∗z̄k < 0, k = 1, · · · , d.

Take

λ̄ = min{−Bk(z̄)

z̄k
: k = 1, · · · , d}.

Then, λ̄ > λ∗ and Bk(z̄) + λ̄z̄k ≤ Bk(z̄)− Bk(z̄)
z̄k

· z̄k = 0 for k = 1, · · · , d, which contradicts

with the definition of λ∗. Therefore, (3.5) has exactly one solution on
d
∏

k=1

[0, rk]. Hence, by

Li and Wang [14], we further know that (3.3) has exact one solution solution on
d
∏

k=1

[0, rk].

Now prove (iii). Since q∗ = (q∗1, · · · , q∗d) is a solution of (3.3), we see thatB(q∗)+λq∗ < 0.

By Li and Wang [14], (3.4) has exactly one solution on
d
∏

k=1

[0, q∗k]. The proof is complete.

� �

By Lemma 3.1, we use q∗ = (q∗k : k = 1, · · · , d) to denote the unique solution of (3.3)

and use q(λ) = (q1(λ), · · · , qd(λ)) to denote the unique solution of (3.4) on
d
∏

k=1

[0, q∗k] for

λ ∈ [0, λ∗] in the following. The following theorem reveals the relationship of ρ(q(λ)) and
λ ∈ [0, λ∗].

Theorem 3.1. (i) For any λ ∈ [0, λ∗], let q(λ) = (q1(λ), · · · , qd(λ)) be the unique solution

of B(x) + λx = 0 on
d
∏

k=1

[0, q∗k]. We have ρ(q(λ)) ≤ −λ.

(ii) If q∗ ∈
d
∏

k=1

[0, rk), then ρ(q∗) = −λ∗.

(iii) If ρ(1) = 0, then λ∗ = 0 and q∗ = 1.

Proof. First prove (i). Let λ ∈ [0, λ∗] and q(λ) = (q1(λ), · · · , qd(λ)) be the unique solution
of B(x) + λx = 0 on

d
∏

k=1

[0, q∗k]. Consider

B̃k(x) = Bk(q(λ)⊗ x) + λqk(λ)xk, k = 1, · · · , d,
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where q(λ)⊗ x = (q1(λ)x1, · · · , qd(λ)xd). It is easy to see that

B̃(x) = (B̃1(x), · · · , B̃d(x)) = 0

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

of B̃
′
(1). By Lemma 2.2, ρ̃(1) ≤ 0. On the other hand, one can check that B̃

′
(1) =

(B′(q(λ))+λI) ·diag(q1(λ), · · · , qd(λ)). Hence, by Lemma 2.4 of Li and Wang [14], we know
that ρ(q(λ)) + λ ≤ 0, i.e., ρ(q(λ)) ≤ −λ. (i) is proved.

Next prove (ii). By Lemma 2.6 of Li and Wang [14], there exists a positive eigenvector
v∗ = (v∗1, · · · , v∗d) such that

d
∑

l=1

Bkl(q∗)v
∗
l = ρ(q∗)v

∗
k, k = 1, · · · , d.

By Taylor expansion,

Bk(q∗ + εv∗) + λ∗(q∗k + εv∗k)

=
d
∑

l=1

Bkl(q∗)v
∗
l ε+

1

2

∂B2
k(q∗ + θεv∗)

∂x2
k

ε2 + λ∗εv
∗
k

= [ρ(q∗) + λ∗]εv
∗
k +

1

2

∂B2
k(q∗ + θεv∗)

∂x2
k

ε2, k = 1, · · · , d.

If ρ(q∗) < −λ∗, then it follows from the above equalities that for k = 1, · · · , d,

Bk(q∗ + εv∗) + λ∗(q∗k + εv∗k) < 0

with small ε > 0. Hence, there exists ε̃ > 0 such that

Bk(q∗ + ε̃v∗) + λ∗(q∗k + ε̃v∗k) < 0, k = 1, · · · , d.

Let λ̃ = −max{Bk(q∗+ε̃v∗)+λ∗(q∗k+ε̃v∗
k
)

q∗k+ε̃v∗
k

: 1 ≤ k ≤ d}. Then, λ̃ > λ∗ and

Bk(q∗ + ε̃v∗) + λ̃(q∗k + ε̃v∗k) ≤ 0, k = 1, · · · , d,

which contradicts with the definition of λ∗. Therefore, ρ(q∗) = −λ∗.
Now prove (iii). Suppose that ρ(1) = 0 but λ∗ > 0. Denote D = {k : q∗k < 1}. Since

ρ(1) = 0, we know that {1, 2, · · · , d}\D 6= ∅. If D 6= ∅, then we can assume D = {1, · · · , k̃}
without loss of generality. Then,

Bk(q∗1, · · · , q∗k̃, 1, · · · , 1) ≤ Bk(q∗) < 0, k = 1, · · · , k̃

and

Bk(q∗1, · · · , q∗k̃, 1, · · · , 1) ≤ Bk(1) ≤ 0, k = k̃ + 1, · · · , d.

By Lemma 2.6 of Li and Wang [14],

B(x) = 0
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has a solution on
k̃
∏

k=1

[0, q∗k]× [0, 1]d−k̃, which contradicts with ρ(1) = 0. Therefore, we have

q∗ ∈
d
∏

k=1

(1, rk]. However,

−λ∗q∗k = Bk(q∗) =

d
∑

l=1

Bkl(1)(q∗l − 1) +
1

2

∂2Bk(a)

∂x2
k

(q∗k − 1)2, k = 1, · · · , d,

where a ∈
d
∏

k=1

[1, q∗k]. By Lemma 2.2, there exists a positive vector u∗ = (u∗
1, · · · , u∗

d) such

that

d
∑

k=1

u∗
kBkl(1) = 0, l = 1, · · · , d.

Therefore,

−
d
∑

k=1

u∗
kλ∗q∗k =

1

2

d
∑

k=1

u∗
k

∂2Bk(a)

∂x2
k

(q∗k − 1)2,

which is a contradiction. Therefore, λ∗ = 0. Hence, q∗ = 1. The proof is complete. � �

The following theorem gives a lower bound of λC.

Theorem 3.2. Suppose that Q is the d-QN q-matrix defined in (1.2) and P (t) = (pij(t) :
i, j ∈ Zd

+) is the Q-function. Then λC ≥ λ∗. Furthermore, if λ∗ = −ρ(q∗), then

λC = λ∗.

Proof. First prove λC ≥ λ∗. Let q∗ = (q∗1, · · · , q∗d) be the nonnegative solution of (3.3).
Define

vi = qi∗, i = (i1, · · · , id) ∈ C.

Denote D(i) = {k : ik > 0}. Then D(i) 6= ∅ for i = (i1, · · · , id) ∈ C and
∑

k∈C

qikvk

=
∑

k∈D(i)

(

µk[γk0
qi−ek
∗ +

d
∑

l=1

γ
kl
qi−ek+el
∗ − qi∗] +

∞
∑

j=1

λkjq
i+jek
∗ − λkq

i
∗

)

= qi∗

∑

k∈D(i)

[

q−1
∗k µk(γk0

+

d
∑

l=1

γ
kl
q∗l − q∗k) +

∞
∑

j=1

λkjq
j
∗k − λk

]

= qi∗

∑

k∈D(i)

Bk(q∗)

q∗k

≤ −λ∗vi.
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Therefore, (qj∗ : j ∈ C) is a λ∗-subinvariant vector for Q on C. By the Anderson [1] (remarks
on p.175), we know that λC ≥ λ∗.

Now prove the second assertion. By Theorem 3.1, there exists a unique q∗ = (q1, · · · , q∗d) ∈
d
∏

k=1

[0, rk] such that B(q∗) + λ∗q∗ = 0 and hence by Li & Wang [14], we have ρ(q∗) ≤ 0.

(a) First assume that ρ(1) = 0. In this case, λ∗ = 0 and q∗ = 1. Suppose that λC > λ∗ =
0. Then for any λ ∈ (0, λC), we have

∫∞

0
eλtpiek(t)dt < ∞ for i 6= 0 and k = 1, · · · , d. By

the proof of Lemma 2.1,
∫∞

0
eλtp′i0(t)dt < ∞ and hence T (k)(x) :=

∫∞

0
F

(k)
e1 (t, x)dt < ∞ for

x ∈
d
∏

k=1

[0, rk). Therefore,

1− x1 =

d
∑

k=1

Bk(x) · T (k)(x)

and hence

−δ1,l =
d
∑

k=1

Bkl(x) · T (k)(x) +
d
∑

k=1

Bk(x) ·
∂T (k)(x)

∂xl

, l = 1, · · · , d. (3.6)

On the other hand, by Lemma 2.2, there exists a positive vector v(x) = (v1(x), · · · , vd(x))
such that

d
∑

l=1

Bkl(x) · vl(x) = 0, k = 1, · · · , d.

Multiplying vl(x) and then summing on l, yield that

d
∑

k=1

Bk(x)
d
∑

l=1

∂T (k)(x)

∂xl

vl(x) = −v1(x).

Let x ↑ 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, λC = 0.

(b) We now remove the condition ρ(1) = 0. Suppose that λ∗ = −ρ(q∗). Obviously,
q∗k > 0 (k = 1, · · · , d). We can define Q̃ = (q̃ij : i, j ∈ C) as follows:

q̃ij =







d
∑

k=1

b̃
(k)
j−i+ek

χ
{ik>0}

, i, j ∈ C, j− i+ ek ∈ Zd
+,

0, otherwise,

where b̃
(k)
j = b

(k)
j qj−ek

∗ + δj,ekλ∗ (j ∈ Zd
+, k = 1, · · · , d) with {b(k)j } being given in (2.1).

Let (p̃ij(t) : i, j ∈ C) be the minimal Q̃-function and B̃k(x) be the generating function of
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{b̃(k)j : j ∈ Zd
+} (k = 1, · · · , d). Then

B̃k(x) =
∑

j∈Zd
+

b̃
(k)
j xj

=
∑

j∈Zd
+

(b
(k)
j qj−ek

∗ + δj,ekλ∗)x
j

= q−1
∗k [Bk(q∗ ⊗ x) + λ∗q∗kxk]

where q∗ ⊗ x = (q∗1x1, · · · , q∗dxd).
Since (qj∗ : j ∈ C) is a λ∗-subinvariant vector for Q on C and note that for any i, j ∈ C,

q̃ij =

d
∑

k=1

(b
(k)
j−i+ek

qj−i
∗ + δi,jλ∗)χ{ik>0}

=

d
∑

k=1

(b
(k)
j−i+ek

+ δi,jλ∗)χ{ik>0}
qj−i
∗

= (qi,j + δi,jλ∗)
qj∗
qi∗

,

by Lemma 5.4.2 of Anderson [1], we know that

p̃ij(t) = qj−i
∗ pij(t)e

λ∗t, i, j ∈ C.

Denote λ̃C = sup{λ :
∫∞

0
eλtp̃ij(t)dt < ∞}, which is independent of i, j ∈ C by King-

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

∑

j∈C

p̃′ij(t)x
j =

d
∑

k=1

B̃k(x)
∑

j∈C+

k

p̃ij(t)x
j−ek −

d
∑

k=1

p̃iek(t)b̃
(k)
0 .

In particular,

−x1 =
d
∑

k=1

B̃k(x)
∑

j∈C+

k

T̃ (k)(x)−
d
∑

k=1

pe1ek(t)b̃
(k)
0 ,

where T̃ (k)(x) =
∑

j∈C+

k

(
∫∞

0
p̃e1j(t)dt)x

j−ek < ∞. Hence,

−δl,1 =

d
∑

k=1

B̃kl(x)
∑

j∈C+

k

T̃ (k)(x) +

d
∑

k=1

B̃k(x)
∂T̃ (k)(x)

∂xl

, l = 1, · · · d. (3.7)

Define

λ̃∗ = sup{λ ≥ 0 : B̃(x) + λx ≤ 0 has a solution in [0,+∞)d}.
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Then λ̃∗ = 0. Since q∗ ∈
d
∏

k=1

[0, rk), the unique solution of B̃(x) = 0 is 1 < ( r1
q∗1

, · · · , rd
q∗d

).

Therefore, by Theorem 3.1(ii), the maximal eigenvalue of B̃
′
(1) is 0. By Lemma 2.2, there

exists a positive vector ṽ = (ṽ1, · · · , ṽd) such that

d
∑

k=1

B̃kl(1) · ṽl = 0, k = 1, · · · , d.

Multiplying ṽl and then summing on l, yield that −ṽ1 = 0, which is a contradiction. Hence,
λ̃C = 0 and thus λC = λ∗. The proof is complete. � �

The following theorem gives the exact value of λC.

Theorem 3.3. Suppose that Q is the d-QN q-matrix defined in (1.2) and P (t) = (pij(t) :
i, j ∈ Zd

+) is the Q-function. Then λC = λ∗.

Proof. By Theorem 3.2, we only need to consider the case that λ∗ < −ρ(q∗). Let (φij(λ) :
i, j ∈ Zd

+) denote the Laplace transform of (pij(t) : i, j ∈ Zd
+). For any n ≥ 2, define

q
(n)
ij =







d
∑

k=1

b
(k,n)
j−i+ek

χ
{ik>0,j−i+ek}

, if i 6= 0, j ∈ Zd
+,

0, otherwise,

where b
(k,n)
j = b

(k)
j χ

{jk≤n}
(k = 1, · · · , d, n ≥ 2). It is obvious that Q(n) = (q

(n)
ij : i, j ∈ Zd

+)

is a nonconservative generator matrix as in (1.2) and C is still communicating for each
Q(n)(n ≥ N0). Let (npij(t) : i, j ∈ Zd

+) and (nφij(λ) : i, j ∈ Z+) be the Feller minimal
Q(n)-function and the Feller minimal Q(n)-resolvent, respectively. Define

B
(n)
k (x) =

∑

j∈Zd
+

b
(k,n)
j xj, k = 1, · · · , d, n ≥ N0

and

λ(n)
∗ = sup{λ ≥ 0 : B(n)(x) + λx = 0 has a root in [0,∞)d},

where B(n)(x) = (B
(n)
1 (x), · · · , B(n)

d (x)). Obviously, the generating function B(n)(x) is well-

defined on [0,∞)d, i.e., the convergence radius of {B(n)
k (x) : k = 1, · · · , d} are all infinite.

By Theorem 3.1, λ
(n)
∗ = −ρ

(n)
0 (q

(n)
∗ ), where q

(n)
∗ is the unique solution of B(n)(x)+λ

(n)
∗ x = 0

and ρ
(n)
0 (q

(n)
∗ ) is the maximal eigenvalue of (B

(n)
kl (q

(n)
∗ ) : k, l = 1 · · · , d). Therefore, by

Theorem 3.2, the decay parameter of (npij(t) : i, j ∈ Zd
+) for C is λ

(n)
C = λ

(n)
∗ .

We now prove that λ
(n)
∗ ↓ λ∗ (n ↑ ∞). Indeed, by the definition of B(n)(x), we see that

B(n)(x) ≤ B(n+1)(x) ≤ B(x), ∀ x ∈
d
∏

k=1

[0, rk], n ≥ N0. (3.8)
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It can be easily proved that λ
(n)
∗ ≥ λ

(n+1)
∗ ≥ λ∗ (n ≥ N0). Therefore, λ̄ := lim

n→∞
λ
(n)
∗ ≥ λ∗.

We further claim that λ̄ = λ∗. Actually, if λ̄ > λ∗, then choose λ̃ ∈ (λ∗, λ̄). By Lemma 3.1

and (3.8), there exists an unique x̃(n) ∈
d
∏

k=1

[0, q∗k] such that B(n)(x̃(n)) + λ̃x̃(n) = 0. By

the definition of B(n)(x) and the continuity of B(x), there exists x̃ ∈
d
∏

k=1

[0, q∗k] such that

B(x̃) + λ̃x̃ = 0, which contradicts with the definition of λ∗. Hence, λ̄ = λ∗.
On the other hand, it is well known that (φij(λ) : i, j ∈ Zd

+) and (nφij(λ) : i, j ∈ Zd
+) are

the minimal nonnegative solution of the Kolmogorov backward equations

φij(λ) =
δij

λ− qii
+
∑

l6=i

qil
λ− qii

· φlj(λ), i, j ∈ Zd
+

and

nφij(λ) =
δij

λ− q
(n)
ii

+
∑

l6=i

q
(n)
il

λ− q
(n)
ii

·n φlj(λ), i, j ∈ Zd
+

respectively. Furthermore, all of them can be obtained by the well-known iteration scheme.
Now note that q

(n)
ii = qii (n ≥ Ñ0) and q

(n)
il ↑ qil (n ↑ ∞) for all i 6= l. By considering their

iteration schemes, we know that nφij(λ) ↑ φij(λ) as n ↑ ∞ and thus for their corresponding

transition functions we also have npij(t) ↑ pij(t) as n ↑ ∞. Therefore, λ
(n)
∗ = λ

(n)
C ≥ λC which

implying λ∗ ≥ λC. Hence, by Theorem 3.2, λC = λ∗. The proof is complete. � �

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 q(λ) = (q1(λ), · · · , qd(λ)) denote the unique solution of

B(x) + λx = 0

on
d
∏

k=1

[0, q∗k] for λ ∈ [0, λ∗]. The following conclusion is our main result in this section.

Theorem 4.1. Suppose that Q is the d-QN q-matrix defined in (1.2) and P (t) = (pij(t) :
i, j ∈ Zd

+) is the Q-function. Then for any λ ∈ [0, λC] and i ∈ C,
∫ ∞

0

eλtp′i0(t)dt ≤ qi(λ) (4.1)

and

∫ ∞

0

eλtp′
i0
(t)dt− xi − λ

∫ ∞

0

eλtFi(t, x)dt =
d
∑

k=1

Bk(x) ·
∫ ∞

0

eλtF
(k)
i (t, x)dt (4.2)

Hence, P (t) is λC-transient.
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Proof. For λ ∈ [0, λC), we know that
∫∞

0
eλtpij(t)dt < ∞ for all i, j ∈ C and hence

∫∞

0
eλtp′i0(t)dt < ∞ for all i ∈ C. By Lemma 2.1,

∫ ∞

0

eλtp′i0(t)dt− xi − λ

∫ ∞

0

eλtFi(t, x)dt =

d
∑

k=1

Bk(x) ·
∫ ∞

0

eλtF
(k)
i (t, x)dt, x ∈

d
∏

k=1

[0, q∗k],

which implies that (4.2) holds for λ ∈ [0, λC). Let x = q(λ) in the above equality, we get
(4.1). Letting λ ↑ λC in (4.1) yields

∫∞

0
eλCtp′i0(t)dt ≤ qi∗ and hence

∫∞

0
eλCtpij(t)dt < ∞

for all i, j ∈ C. Therefore, P (t) is λC-transient and (4.2) holds for λ ∈ [0, λC]. The proof is
complete. � �

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 q-matrix defined in (1.2) and P (t) = (pij(t) :
i, j ∈ Zd

+) is the Q-function. Then for any λ ∈ [0, λC],
(i) there exists a λ-invariant measure (mi : i ∈ C) for Q on C, which is unique up to

constant multiples. Moreover, the generating function of this λ-invariant measure

M(x) =
∑

i∈C

mix
i satisfies

λM(x) +

d
∑

k=1

Bk(x)M
(k)(x) =

d
∑

k=1

mekb
(k)
0 , x ∈

d
∏

k=1

[0, qk), (4.3)

where M (k)(x) =
∑

i∈C+

k

mix
i−ek and {mek : k = 1, · · · , d} are positive constants.

(ii) This measure (mi : i ∈ C) is also a λ-invariant for P (t) on C.
(iii) This λ-invariant measure is convergent (i.e.,

∑

i∈C

mi < ∞) if and only if ρ(1) < 0,

λC > 0 and λ ∈ (0, λC].

Proof. Let λ ∈ [0, λC]. It follows from Kolmogorov forward equations that for any i ∈
C, j ∈ Zd

+,

p′ij(t) =

d
∑

k=1

∑

l∈C+

k

pil(t)b
(k)
j−l+ek

.

Therefore,

∫ ∞

0

eλtp′i0(t)dt =
d
∑

k=1

∫ ∞

0

eλtpiek(t)dtb
(k)
0 (4.4)

and for j ∈ C,

λ

∫ ∞

0

eλtpij(t)dt+

d
∑

k=1

∑

l∈C+

k

(

∫ ∞

0

eλtpil(t)dt)b
(k)
j−l+ek

= −δij. (4.5)
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Denote m
(i)
j = (

∫∞

0
eλtp′i0(t)dt)

−1
∫∞

0
eλtpij(t)dt and ∆

(i)
j = (

∫∞

0
eλtp′i0(t)dt)

−1δij. Then (4.4)
and (4.5) can be rewritten as

d
∑

k=1

b
(k)
0 m(i)

ek
= 1 (4.6)

and for j ∈ C,

λm
(i)
j +

d
∑

k=1

∑

l∈C+

k

m
(i)
l b

(k)
j−l+ek

= −δij. (4.7)

Since m
(i)
ek ≥ 0, it can be easily seen from (4.6) that there exists a subsequence i′ such that

mek := limi′→∞m
(i′)
ek < ∞ for b

(k)
0 > 0. As for b

(k)
0 = 0, we may take mek = 1. Then

d
∑

k=1

b
(k)
0 mek = 1. (4.8)

Consider (4.7) with j = ek and note that (4.7) also holds for i = i′, we can see that there
exist 0 ≤ mek+el < ∞ (k, l = 1, · · · , d) satisfying

λmek +mekb
(k)
ek

+

d
∑

l=1

melb
(l)
ek

+

d
∑

l=1

mek+elb
(l)
0 = 0, k = 1, · · · , d.

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

λmj +

d
∑

k=1

∑

l∈C+

k

mlb
(k)
j−l+ek

= 0, j ∈ C. (4.9)

Now we claim that all mj (j ∈ C) are positive. Indeed, if mj̃ = 0 for some j̃ ∈ C, then by the
communicating property of C, we know that mj = 0 for all j ∈ C, which contradicts with
(4.8). Therefore, mj : j ∈ C) is a λ-invariant measure for Q on C. Since

∫∞

0
eλCtp′i0(t)dt <

∞ (i ∈ C), by letting λ ↑ λC in (4.8)−(4.9) and a similar argument as above, we get a
λC-invariant measure for Q on C.

Since λ < min{−b
(k)
ek : k = 1, · · · , d}, multiplying xj on both sides of (4.9) and summing

over j ∈ C yield that

λM(x) +
d
∑

k=1

Bk(x)M
(k)(x) =

d
∑

k=1

mekb
(k)
0 (4.10)

for x in some neighbour-hood of 0. Note that B(x) 6= 0 for x ∈
d
∏

k=1

[0, qk), it is easily seen

that (4.10) holds for x ∈
d
∏

k=1

[0, qk). (i) is proved.
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In order to prove (ii), by Theorem 5.4.3 in Anderson [1], we only need to prove that the
equations

∑

i∈C

yiqij = −µyj, 0 ≤ yj ≤ mj, j ∈ C (4.11)

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

solution q(r) ∈
d
∏

k=1

[0, qk) and q(r) ↑ q as r ↑ 0.

If λ > 0, then let x = q(r) in (4.10) and let r ↑ 0, we see thatM(q) = λ−1
d
∑

k=1

mekb
(k)
0 < ∞.

Suppose that (yj : j ∈ C) is a nontrivial solution of (4.11) with µ = 0. A similar argument as

above yields that all yj’s are positive. Then it follows from (4.10) that for any x ∈
d
∏

k=1

[0, qk],

d
∑

k=1

Bk(x)Y
(k)(x) =

d
∑

k=1

yekb
(k)
0 , (4.12)

where Y (k)(x) =
∑

j∈C+

k

yjx
j−ek . This contradicts with yj ≤ mj.

If λ = 0. Suppose that (yj : j ∈ C) is a nontrivial solution of (4.11) with µ < 0. Similarly,

we have that all yj’s are positive and that for any x ∈
d
∏

k=1

[0, qk),

µY (x) +

d
∑

k=1

Bk(x)Y
(k)(x) =

d
∑

k=1

yekb
(k)
0 , (4.13)

where Y (x) =
∑

j∈C

yjx
j, Y (k)(x) =

∑

j∈C+

k

yjx
j−ek . Let x = q(r) in the above equality and note

that yj ≤ mj (j ∈ C), by (4.10) with λ = 0 we know that

−µY (q) ≤
d
∑

k=1

b
(k)
0 (mek − yek) < ∞,

which contradicts with (4.13). (ii) is proved.
Finally, suppose that ρ(1) < 0, λC > 0 and λ ∈ (0, λC]. Then q = 1. Let x = q(r) in

(4.3), we get

λM(q(r))− r
d
∑

k=1

qk(r)M
(k)(q(r)) =

d
∑

k=1

b
(k)
0 mek .

Let r ↑ 0, we see that M(1) ≤ λ−1
d
∑

k=1

b
(k)
0 mek < ∞.



18 AUTHOR NAMES

Conversely, suppose that M(1) < ∞. If λ = 0, then by (4.3) with x = q(r), we have

d
∑

k=1

M (k)(1) = lim
r↑0

d
∑

k=1

qk(r)M
(k)(q(r)) = − lim

r↑0
r−1

d
∑

k=1

b
(k)
0 mek = ∞.

Thus, λ > 0 and hence λC > 0. By Lemma 3.1, for any λ ∈ (0, λC], B(x) + λx = 0 has an

unique solution q(λ) ∈
d
∏

k=1

[0, q∗k]. If ρ(1) = 0, then we claim that q(λ) ∈
d
∏

k=1

(1, q∗k]. Indeed,

if H = {k : qk(λ) ≤ 1} 6= ∅, then

Bk(r̃) ≤ Bk(q(λ)) = −λqk(λ) < 0, k ∈ H

and

Bk(r̃) ≤ Bk(1) = 0, k ∈ {1, · · · , d} \H,

where r̃ = (r̃k : k = 1, · · · , d) with r̃k = qk(λ) (k ∈ H) and r̃k = 1 (k ∈ {1, · · · , d} \ H).

Therefore, there exists x̃ ∈
d
∏

k=1

[0, r̃k] ⊂ [0, 1]d such that B(x̃) = 0. Since ρ(1) = 0, we

have x̃ = r̃ = 1 which contradicts with Bk(r̃) ≤ −λqk(λ) < 0(k ∈ H). Therefore, q(λ) ∈
d
∏

k=1

(1, q∗k]. However, by Theorem 3.1 and Lemma 2.3, −λ ≥ ρ(q(λ)) > ρ(1) = 0. This is

a contradiction. If ρ(1) > 0, then q ∈ [0, 1)d. Since M(1) < ∞, we know that (4.3) holds

for x ∈ [0, 1]d. Let x = q and 1 in (4.3), we get λM(q) =
d
∑

k=1

mekb
(k)
0 = λM(1), which is a

contradiction. Therefore, ρ(1) < 0. The proof is complete. � �
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