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Abstract

This paper studies the continuous-time join-the-shortest-queue (JSQ) system
with general interarrival and service distributions. Under a much weaker assumption
than the one in the literature, we prove that each station’s scaled steady-state queue
length weakly converges to an identical exponential random variable in heavy traffic.
Specifically, we establish our results by only assuming 2 + §o moment on the arrival
and service distributions for some dy > 0. Our proof exploits the Palm version of
the basic adjoint relationship (BAR) approach as a key technique.

1 Introduction

We consider a continuous-time queueing system with J parallel service stations, each with
a single server and an infinite waiting queue. Jobs arrive at the system following a renewal
process, and service times for each station are independent and identically distributed
(i.i.d.) with general distributions. When a job arrives, it is routed to the station with the
shortest queue length. This policy is known as the join-the-shortest-queue (JSQ) policy,
and the system employing it is called the JSQ system. The JSQ policy is to equalize the
queue lengths across stations, thereby reducing the average waiting time.

In this paper, we show that the scaled steady-state queue length for each station
weakly converges to the same exponential random variable in heavy traffic. Specifically,
we consider a sequence of JSQ systems indexed by r € (0,1). In heavy traffic with r — 0
with fixed J, we prove that if interarrival and service times have finite 2 + §9 moments
for some dy > 0, then

(rz?”,...r29) = (Z*,...,2%),

where = denotes convergence in distribution, ZJ@ denotes the steady-state queue length
at station j for the rth system, and Z* is an exponential random variable. This result
depends on the fact that the steady-state queue length vector collapses to the line where
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all queue lengths are equal, in the sense that the deviations from the line are uniformly
bounded. This phenomenon of queueing systems in heavy traffic is called state-space
collapse (SSC).

Based on a discrete-time framework, the literature studied similar results on SSC
and heavy traffic limit for the JSQ system using drift method [Eryilmaz and Srikant,
2012], transform method [Hurtado-Lange and Maguluri, 2020] and Stein’s method [Zhou
and Shroff, 2020]. These studies, however, assumed interarrival and service times with
bounded supports, implying boundedness of all moments. In this work, we consider the
continuous-time JSQ system and relax this assumption, demonstrating that only the 2+,
moment is sufficient to ensure steady-state convergence in heavy traffic.

Our result is underpinned by a novel methodology called the basic adjoint relationship
(BAR) approach. A significant benefit of the BAR approach is that it directly charac-
terizes the stationary distribution of a queueing system, eliminating the need to address
their transient dynamics. This approach has been successfully applied in recent studies
[Braverman et al., 2017, 2023, Dai et al., 2023, Guang et al., 2024] to derive SSC or weak
convergence for other various queueing systems.

2 Model Setting

We consider a JSQ system with J parallel stations, indexed by j € J ={1,...,J}. For
each station j € J, there is an i.i.d. sequence of random variables {7} ;(¢),7 € N} and
a real number pu; > 0. For the arrival source, there are an i.i.d. sequence of random
variables {T.(i),7 € N} and a real number o > 0. All of the above are defined on a
common probability space (£2,.#,P). We assume such J + 1 sequences

{Te(d),i € N}, {T5,(i),i € N}jes (1)

are independent and unitized, that is, E[T.(1)] = 1 and E[T ;(1)] =1 for all j € J. For
each i € N, T,(i)/a denotes the interarrival time between the ith and (i + 1)th arriving
jobs, and T ;(i)/p, stands for the service time of the ith job at station j. Accordingly,
« is the arrival rate, and p; is the service rate at station j. We assume the following
moment condition on interarrival and service time distributions.

Assumption 1. We assume the interarrival and service times have finite 2 4+ §; moments
for some &y > 0. Specifically, for §y > 0, we assume

E[T2*%(1)] < o0, and E [T2}*(1)] < oo for j € J. (2)

The routing decisions adopt the JSQ policy, which assigns the arriving job to the
station with the shortest queue length. In the case of a tie, the job is assigned to the
station with the smallest index. We use u(z) to represent the routing decision when a job
arrives and observes z = (z1,..., z;) jobs in the system, where z; is the queue length at
station j, including possibly the one in service. Specifically, the job is routed to station j
if u(z) = eU), where e\) denotes a J-dimensional unit vector where the jth element is 1
and all other elements are 0.

A JSQ system can be modeled as a Markov process as follows. For time ¢ > 0, we
denote by Z;(t) the queue length at station j. Let R.(t) be the residual time until the next
arrival to the system, and R ;(t) be the residual service time for the job being processed
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at station j if Z;(t) > 0 or the service time of the next job to be processed at station j if
Z;(t) = 0. We write Z(t) and R,(t) for J-dimensional random vectors whose jth element
are Z;(t) and R, ;(t), respectively. For any ¢t > 0, we set

X(t) = (Z(t), Re(t), Ra(t)) -

Then {X(t),t > 0} is a Markov process with respect to the filtration F* = {FX,t > 0}
defined on the state space S = Z7 x Ry x Ry, where F;* = o({X(s),0 < s < t}). We
assume that each sample path of the process {X(t),¢ > 0} is right-continuous and has
left limits.

To carry out the heavy traffic analysis, we consider a sequence of JSQ systems indexed
by r € (0,1). To keep the presentation clean, we set the arrival rate as the only parameter
dependent on 7 and denote by a(") the arrival rate for the rth system. All other param-
eters are assumed to be independent of r, including the service rates {u;};cs, unitized
interarrival and service times specified in (1). We parameterize r as

r=3u—a, 3)

JjeJ

under which the traffic intensity p(” = oW/ ¥ ;c;p; — 1asr — 0, that is, the system
is in heavy traffic. We then denote by {X((¢),¢ > 0} the corresponding Markov process
in the rth system. Our result is based on the steady-state behavior. This motivates
us to make the following assumption. Under some mild distributional assumptions on
interarrival times, the following assumption holds [Bramson, 2011].

Assumption 2. For each r € (0, 1), the Markov process {X (" (t),t > 0} is positive Harris
recurrent and has a unique stationary distribution 7(").

For r € (0,1), we denote by
X — ( AN Rér), RS"))

the random vector that follows the stationary distribution. To simplify the notation, we
use E[-] (rather than E (- [-]) to denote expectation concerning the stationary distribution
when the index r is clear from the context.

3 Main Results

In this section, we demonstrate that the vector of the scaled steady-state queue length
rZ(") weakly converges to a vector whose elements are the same exponential random
variable Z* in heavy traffic.

Theorem 1. Suppose Assumptions 1 and 2 hold. As r — 0, we have
(rzi”,...r29) = (Z*,...,2"),

where Z* is an exponential random variable with mean
1 2, 2
m = ﬁ‘g‘;uj (Ce + Cs,j) . (4)

Here, c is the squared coefficient of variation (SCV) of the interarrival time, and c2; is
the SCV of the service time at station j.



We recall that for a positive random variable U, its SCV, denoted as c?(U), is defined
to be )
9 var
“O) = E
To prove Theorem 1, we establish the SSC and weak convergence of the scaled average
queue length as follows. To establish SSC, we will show that the queue lengths concentrate
along the vector e = (1,...,1). We denote the components of the vector z parallel and

perpendicular to the vector e by

z)e _ =
Z” = ﬁe = ze, 2| =2 — z” = (Zj - Z)jej, (5)

where Z = 3¢ 7 2;/J and the norm is Euclidean norm.

Proposition 2 (State-Space Collapse). Suppose Assumptions 1 and 2 hold. The dif-
ference between the queue length and the average queue length is uniformly bounded in
heavy traffic, i.e.,

sup [E [HZY)

7€(0,4min/2)

1+50/(1+50)]

00, (6)

where finin = minjes p;.

Remark 1. Proposition 2 is enough to support Theorem 1. Furthermore, if the moment
condition in Assumption 1 is strengthened to M + §g, this SSC result can be similarly
extended to M + do/(M + &), as discussed in Section 5.

Proposition 3. Suppose Assumptions 1 and 2 hold. As r — 0, we have
rZ" = 7%,
where Z* is an exponential random variable defined in (4).

Proposition 2 and Markov’s inequality imply that for any station j € 7, rZJ(-r) —
rZ") converges to 0 in probability. Theorem 1 is, therefore, a direct consequence of
Proposition 3.

Throughout the paper, our proof utilizes the BAR, which will be introduced in Sec-
tion 4. The proof of Propositions 2 and 3 will be presented in Sections 5 and 6, respectively.

4 Basic Adjoint Relationship

In this section, we introduce the BAR of the JSQ system for our analysis, which enables
us to characterize the stationary distribution of the JSQ system directly.

To characterize the jumps of states resulting from arrivals and service completions, we
employ the Palm measure proposed in Braverman et al. [2023]. The Palm measure for
external arrivals is represented by [P, and for service completions at station j € J by P ;.
The following lemma characterizes the relationship between the pre-jump and post-jump
states under the Palm measures, and its proof follows from Lemma 6.3 in Braverman
et al. [2023].



Lemma 4. The pre-jump state X_ and the post-jump state X, have the following rep-
resentation,

Xi=X_+)> (e(j),Te/a,O) Il(u(Z_) = e(j)), under P,,
JjeJ
X, =X_+ (—e(j), 0, e(j)Ts’j/ﬂj> , underP,;,jeJ,

where T, T ; for j € J are random variables defined on the measurable space (S*, A(S?)),
such that, under Palm distribution P, T, is independent of X_ and has the same distribu-
tion as that of T.(1) on (,.#,P), and, under Palm distribution Ps ;, T; ; is independent
of X_ and has the same distribution as that of T ;(1) on (Q,.7,P).

Let D be the set of bounded function f : S — R satisfying the following conditions:
for any z € Z7, (a) the function f(z,-,-) : Ry x R] — R is continuously differentiable
at all but finitely many points; (b) the derivatives of f(z,-,-) in each dimension have a
uniform bound over z.

For a JSQ system with a Markov process {X(t),t > 0} and steady-state vector X
defined in Section 2, we obtain the BAR as follows: for any f € D,

—Ex [Af(X)] = aEc [f(X1) — F(X)]+ 3 Ny [f(X4) — F(X2)], (7)
JjeT
where \; = p;P(Z; > 0) is the departure rate at station j with the property >;c 7 A; =
by conservation of flow, and the terms on the right-hand side of (7) correspond to state
changes by jumps resulting from arrival and service completion, respectively; A is the
“interior operator” defined as
0f (x) 0f (x)

A1) = =40 = = T (>0, 2= o) €5,

which characterizes the system evolution between jumps. The derivation of the BAR (7)
is similar to Section 6 of Braverman et al. [2023], and the proof is omitted here for brevity.

5 Proof of Proposition 2

In this section, we present the proof of Proposition 2 using the BAR approach. We utilize
the mathematical induction following the idea from Guang et al. [2024] and the BAR in (7)
with test functions inspired by Eryilmaz and Srikant [2012] and Guang et al. [2024].
Instead of proving Proposition 2, we will discuss a more general SSC under a higher
moment condition in Proposition 5. We will first provide the proof for the integer moment
condition when € = 0, and then extend the results to general cases when £ > 0.

Proposition 5. Given an integer M > 1 and a constant ¢ € [0,1), suppose the following
moments exist for the unitized times:

E [TeM"'l“'E(l)] < 00, and E [ng“*‘s(l)} < oo forjeJ. (8)

Then, there exists a positive constant C' < oo, independent of r, such that for all r €

(07 .u’min/2)a
<C.

E [“Z(T) M+a/(M+a)]
m ||| 41
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The proof is based on the mathematical induction and the BAR in (7) with appropri-
ately designed test functions. We present the proof sketch in Section 5.1 and provide the
detailed proof in Sections 5.2-5.6. Finally, in Section 5.7, we extend the results to general
cases when € > 0.

5.1 Sketch of Proof

We first prove Proposition 5 with ¢ = 0. Our statements include moment bounds for
1Z\7|| and auxiliary results bounding the expectations of some cross terms of [|Z"|| and
the residual times as follows.

Induction hypotheses. For each integer n = 0,..., M, there exist positive and finite
constants C,, D,, E,, F,, that are independent of r such that the following statements
hold for all 7 € (0, ftmin/2):

(S1) E[[|2]|"] < C.

(82) B[ 271" + Sees Baell 27, 7] < D

(83) E[lIZ0I"0ar—n(RY, RO < E,.

(84) Ecll 27 1"par—n(RT%, RN + Sves Ealll 27, |"brr—n (BT, RY),)] < F,,

where ¢n(7"e, Ts) = T? + Ejej r?,j'

The function ¥y,_,, appearing on the left-hand side of the auxiliary statements (S3)-
(S4), depends on the order M + 1 of the moment condition. This design of the auxiliary
statements plays a crucial role in our proof and helps reduce the order of the moment
condition required for establishing the uniform bounds on E.[||Z] (r) [1M].

Mathematical induction. We initially prove (S1)-(S4) for the base step for n = 0.
The proof details are provided in Section 5.2. For the induction step, we verify (S1)-(S4)
for each given n, under the induction hypotheses that they hold for 0,...,n — 1.

Proof of (S1) To prove (S1) for induction step n, we consider the following test func-
tion:
1

ful®) = —ll2 2" = () - aPre - len |+ 2L (o) -l (9)

where o is the element-wise product. Since €'u(z) = 1 and 2'u(z) = 2Zpin, we have the
property

2\ u(z) = (z — ze)'u(z) = zmin — 2. (10)
The function f,, is designed such that applying the operator A to f, yields terms of order

|z.||™ and the Palm terms in BAR (7) will have the polynomial in ||z ||"~!. Therefore,
substituting f, in (9) into the BAR (7), we obtain an inequality in the form of

o=, [|20]) < 5.




where a > 0 is a constant independent of . The constant B is the upper bound of a linear
combination of terms given by Statements (S1)-(S4) corresponding to pairs in Sy, with
finite coefficients that are independent of . Thus, B is also finite and independent of r
following the induction hypotheses. Consequently, we can prove (S1) for the induction
step n. The detailed proof of (S1), including the definition of constant a and the derivation
of B, is given in (29) of Section 5.3.

Proof of (S2) to (S4) The proofs for Statements (52)-(S4) follow a similar argument as
in the proof of (S1), in which statements are bounded by applying specific test functions to
the BAR (7) and utilizing the induction hypotheses. Below we specify the test functions
for (S2)-(S4) in (11)-(13), respectively. The complete proofs are given in Sections 5.4-5.6.

fn,D (.’IJ) = ||zl||n¢1(rears)a (11)
fop (@) = 2" Yrr-ns1(re, 7s), (12)
for (@) = [[2L"Pp1-n(re, Ts)¥r(Te, 75), (13)

The above test functions are not bounded and hence not in D. To address this issue, we
can use a standard truncation technique as employed in Guang et al. [2024], which will
be omitted here for brevity.

5.2 Proof of Base Step When n =0

In this section, we aim to demonstrate that Statements (S1)-(S4) hold when n = 0.
Clearly, (S1) and (S2) are trivially satisfied for n = 0. Throughout the rest of the paper,

we use the shorthand notation % for w(RSZ),RS)) under 7 and for gZJ(R(_T,)e, R(_r,)s) under
Palm measures, when the context is clear.
To prove Statement (S3) when n = 0, we employ the test function:

fo.g () = Yauqa(re,7s). (14)
Applying the test function fo g to the BAR (7), the left-hand side of (7) becomes

((Rg>)M LY () 120 > 0))] |

—Eq [Af (XD)] = (M + DE,
JjET

The right-hand side of the BAR (7) corresponding to the external arrival is
E. [fO,E (X-(i-r)) - fO,E (Xir)):| = E. [¢M+1 (REIT,)w Rg:)s> - ¢M+1 (R(—T,)e’ R(—r,)s):|

-z [(Z)"] - E[r)

a("‘) (a("“))M'H ’

where the last equality follows from Lemma 4. The right-hand side of the BAR (7)
corresponding to the service completion at station £ € J is

K. [fO,E (XJ(:)) — foE (XET))} = Es ['L/}M+1 (RS:)e’ RS:)S) — Yum41 <R(—T,)e7 R(—T)s)]

. (T)M E [T
= S,e _— = — T
He ,ug“l




where the last equality follows from Lemma 4.
Combining the above results, the BAR (7) with the test function fo g yields

()" 5 (7)) 12 =)

E [TéM“] E [TM+1] E [TeM—i-l] E [T;‘;{%—l]
i (r) L = 2
=4 @) +g7)‘e WS T +f§7 u

where the last inequality holds due o™ > iy for all 7 € (0, pmin/2) and )\ET) < L.
Since Rgﬂ(Zj(.r) = 0) LT,/ IL(ZJ(T) = 0) for all j € J, we have

" " E[T e E[TM*+)w
= (R 127 = 0)] - 2 (20 - )| < TR
and hence, we have
M+1 M+1 M ML
(R((gr))M"'Z (RS’"J))M [T ] +Z [ ] Z E[T +1] + ,
jeg max Leg l JjeT 'u'J

which completes the proof of (S3) when n = 0.
To prove Statement (S4) when n = 0, we employ the test function:

for (2) = ¥u(re,rs)pr(re, s). (15)
Applying the test function fo r to the BAR (7), the left-hand side of (7) becomes

&, [AF (XO)] =, - (1 Lz > 0))

JjeJ

o ((R@)M—l - ()" (e > 0))]

< (J+ DE, [u] + ME; [har_1901] < (2J + 4J2M) Ey,

+ ME,

where the last inequality holds due to the base step of Statement (S3) and the fact that
Ur-1(re, Ts)1 (e, 7s) < (T 4+ DT+ (J + Drmax < 40200, < 4T%u(re,75),  (16)

where rma = max{{r.} U {rs,}jes} and J > 1.
The right-hand side of the BAR (7) corresponding to the external arrival is

B, [fur (X0) e (X)) = | (sa+ ( T(T))M) (104 Zi5) — v
E. [W%] = mEe [l

where the inequality holds by neglecting the terms associated with (T,/a()™ and the
last equality follows from Lemma 4 and E [T,] = 1.
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The right-hand side of the BAR (7) corresponding to the service completion at station

e Jis
M
(¢M + (Ts,e> ) (¢1 + Ts’e) — 1/)M¢1]
17 He
Z ES,Z [wMTS,Z] = lEs,Z [wM] )
He He

Es. [fo,F (XJ(:)) — for (XY))] =K,y

where the inequality holds by neglecting the terms associated with (T%,/ue)™, and the
last equality follows from Lemma 4 and E [T} ,] = 1.
Combining the above results, the BAR (7) with the test function fo r yields

A

—-r
(20 +4J2M)Ey > Ee [pus] + 3 " Fug oar] > Ee [oar] + - 2B [ond]
teg He teg
where the last inequality follows from the fact that
e —1 < )\y) < pp. (17)

The definition of )\Y) implies that )\ér) < g in (17) holds. By the conservation of flow that
>ees )\y) = o, we have r = ¥ ;7 ug-r) — o =y 7 (e — /\ET)). Due to jy — /\E,T) >0,
we have p, — )\Er) < r, which completes the proof of (17).

Therefore, we have

2] +4°M)Ey, (2] +4J2M)E,
]Ee [wM] + Z ES,Z [wM] S Wte—T S Hmin ?

eg mlnfej,re(o,umin/2) e 2max

which completes the proof of (S4) when n = 0.

5.3 Proof of (S1)

Assuming that Statements (S1)-(S4) hold for 0,1,...,n — 1 according to the induction
hypotheses, we proceed to prove Statement (S1) for the induction step n.
Applying the test function f, (9) to the BAR (7), the left-hand side of (7) becomes

—AFXD) = [~a?(Z20)u(Z0) + 3 201 (20 > 0)
JjET

n—1

|22

= | ~a® (28, = 29) + (20~ X 2up1 (27 =0)
Jj€T

n—

|20, as)

where the last equality follows from (10).



The first two terms in (18) can be rewritten as

min

r(z0) — Z(T)) (ZI(I:) Z(T)) + (Z(’") — Z(’")e),,u

min

(
fr(Z(T) Z(r)) (Z(r) 7() ) 7
r(
(2

—a (Zgi)n — Z(T)) +(ZNYp=—(p—r) (Z(T Z(T)) + (Z(T) — Z(T)e)/u

min mlIl

7 _ Z(r) ) (Z(r) _ 7"

min

I\/

max mm) 'uarg maxyc 7 ZIE:T)

I\/

min Z(T) ) (ZI(I:Q,X - Zgl)rl) Hmin

= (puin — ) (28 — 28)) > P

max min Z(r)
/T It

Y

where the first equality follows from the fact that o) = Yjes j — 7 in (3) and Zj_r) =
Z") —Z) e in (5), the first inequality holds by A= maxjes Z J@ > 7 and neglecting
all terms except the term Z{), and the last inequality holds due to 7 € (0, tmin/2) and

_ J (29— z00)’ < J S (28— 28))" = VT (28— 2)
jeT

JjeJ

2

Moreover, the last term in (18) can be rewritten as

> 20 u1(20 =0) = = Y (27 = 29) 127 = 0) = 3 Z0p;1(2) = 0) > 0
ies jeJ jeg

Hence, (18) becomes

—Af(X (r) iu’l'nln Z(T) Z ™" ;u'mln Z('r)
and consequently, the left-hand side of (7) becomes
. () /J'rnln (r)
B, [A7(X)] 2 JURE [|20]]. (19)

When an external arrival routed to station ¢ occurs, the jump increment of ZY) is
defined as

b= 20, — 29, = (20 = 20 ) - (29 - 29 e)
= [(20+e0) = (20 +3) ¢ = (29 - 29 ) =@ —ef5, (20)

with properties

18] = /1= 1/J € (0,1), 6,e® =1—1/J € (0,1), §,27, = (e¥)Z", =2z ,. (21)
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Therefore, under P, the increment of f,, is
r r 1 N 1 "
XY = 1uX) = |5 |20 - = |29
[ @0 ) L - e (-9 2]
+ (20 (wo RE) 20" = @0y (uo RO |20

Z(T)
+,L _
=3 [ 120+ 6™ = o 120 1 (wz?) = )

teg n+1

= Y20, + Y u(Z + OV |20, + o 1 (w(2?) = )
Leg

+y [(Zﬁ’fL +6) (o RD) |29, + 8" = (2, (wo R?,) |22, ”_1] 1(u(2)) = )
€

(22)
By the fact that for any z € R/,

V2l = Vil =nlzl""?z,  VZ|l2|" = nllz|"7*T + n(n — 2) 12" *22,

the Taylor expansion of ||z||"™!/(n + 1) around Z(_T)L + 0, is

20 = 2 e = 20 s (2, + 4
+%\Z§"}L+§5¢H" 8, 21 20 v 5| *(5,(27, + &5,))’

for some & € (0,1). Therefore, the first term in (22) becomes

n+1

— 20" <20 + 8" (20 + 8) o

< + 16
< HZ(_T)l + 5e||n (Z(_)l> S+ 2771 (HZE,)lHn_l + 1) , (23)

Z(r) 52”

n—1

A

20 5" (29)) b+ 285

where the last inequality follows from the fact that ||d,|| < 1 in (21).
Since the routing policy will choose the queue with the shortest jobs, (Z")u(Z") =
Z(—T,)min and (Z7)u(z) > Z@min for any z € Z:. Hence, we have

(29) w(z) - (29,) u(s
= (ZET) Y ALE ) NALE (Z(_T) AL e)/u(z)
= (Z29) u(Z?) - (2) u(z) < 200 — 270 =0, (24)

where the second equality follows from the fact that e'u(z) = 1 for all z € Z. Therefore,
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the second term of (22) becomes

— (2" +eOYu(ZD + §)T.
= (20 u(Zt

Z(T)L +4 H"_l
s &H (O)u(Z? + )T, |27, + 8"
2, o oz s

< —(Z2")u(ZzO)T. | Al

)

|2 w1 (2 ),

where the first inequality holds due to (24) and Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, and the second
inequality follows from the fact that |6, < 1 in (21) and ||u(2)|| = 1 for all 2z € Z].

For any vector a € R”, the Taylor expansion of @'z - ||z||*~! around Z(_T)L + 0 is

@720, |20 = (29, 4 8) - |29+ 8 - dsi- |

—(n—1)d (ZST)L + §(5£) ) ‘

Z(_r,)J_ + fég”n_l
Z", + §5eHn_3 Jy (Z(_T)J_ + §5e) :

for some £ € (0,1). Hence, Cauchy-Schwarz inequality implies
Z(r) n—l

!M+< Dilall |27, + o™l
C g ) < nllal 2 (|

@ (29 +6) - |20+ 8] - a2, |
< llall 16l |22, + €6
< nlaf ) 2 (|

20" 2]

"y 1) (25)

where the last inequality follows from the fact that ||| < 1 in (21) and £ < 1. Therefore,
the third term in (22) becomes

A

(

(27, + 60 (o BRY)) |2
< n2nt Hu o R(_r,)S (‘

where the last inequality holds due to p; < pimax for all j € J.
Therefore, (22) becomes

Fu (X)) = f(X)
< Z (HZYL + 5e||n_1 (27.) oo+ 2 (()Zﬁﬁ“”‘l + 1)) 1(u(20) = e®)

20,4 - (20 (ne )|
Zﬁ

RY| (2,

g 1) < 2" fhpax

n—1
+ 1)

+ Z ( Z(r (r))Te‘ (r) ) 4 5ZHn 1 4 T2 (’ Z(_,:)J_ n—1 + 1)) I[(u(Z(_T)) — e(l))
eg

+ Z n2n_1[1'max R(_r’)s (‘ Z(_T;)J_ " + 1) ]]_(U(Z(_r)) = 6(2)).
eg

Taking the expectation under P, the right-hand side of (7) that corresponds to the

12



external arrival becomes

Ee [fo(X{) = fa(X)]

<E|Y (20 + e (29) s+ 2 (|20 +1)) 1(u(2?) = )
+E, Z; (—(Zﬂ”’l)’u(Z(_’"))Te 7%, + 5,3H"_1 + T (( AL 1)) 1(u(2?) = e(e>)]
+E, :Z n2n1 A (”Zﬂ“ 1(u(2") = e®) ]

- [ (o] (s (Hz< o) - )-e0)
+E, e; (—(Zﬂ)'e@) |2, + ‘5fH P ( |20, |" L ) 1(u(2)) = ) ]

RO (|25,

(

= E, [2"- |12, H 2" 4 02" o

)
- u(Z(T) ]

/'Lrnax

+ IEe Z n2n_1,uma.x
LegJ

2

2nDn 1+2n+n2n 1,ufmaxt]F1/M+n2n 1,u/ma,xJDM n)/(M n+1)F1/(M n+1) _@1,
(26)

where the first equality follows from Lemma 4 and the fact that E[T.] = 1, the second
equality holds by canceling the first terms of the first and second lines and the fact that
Sees L(u(ZM) = e®) = 1, the last inequality follows from Hélder’s inequality and the
induction hypotheses (S2) and (S4), and we denote the final upper bound by a constant
©; independent of r.

When a service completion at station ¢ occurs, the jump increment of ZJ(_T) is —dy,
where J; is defined in (20). Therefore, under P; 4, the increment of f, is
FaX) = X0 = [

r n 1 T n
| el - s ]
= [@0yu(zD) (R 20,7 - (2w (aORD) |22 7

[0 (ro RO+ T 2 =0 o )

a

e

- [n_—l— 1
(20, — &) (uw(z? - “ ) —u(Z2D)) ("R, |2, - 6

- :(Z(_’",L —5)Yu(2") (R |29, — & — (27 u(2?) (a”RT) |2, "_1]
(20— b (o RO |29 = 0" = (200 (o RO |2
+ (Z(_T)L — &) (Ts,ee(g)> Z(_T)l - 5e||n ' (27)

13



Replacing d; by —d, in (23), the first term of (27) becomes

70, - 54)"“ _

r) [Pt r
o < ),

20—af () s

n—1
+ 1) .

n+1

Following (24), the second term of (27) becomes

(28, =8 (=)= () (R 2, =8
(20 - ) —uz) (a0 2 -

DI SER(

< [18ell ([|u(2? - e®)] + ||u(z?

n—1
+ 1) ,

where the second inequality holds due to Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and triangle inequal-
ity, and the last inequality follows from the fact that |0, < 1 in (21), ||u(2)|| = 1 for all
zZ € Zi and o) < >ieq i < J thmax-

Substituting a by —u(Z"" ))a(’")R(f?e—l- uoR(_T?s in (25), the third and fourth terms of (27)
become

A

n—1 n—1
+ 16

n (r) (r)
<2 JumaXR_,e( A

- 29, = s0u(z?) (R >) |20 =& = 27 uz?) (RO |20, ]

"

+ [(Z(_")L — &) (u o R"), ) Z(_T)L

— 8 = (20 (ko BT

<n H—u Z(T))a(T)R(T) +po R(_’)SH on-1 (“Z(_,)J_H - + 1)

)(] "_1+1),

where the last inequality follows from the triangle inequality and the fact that p; < pmax
forall j € J.
The last term in (27) becomes

< 02" pmax (JRY, + | REL) (]|27,

(2, - (1) |20, 6 < (20 (1) |2, -5

where the inequality holds due to the fact that §,e® > 0 by (24).
Therefore, the increment of f,, under PP, is

FalX ) = fulX)
<[ 20 =" (Z0) s+ 2 (|20 1) + 2 TR (|2

) () "y 1) + (Z(_r)l)' (Ts,ee(l)) ‘

Taking the expectation under P, the right-hand side of (7) that corresponds to the

-1
+ 1)

+ 12" max (JRY) + || REL) (270 20, -

14



service completion at station £ becomes

ES! [fn(XS-T)) - fn(X£T))]
< B[ 29 a7 (20) b 2 (|20

)]
) (|22,

+ Es» -(Z(_T,)L)/ (Ts,ee(e)) HZ(_r)l - 513“”_1]

1))
D)
D)
D)

‘n_l + ]_) + 2”J,U,mang,)e (HZE:)L ‘n_l - 1)]

) (|20 +1)]

M—n 1 1
<27 (Do 1)+ (1 D2 i (DI B 4 FY)

By [2 T B (2

By [127 i (TRY, + |[RC),

w22 - () v (|2

")
) (122

+ Eot 2" Titmax R, (HZYL

+E;, -’/7,2"_1,umaX (J R(_T?e + ”R(_r)s

+ Esy -(Z(_’:)J_)/e(l) HZ(—T,)J_ _ 51Hn_1:|
afr (e

+E,, -712"_1,um&X (J R(_T?e + HR(_T)S

M-n_ 1 1
+ n2n_1,ufma,xt] (D,rlz/l_—ln-kl Fn]\iin-H + FOM)
M—n 1

M=m 1 1
= 9" 71D, 1 427 4 (0 + 1)2"J o (Dﬁi‘f‘“ FIm FOM) =6, (28)

where the first equality follows from Lemma 4 and the fact that E[T; ] = 1, the second
equality holds by canceling the first terms of the first and last lines, the last inequality
follows from Holder’s inequality and the induction hypotheses (S2) and (S4), and we
denote the final upper bound by a constant ©, independent of r.

In summary, combining (19), (26) and (28), the BAR (7) implies that

Lo

which completes the proof of (S1) for the induction step n.

" o601+ 3" A0, < Jpimax (B1 + 62), (29)
Leg

5.4 Proof of (S2)

Based on the induction hypotheses, we assume that Statement (S1) holds for 0,1...,n,
and Statements (S2)-(S4) are satisfied for 0,1,...,n — 1. We will now demonstrate the
validity of Statement (S2) for the induction step n by substituting f, p as defined in (11)
into the BAR (7).

15



Plugging f, p into the BAR, the left-hand side becomes

g (1 Pz > o)ﬂ < (+1, |20

Leg

- [ar (x)] = 5. |2

| < (I+1)C,
(30)

where the last inequality follows from the induction hypothesis (S1) for n.
Under P, the increment of f, p is

Fap(XT) = fap(XD)
sl (v ) -

)(

where the last equality follows from the fact that Y-,c 7 1(u(ZZ (T) ) =1.
By using the mean value theorem, there exists a £ € (0, 1) Such that

i M (u(z?) = ®)

aT(j)) 1(u(2") = e®) + |2,

Leg

= X (|22 +&]" - 2%
Leg

n T,
e

(31)

|25+ e = |25

= nd; (2, +€8) |27, + &8 = —nllael | 2, +eo||"

n—1 n—1
"+ ||§5Z||"—1) > —p2! (HZ(_H + 1) , (32)
where the first inequality holds due to Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, and the last inequality

follows from the fact that ||d,|| < 1 in (21).
Therefore, the increment of f, p under P, is

> —n2 6| (|22,

’ T
alr)’

fn,D(XJ(:)) - fn,D(X(_T)) > —p2nl (HZ i)

o )(¢1+ (r))+“ 27

Taking the expectation under P, the right-hand side of (7) that corresponds to the
external arrival becomes

Ee [fo.0(X) = fap (X))
> -2k, [ (|22

I 1) (v )]
= n e, (227 +1) (b + )]+ 5|

\Z(’"

]

1")
a(T)

- (JDK_A%_’_“L FI 4 IR + Do ,,,i) + i (|2
=-0;+ %Ee [ Z(_")L ‘n] , (33)

where the equality follows from Lemma 4 and the fact that E[T.] = 1, the last inequality
holds by Hélder’s inequality, the induction hypotheses (S2) and (54) and o) = ¥, 7 pj—
7 € (tmax, J Umax), and we denote the final lower bound of the first part by a constant O
independent of r.
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Under P, 4, the increment of f, p is

) = FupX0) = 29, =" (w14 T) - |2y

n T, , ]
’)@ﬁu)+V)
H ) (d)l + ) + 2%,

where the inequality follows from (32) by replacing d, by —d,.
Taking the expectation under PP, the right-hand side of (7) that corresponds to the

service completion at station ¢ becomes
T, » m Tse
z)] HE“ZMZ() " ]
He He

Es,é [fn,D(X—(i-r)) fn, (X(r )]
y"‘l #1) (wl 1) vm ) 2]

]"_ + 1) (
> -z (sDF B 4R Dt L) L |20 ]
£ £ 14

7. 3

- (2% -a - 122,

,Ue
> _—p2nt (HZ(_T

’Me

2._nT%JE&Z[(Hzgg

= _n2n—1Es’Z l(‘)Zﬁl

=—-0,+ iEs,e [HZET)l

where the equality follows from Lemma 4 and the fact that E[T; ¢] = 1, the last inequality
holds by Hoélder’s inequality and the induction hypotheses (S2) and (S4), and we denote
the final lower bound of the first part by a constant ©, independent of r.
In summary, combining (30), (33) and (34), the BAR (7) implies that
)
T

(J +1)Cp > —a"03 + E, [| 2,

[T+ S A (-0t e 172
eg He

> —a (05 +0,4) +E, [

W R | A
Leg

He

where the last inequality follows from Y, ; )\Ef) = a() and (17).

Therefore, we have
)i " (J +1)Cp + o (B3 + ©y)
£ |20+ 5 B2

< =
mlnfej ,7€(0,4min /2) iLe

(J +1)Cr + (03 + O4) Ype s e

- :umm

2/max

22

which completes the proof of (S2) for the induction step n.

5.5 Proof of (S3)

Building upon the induction hypotheses, we assume that Statements (S1) and (S2) hold
for 0,1,...,n, while Statements (S3) and (S4) are satisfied for 0,1,...,n — 1. In this

17



section, we aim to prove Statement (S3) for the induction step n. Note that when n = M,
Statement (S3) holds trivially due to Statement (S1). Hence, in the subsequent analysis,
we will solely focus on the cases when 1 <n < M.

Plugging f, g in (12) into BAR (7), the left-hand side becomes

: ((Rg>)M‘” Ly (R (20 > 0))] |

(35)

- [Af ()] = Q-+, | |20

Under P, the increment of f, g is
Fap (X)) = fum(X?)
., T M—n+1 (r)
— Z l”Z( ) -I—(SeH <¢M n+1 t (a(T)) ) — HZ—’J-

) ) <¢M nt1 + ( '—Z;T))M_nﬂ) ﬂ(u(Z@) _ e(a)

M—n+1
| (e
1 ‘ (OA(T)) ’ (36)

where the last equality follows from the fact that >,c 7 (u(Z (T) ) =1.
By using the mean value theorem, there exists a £ € (0,1) Such that

i v,bM_nH] 1(u(2?)) = e®)

=2 (22 + o - |22
Leg

+|2¢

|22 + o] - |27 I~

I~

" =nd, (27, +¢6,) || 2, + 60
" g ) < m2t (|2

< nlléell | 27, + &6
<n2iad) (|2,

" 1) , (37)

where the first inequality holds due to Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, and the last inequality
follows from the fact that ||0,]] < 1 in (21).
Therefore, the increment of f, g under P, is

TM —n+1

(r) (r) n—1 (r)
FapX) = fop(X0) < n2 1 (|29, ' Gy

n— M—n+1 ,
) e i

Taking the expectation under P, the right-hand side of (7) that corresponds to the
external arrival becomes

Ee [fae(X) = fop (X))

e (2 1) (v i) 20 e
. TM n+1 E TeM—nH
— n2" 'R, (HZ(—T,)L‘ 1-|- ) (1/JM n+1 OZ(T) 7 n+1) +E ) ‘ ]«J@))Tnjl
M—n+1 M—n+1 M—n+1
. I E [TM+1] R E I ) [TM—H] My E [TM+1] M+1
<n2"'|F, . +JF, ™ + D, M—nt1 [ M=n+1 + pM—nt1 D,
= O, (38)
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where the first equality follows from Lemma 4 and the fact that E[T,] = 1, the last
inequality holds by Hélder’s inequality, the induction hypotheses (S2) and (S4) and o™ >
Umax for any r € (0, min/2), and we denote the final upper bound by a constant ©Og
independent of r.

Under P; 4, the increment of f, g is

fap (X)) = fap(X2)
—n+1
_ |20, — s (W +ZZM—) 2 bt
n TM—n+1 n TM—n+1
‘ ) (d’M n+1 + W) + HZ(_T,)J_‘ uz\’f_""'l

n— TM—n+1 TM —n+1
o )(W - n+1)+y| e

< np2rt <||Z r’)

= (|27, - & -} 2"

where the last inequality follows from (37) by replacing §, by —d.
Taking the expectation under P, the right-hand side of (7) that corresponds to the
service completion at station £ becomes

Es,é [fn,E(X-(:)) - fn,E(X(—r))]

r —n+1 M n+1
o8, (120 41 (s + i )| 42 [l i

i w Hy

r M —n+1 M—-n+1
<vome (0 1) (v IE[;_]) e[|, \%}

L Z g

M-—n+1 M-—n+1 M-n+1
1 M—n+1 E [TM‘H] M+1 E [TM-H] M+1 E [TM+1] M+1
Sn2" | o # JF M 4 Doy Monil T M—n+1 + M—n+1
o My Hy
= @77 (39)

where the first equality follows from Lemma 4 and the fact that E[Ts, = 1, the last
inequality holds by Holder’s inequality, the induction hypotheses (S2) and (S4) and (" >
Umax for any r € (0, min/2), and we denote the final upper bound by a constant ©
independent of r.

In summary, combining (35), (38) and (39), the BAR (7) implies that

e () ()22 50 < 2O B
< (©6 +O7) Xjecr 1
- M—-n+1

Since Rgfj.]l(zj.’") = O) LT,/ n - ]l(Z](.T) = 0) for all j € J, we have

"Rz o)) =

WEITS e
#?M 1(Z; o)lgcn

E[T+1) 5

M-—n
Hj

|22

Y

E, [“Zi")
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and hence, we have

B (|20

W(RD, BD)| = E, ||| 2

(e g )

(B6+07) Xjcr ,Ug E[T, M+1] M
<
- M-n+1 + 2 O e

JjET 'U’J

which completes the proof of (S3) for the induction step n.

5.6 Proof of (S4)

Given the induction hypotheses, we assume that Statements (S1)-(S3) hold for 0,1,...,n
and Statement (S4) is satisfied for 0,1,...,n — 1. We will now prove Statement (S4) for
the induction step n. However, if n = M, Statement (S4) is trivially satisfied due to
Statement (S2). Therefore, in the following analysis, we will focus on the cases where
1<n< M.

Applying f, r in (13) into BAR (7), the left-hand side becomes

A7 (X)] =B, | |20 ¢Mn(1+zn( >0))}
oz 20w ()4 S (1) 1(20 )|

< (J+DE, [ 27

" Yaron] + (M = n)E, |28

" Yrr-n1ty] < (27 + 4T M]E,,
(40)

where the last inequality holds due to the property stated in (16) and Statement (S3) of
the induction hypotheses.
Under P,, the increment of f, ¢ is

Far(XD) = fur(XD)

. T. \"™" T, . .
= Sl vl (s (G5) ) (0 55) 1220 ] 1) = )
> > (HZ(_T)J_ +6|" - HZ(_’) | )¢M . (wl + a(r)) ﬂ(u(Z(_T)) = e(‘f)) + “Z(_T)J_ |n 1/)M—n%

Leg

> —n2 (|2,

T,
’ ¢M -n (r)’

) (4J YM—nt1+ Yym—n 7(1)) + H A

where the first inequality is obtained by neglecting the terms associated with (7T, /™)™~
and the last inequality follows from (32) and (16).
Taking the expectation under P, the right-hand side of the BAR (7) that corresponds
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to the external arrival becomes
Ee [for(X) = for(XD)]
n—1 (r) ™1 2 Te
> —n2" K, HZ_,L ‘ + 1) (4T —ns1 + Vrn + E.
n—1 (r) |1 2
— -2, [ (|20 + 1) (470 + - "am)] +E, |
1 2 M ; T 1 (r)
> _n2nt | (47 (Fn_l YR ) + (D,f{‘l"“F,ff;"“ LR ) + =k |29

’ le n:Ia (41)

T, -
‘ YM—n |

1
‘ ¥y-n a® |

Z""

T)

"]

/‘I" max

@7+ 1 [

20,

where the first equality follows from Lemma 4 and the fact that E[T,] = 1, the last
inequality holds by Holder’s inequality, the induction hypotheses (S2) and (S4) and ") >
Umax for any r € (0, gmin/2), and we denote the final upper bound by a constant ©
independent of r.

Under P, 4, the increment of f, r is

Far(X) = fur(XD)
M—n
|29, & (¢M_n+(Tsf) )(¢1+T ) |29,
e He
> (|20 =" =20 v (31 ) + 2 e

’n—l +1) (4% pir + 1/;M_n& + “Z@L
He

‘ ’QZ)M nd)l

TS,E

e

’n "pM—n Ts,é )
He

> - (|20,

Y

where the first inequality is obtained by neglecting the terms associated with (7% /e)™
and the last inequality follows from (32) and (16).
Taking the expectation under P; 4, the right-hand side of the BAR (7) that corresponds
to the service completion at station ¢ becomes
sl (r)
+Esp ||| 22
)]+ [1

Eot [for(XY) = fr (X))
‘n ) <4J VM —n+1 + VM- n: )] +Eg lHZ(r) ‘ Y- n:]

1"wM_n@]
He

> —n2"'E, [(HZYL ") (4J2wM_n+1 Fharn
e ()
¢

> —pt (422 (Fua+ By 70 ) + — (DI BP0 ) )| + 2k, 20"
> —n w1+ Fy o (DIETRLT + Fy B (|20 ]

L i) (42)

=—63+ lEs,Z [”Z(_r
He

where the first equality follows from Lemma 4 and the fact that E[Ts, = 1, the last
inequality holds by Hoélder’s inequality, the induction hypotheses (S2) and (S4), and we
denote the final upper bound by a constant ©g independent of 7.
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In summary, combining (40), (41) and (42), the BAR (7) implies that

1

[2J + 4J*M]E, > o607 + E. [| 2", 2
’ He

[rr-a] + A0 (004 15 |20
Leg

> —a" (O7+65) + E. |

)

‘n ¢M—n] ;

200

n He—T (r)
o] + 5 R |2

where the last inequality follows from e A\ = o and (17).
Therefore, we have

(2J +4J°M)E,, + o' (67 + ©5)

i pe—r
mlnfeJ,TE(O,umin/2) nw

< (2J -+ 4J2M)En + (@3 + @4) dej 177

_— HMmin
2Hmax

E. |

|2,

|n ¢M—n] <

[“rrn] + 2B |22
Leg

which completes the proof of (S4) for the induction step n.

5.7 Proof of Non-integer Case when £ > 0

To prove Proposition 5 when € > 0, it is essential to introduce the following lemma,
which aligns directly with Statements (S1)-(S4) in Section 5.1 by replacing M with g =
M +¢/(M + ¢€) and substituting n with 8 — 1.

Lemma 6. Under the moment condition (8), there exist positive and finite constants
Cp_1, Dg_1, Eg_1 and Fs_; independent of r such that the following statements hold for
all r € (0, tmin/2):

(1) E[|Z7)1F~Y < Cp-s.
(2) EIZ7 1P + Sees Esel| 27, 1P~1] < Doy
(3) E[| 2718241 (RS, RD)] < Ep_.

(4) EJI1Z7 1P~ 91 (RT,, RT)] + Soe s Baolll 27, 1P~ 401 (RY),, R™)] < Fp_s.

When the above statements hold, the proof of Proposition 5 parallels the approach
in Section 5.3, with only two changes: substituting n with 8 and replacing Statements
(S1)-(S4) with Statements (1)-(4).

To prove Statements (1)-(4), we need to introduce the following lemma, which directly
corresponds to the base step of Statements (S3)-(S4) when n = 0.

Lemma 7. Under the moment condition (8), there exist positive and finite constants A,
and A, independent of r such that the following statements hold for all v € (0, timin/2):

E [darse (RY, RD)] < Ay (43)
Ee [¢arse (RO ROL)] + 30 B [arse (RO, RYL)]| < Ay (44)
Leg
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Proof of Lemma 7. The proof of Lemma 7 follows the same approach as presented in
Section 5.2. Specifically, the proof of (43) can directly adopt the proof approach of
Statement (S3) in Section 5.2 by replacing M with M + € in the test function (14).
Similarly, the proof of (44) can directly adopt the proof approach of Statement (S4) in
Section 5.2 by replacing M with M + ¢ in the test function (15). O

Proof of Lemma 6. Since Proposition 5 for integer cases when ¢ = 0 implies that State-
ments (S1) and (S2) hold for n = M, Statements (1) and (2) also hold due to f—1 < M.
Statement (3) can be established as follows:

_1 M1l- 5 1 1 1
E |20 | TR ) <oy T 20AR T, (45)

< |20

where the first inequality holds due to Holder’s inequality, and the second 1nequahty fol-
lows from Lemma 7 and the fact that ¢+ < 2J (R(” YMFe < 2Jv,bM+5 Wlth RY, =

max({Rgr)} U {RS"J) :j € J}). Consequently, Eg_; can be set as 2JC’ M+EAM+E State-
ment (4) follows the same argument as (45) by replacing 7 to any Palm measure v in

{P} U{Psp; £ € T}

-1 —1 1w A
Fadlk wl] SEV[)Z@ ’ ] TR, [ < Dy L 2g AT
Consequently, Fj, 51 can be set as 4J2D ~ e AM+6 m

6 Proof of Proposition 3

In this section, we prove the weak convergence of the steady-state average queue length in
Proposition 3. For simplicity, we equivalently prove the weak convergence of the steady-
state total queue length r3°,c 7 Z J(’") = JZ* as r — 0. Our proof heavily follows the proof
in Braverman et al. [2023].

6.1 Test Function for the BAR

Recall that X" denotes the random vector that follows the stationary distribution of the
rth JSQ system for r € (0,1). We define the exponential function gy for any § < 0 as

go(2) = exp (9 > zj) , z€ZIL.
JjET

Incorporating truncatlon on residual interarrival and service times for ¢ > 0, we define
the test function f(9 ; ford <0andt>0as

b (2) = gs(2) exp (—n(&t)(a“)re A = 3 €5(6,8) (e A t*)) , @=(57em) €5,
JjeT
where 7(6,t) and £(0,t) is the solutions to

R, [e—n(o,t)(Te/\tfl)] =1, e_eEs,j [e—ﬁj(e,t)(Ts,j/\rl)] =1 forjeJ. (46)
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These 1(6,t) and £(0,t) are uniquely determined by (46), which can be proved in Lemma
C.1 of Braverman et al. [2023]. Hence, the jump terms in the BAR (7) will be zero, i.e.,

E [£7(X0) = f(XD)] =0, B [f7(X0) - fXD)] =0 forjed.
Therefore, applying the test function fé;) to the BAR (7) yields
E. [Afy? (X®)] =0. (47)

We are now ready to define two sets of moment generating functions (MGFs) for Z(")
and X as follows. For Z(), we define, for each # < 0 and r € (0,1),

$7(6) = Ex [90(Z27)]  67(6) = Ex [90(27) | 2" =0] forjeJ,

Note that ¢ (r) is the MGF of the scaled total queue length r ¥ c 7 Z]@.
For X, we set t = r'~% where &y € (0,80/(1 + &)), which is consistent with SSC
result in Proposition 2, and define truncated MGFs as

P (0) = Ex [f0f XD, @7(0) =By [£7 (X)) | 207 =0]  forj e T. (48)

6.2 OQOutline of the Proof

In this section, we will prove the weak convergence of the average queue length in Propo-
sition 3. We will follow the six steps of the proof in Section 7.1 of Braverman et al.
[2023].

(Step 1) Using the MGFs ™ and cpgr) of (48), we derive an asymptotic BAR for X as
follows

Lemma 8. Assume Assumptions 1 and 2 hold. For each 8§ <0, asrT — 0,

(a(”)n(rﬁ, ri=eo) 4 > pi&i(rb, rl_so)) 0" (r)

JjeJ

=Y wP (2 =0)&(ro,r' =)l (rf) = o(r?), (49)

jET

We call (49) an asymptotic BAR of X(. The proof depends on SSC under the
Palm distributions. The proof is provided in Section 6.3.

(Step 2) To rewrite (49) in a more tractable form, we need asymptotic expansions of  and
&, for j € J. Specifically, for each fixed § <0 and j € J, we have, as r — 0,

1 1
n(rf,r'==°) = r + §czr292 +o(r?), &(rh,r'%) = —rf + ch,jﬂ@z + o(r?),
(50)

where ¢2 and ¢ ; are the SCV of interarrival and service times, respectively. The
proof of (50) is given in Lemma 7.5 of Braverman et al. [2023].
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(Step 3)

(Step 4)

(Step 5)

(Step 6)

Using the results obtained in Step 2 and p; — /\E-T) = O(r) in (17), the asymptotic
BAR (49), for each § < 0, as 7 — 0, becomes

(T’a(r)9+ %OZ(T)CET'292 + Z ( 7"/1]0 + 2/1]0 T292)) S0(7‘)(1"0)
JjeJ

=3 (1= ") (=160) £ (r6) = o(r?).

JjeT

According to the heavy traffic condition and dividing by 726, we have, for each § < 0
and as r — 0,

(r)
T T [1/_)\ T
( 1+9( ()02+Z2m sg))¢<><re)+z%w§-><ro>=o<r2>.

jeT JjeJ

Note that ¢(")(r#) is a Laplace transform for § < 0 and is bounded by 1. Hence, by
a standard “diagonal argument” in Theorem 5.19 of Kallenberg [1997], we have the
following result. There exist a subsequence r,, — 0, and Laplace transforms ¢(7")(9)

and ¢§r)(9), j € J, of finite measures such that

lim (") (10), 0™ (ra8),5 € T) = (6(8),¢;0),5 € J), 6 <0,

where (¢(6), $;(6),j € J) is a limit point. In the following steps, we use (¢, ¢;,7 €
J) to denote a fixed limit point with corresponding subsequence {r,}. For nota-
tional simplicity, we omit index n and simply write r,, as r in both r — 0 and o(r?).
This does not cause any problems because the subsequence {r,} is fixed once it is
chosen. We will show that the limit point is unique, and hence, the convergence
holds for the entire sequence.

Using the SSC in Proposition 2 and the expansions in Step 2, we have, as r — 0,
P (r6) — ¢ (r6) = o(1), & (r6) — ¢ (r6) = o(1) for j € T,
whose proof is given in (7.28) of Braverman et al. [2023]. Hence, Step 4 implies that
o (r0) = (6) = o(1), & (r0) = ¢;(6) =o(1) forj e J.

Hence, we can replace ¢ and (pg-r) by ¢ and ¢, in the asymptotic BAR (49), which
implies that

(r)
(H@( <”c2+22u] )) O+¥ 2 A 6,(6) = o(1).

JjeT JjeT

According to SSC in Proposition 2, we have the following lemma.

Lemma 9. Assume Assumptions 1 and 2 hold. We have
$;0)=1, jeJ.
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Hence, ¢(6) is uniquely determined by the following equation:

(r)
$(0) = lim Yieg(pi — A7) ! -1 ’
r—0 r 1-46 (%04(7’)63, +Yjes %'“J'cij) Lo 0gm

which is the MGF of an exponential random variable with mean Jm, and m is
defined in (4).

6.3 Proof of Technical Lemmas

Proof of Lemma 8. Setting 60 to r, the BAR (47) implies that

ies jeT
+ (16, 1) By [ frp,51-20 (X )1 (VR > r¥071)]

+ 30 1 (0,7 ) Ex [ frp,1-20 (X )12 > 0)1(s;RE) > r=71)] = 0.
JjeTJ

(a(r)n(re,rl_so) + ) wi&(ro, 7’1_50)) e (r0) — 3 P (ZJ@ = 0) &;(r0, rl_so)go§r) (r6)

Since the last two terms have the order of o(r?) by Lemma 8.2 of Braverman et al. [2023],
the proof is completed. m

Proof of Lemma 9. From the SSC in Proposition 2 and IP’(Z](-T) =0) = (u; — )\;T)) [ =
O(r) in (17), for each j € J, we have

1= 6000)] = Er [1 - " Zhes 87 | 200 > 0| < r 6] E,

>z |z = 0]
keJg

= Jr|0|Ex (20 — 27 | 2" = 0] < Jr|9|E, [1120] | 2" = 0]
_ Jr|0|Eq 120711(2f” = 0)]

< Jr|0|E, [“ZY)HHEO]ﬁ (1 B pg.’"))_ﬁ

P(z" =0)
= 0(1)?
which completes the proof. m
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