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ANALYSIS OF MULTISERVER RETRIAL QUEUEING SYSTEM:
A MARTINGALE APPROACH AND AN ALGORITHM OF
SOLUTION

VYACHESLAV M. ABRAMOV

ABSTRACT. The paper studies a multiserver retrial queueing system with m
servers. Arrival process is a point process with strictly stationary and er-
godic increments. A customer arriving to the system occupies one of the free
servers. If upon arrival all servers are busy, then the customer goes to the
secondary queue, orbit, and after some random time retries more and more to
occupy a server. A service time of each customer is exponentially distributed
random variable with parameter p;. A time between retrials is exponentially
distributed with parameter pg for each customer. Using a martingale approach
the paper provides an analysis of this system. The paper establishes the stabil-
ity condition and studies a behavior of the limiting queue-length distributions
as p2 increases to infinity. As po — oo, the paper also proves the convergence
of appropriate queue-length distributions to those of the associated ‘usual’
multiserver queueing system without retrials. An algorithm for numerical so-
lution of the equations, associated with the limiting queue-length distribution
of retrial systems, is provided.

Keywords: Multiserver retrial queues, Queue-length distribution, Stochastic
calculus, Martingales and semimartingales
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1. INTRODUCTION, DESCRIPTION OF THE MODEL, REVIEW OF THE LITERATURE
AND MOTIVATION

We study a multiserver retrial queueing system having the following structure.

e The arrival process A(t) is a point process, the increments of which form a
strictly stationary and ergodic sequence of random variables.

e There are m servers, and an arriving customer occupies one of free servers.

e If upon arrival all servers are busy, then the customer goes to the secondary
queue, orbit, and after some random time retries more and more to occupy a server.

e A service time of each customer is exponentially distributed random variable
with parameter p;.

e A time between retrials is exponentially distributed with parameter us for each
customer in the orbit.

Using a martingale approach the paper provides an analysis of this system. The
paper establishes the stability condition and studies a behavior of the limiting
queue-length distributions as po increases to infinity. As ps — oo, the paper
also proves the convergence of appropriate queue-length distributions to those of
the associated ‘usual’ multiserver queueing system A/M/m/oco (without retrials),
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where the first parameter A in the first position of the notation denotes the arrival
point process A(t). In the following, by ‘usual’ multiserver queueing system we
mean the abovementioned A/M/m/oo queueing system. Our asymptotic results
can be applied to various problems associated with multiserver retrial queues. For
example, they can be used in performance analysis of real communication systems.

Analysis of multiserver retrial queueing systems is very hard. For the M/M/m
retrial queueing systems, analytic results for the stationary probabilities are not
simple even in the case of m = 2. The results associated with numerical analysis
have been obtained in a large number of papers (see, e.g. Anisimov, and Artalejo
[4], Artalejo, and Pozo [6], Falin [16], Neuts, and Rao [42], Stepanov [48], Wilkinson
[51] and others). The methods of these papers are based on truncation of the state
space for the stationary probabilities and constructing auxiliary models helping to
approximate the initial system (see the review of Artalejo, and Falin [5] as well as
the book of Falin, and Templeton [17] for details).

In the present paper we study a non-Markovian retrial queueing system, the
input process of which is a point process with strictly stationary and ergodic incre-
ments. By point process with strictly stationary and ergodic increments we mean
the following. Let {&;};>1 be a strictly stationary and ergodic sequence of positive
random variables, and let z,, = Y"1 | & (2o = 0) be the corresponding sequence of
points. Then, the process X (t) = Y. I{x; < t}, where I{=} denotes the indicator
of set =, is called a point process with strictly stationary and ergodic increments. If
{&}i>1 is a sequence of independent identically distributed random variables, then
X (t) is called a point process with independent identically distributed increments
or renewal process.

Let E&; = A~!. Then the assumption that A(t) is a point process with strictly
stationary and ergodic increments means that

IP’{ im A0 _ /\} ~ 1 (1.1)
t—oo t

Along with asymptotic behavior of the limiting queue-length distribution as pa-
rameter po increases to infinity, the paper proves continuity of the limiting queue-
length distributions in the sense of convergence of functional of the queue-length
distribution to that of the ‘usual’ A/M/m/oco queue.

The significance of our results is motivated as follows. In the queueing literature
the multiserver M/GI/m/0 and GI/M/m/0 loss queueing systems are the systems
of special attention. Both these queueing systems are known as a good model for
telephone systems and has been an object of investigations during many decades.
The earliest investigations of these systems were due to Palm [43] and later due
to Pollatzek [44], Cohen [12], Sevastyanov [46], Takdcs [49], Iglehart, and Whitt
[23]-[25] and others. Recently, the increasing attention has been to non-stationary
multiserver loss systems (e.g. Davis, Massey, and Whitt [15], Massey, and Whitt
[40]) and multiserver systems with multiple customers classes (e.g. Cohen [13],
Gail, Hantler, and Taylor [18], [19], Righter [46] and others). Both these directions
for multiserver queueing system are closely related to multiserver queueing systems
with retrials and abandonments, which recently have been intensively studied in
the literature in a framework of analysis of call centers (see Garnett, Mandelbaum,
and Reiman [21], Gans, Koole, and Mandelbaum [20], Grier et al. [22], Koole,
and Mandelbaum [30], Mandelbaum et al. [36]- [38] and others). In a framework
of mentioned models of queues, the place of the model considered in this paper is
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clear. Our assumption that input process is the process with strictly stationary
and ergodic increments is more general than those considered earlier. Even mul-
tiserver retrial queueing models with recurrent input are very difficult to analysis.
The explicit results for the stationary distributions of these systems are unknown.
The known results related to Markovian multiserver retrial queueing models are
not sufficient, since the real models arising in practice not always can be good ap-
proximated by Markovian models. Note, that Choi, Chang, and Kim [11] applied
a not standard M APy, M AP, /M /m retrial model to cellular networks.

For such general non-Markovian models as the model considered in the paper
only the stability results are an object of investigation in the literature (see e.g.
Altman, and Borovkov [3] and references therein). The most relevant model is a
model including both retrials and abandonments, as it has been considered in the
aforementioned papers, associated with call centers. We would like to point out
that such more extended model can also be studied by development of the method
of this work. We hope that this will be done in the future.

The analysis of the present paper is based on martingale approach. Nowadays
the martingale approach, associated with analysis of different queueing systems and
network, is familiar. Among the well-known general textbooks on martingale theory
such as Jacod, and Shiryayev [26], Karatzas, and Shreve [27], Liptser, and Shiryaev
[34], [35], Revuz, and Yor [45], there are special textbooks on martingale theory
associated with point processes and queues and networks such as Bremaud [10],
Baccelli, and Bremaud [7], Whitt [50] and others. Also there is a large number of
papers studying different queueing systems and networks with the aid of stochastic
calculus. Traditionally, the martingale methods are used to provide weak conver-
gence results and diffusion approximations, and the majority of papers establish
such type of results (e.g. Abramov [1], Kogan, and Liptser [28], Kogan, Liptser,
and Shenfild [29], Krichagina [31], Krichagina, Liptser, and Puhalskii [32], Krylov,
and Liptser [33], Mandelbaum, and Pats [39], Williams [52] and others).

In some recent papers the martingale theory is used for analysis of point processes
and queue-length characteristics of queues and networks also under the light traffic
conditions (e.g. Abramov [1], [2], Kogan, and Liptser [28], Miyazawa [41] and
references therein).

In the present paper, we study a behavior of the queue-length process under
the light traffic condition for the multiserver retrial queueing system, by using the
known methods of the theory of martingales. The advantage of the martingale
approach is that, it provides a deepen analysis of the system helping to study a
more wide its extension, than the traditional methods.

The paper is structured as follows. There are 11 sections. The main results of
this paper are given in Section 8. Theorem 8.1 establishes a property of the limiting
joint probabilities of the queue-length processes in the main queue and orbit as pa-
rameter po increases to infinity. This property is then used in Theorem 8.2 stating
on the continuity property of the queue-length processes, a convergence of the joint
queue-length distribution of the multiserver retrial queueing system to that of the
one-dimensional queue-length distribution of the ‘usual’ A/M/m/oco queueing sys-
tem. Section 2 discusses the basic equations, which are then used throughout the
paper. Section 3 deduces the Doob-Meyer semimartingale decomposition of the ba-
sic equations. Section 4 studies normalized queue-length processes and establishes
the condition for stability (in the sense defined precisely in Theorem 4.1). Section
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5 derives equation for the queue-length distribution given by Theorem 5.1. Section
6 is devoted to the proof of Theorem 5.1. There are two corollaries of Theorem 5.1
given in Section 7. Sections 9 and 10 discuss algorithm for numerical solution of the
main system of equations. Specifically, Section 10 provides numerical results under
conditions of high retrial rate, which enable us to discuss the results on convergence
obtained in Section 8. Concluding remarks are given in Section 11.

2. DISCUSSION OF THE BASIC EQUATIONS

All point processes considered in this paper are assumed to be right-continuous
having the left-side limits.

Consider the queue-length process of our retrial system. The number of servers,
occupied in time ¢, are denoted @Q1(t), and respectively, Q2(¢) is the number of
customers in orbit in time ¢. The both queue-length processes Q1(t) and Q2(t) are
assumed to be continuous in 0, @Q1(0) = @Q2(0) = 0, as well as right-continuous
having the left-side limits. The following two equations describe a dynamic of the
queue-length processes Q1(t) and Q2(t). The first equation is

Qu(t) + Qalt) / ZI{Ql ) > i}drD(s), (2.1)

where 7V, i = 1,2,...,m, are independent Poisson processes with rate p;. The
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second equation is

Qs(t) = / 1{Q1(s—) = m}dA(s)

/I{Ql #m}ZI{QQ ) > iy (s), (2.2)

where 71'( ) ,1=1,2,..., are independent Poisson processes with rate us.

Equat1ons (2.1) and (2.2) can be explained as follows. The term ) ;" | I{Q1(s—) >
i} of the integrand of (2.1) means the number of occupied servers immediately be-
fore time s in the main queue. We use the term ‘“mmediately before’ keeping in
mind that the point s can be a point of possible jump. Then the right-hand side of
equation (2.1) for Q1 (¢) + Q2(t) includes the number of arrivals until time ¢ minus
the number of departures given by the term

/ZI{Ql ) > ivdn (o). (2.3)

The term Y .-, I{Q2(s—) > i} of the second integrand of (2.2) means the number
of customers in orbit immediately before time s. Obviously, if there is no customer
in orbit, then the second integrand of (2.2) becomes equal to 0. Next, the term
I{Q1(s—) # m} of the second integrand of (2.2) means that if immediately before
time s there is at least one free server in the main system, then one of the customers
of the orbit queue can occupy the server in time s, otherwise the integrand becomes
equal to 0. The first integral of the right-hand side of (2.2) means the number of
arrivals to the orbit system during the time interval [0,t]. Then the right-hand
side of equation (2.2) for Q2(¢) includes the number of arrivals until time ¢ to the
orbit minus the number of departures from the orbit to the main queue, where the
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mentioned number of arrivals to the orbit is given by the first integral, and the
mentioned number of departures from the orbit is given by the second one.

Notice, that the equations similar to (2.1) and (2.2), associated with time-
dependent Markovian model with abandonments and retrials, has already been
considered in the literature (e.g. Mandelbaum et al. [36]- [38]). However, the
main emphasis of these papers was done to the analysis of fluid limits and diffusion
approximations.

3. SEMIMARTINGALE DECOMPOSITION OF THE QUEUE-LENGTH PROCESS

In this section we provide another representation for the queue-length pro-
cesses by using the Doob-Meyer semimartingale decomposition (e.g. Liptser, and
Shiryayev [34], Jacod, and Shiryayev [26]). The compensators of the semimartin-
gales associated with point processes will be provided by ‘hat’. For example, the
point process A(t) is a semimartingale, and A(t) is its compensator. The Doob-
Meyer semimartingale decomposition for some semimartingale X will be written as
X=X+M x, where Mx is the notation for the local square-integrable mar-
tingale. For example, the semimartingale decomposition of A(t) is written as
A(t) = A(t) + Ma(t). Along with the notation Myx sometimes it is also used
M;(t) or M; ;(t). In such cases the sense of the local square integrable martingales
M;(t) or M, ;(t) is specially explained.

It is assumed in the paper that all point processes are adapted with respect to
the filtration %, given on stochastic basis {Q, .#, F = (%#)i>0, P}.

Let us start from equation (2.1). As semimartingales, the processes A(t) and

fo L H{Qu(s—) > i}drM(s) are represented as
A(t) = A(t) + Ma(t), (3.1)
O(t) = C(t) + Mc(1), (3.2)
The compensator C(t) has the representation
t
—in [ Quls)as (3.3)
0

(for details see Dellacherie [14], Liptser, and Shiryayev [34], [35], Theorem 1.6.1).
By virtue of (3.1), (3.2) and (3.3) for equation (2.1) we have

Q1(t) + Qa(t) = A(t) + Ma(t) MJQ1m4m> (3.4)

Denoting M (t) = Ma(t) — Mc(t) we obtain

Q1(t) + Qalt) = m/@ldﬁwm> (35)

Let us now consider equation (2.2). For the associated arrival process Di(t) =
fot I{Q1(s—) = m}dA(s) we have the following:

Di(t) = Dy (t) + Mp, (t), (3.6)

where

ﬂw=41mwa=mm&a (3.7)
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and
t
M, (6) = [ HQi(5) = m}ada(s) (35
For the associated departure process Dy (t)= fot {Q1(s—) #m} Y o {Qa(s—)
> i}dﬂ'Z@)(s) we have the following:
Da(t) = Da(t) + Mp,(t), (3.9)
where .
Da(t) = s [ T@a(s) # m}Qa(s)ds (3.10)

(see Dellacherie [14], Liptser, and Shiryayev [34], [35], Theorem 1.6.1).
Then (2.2) can be rewritten as follows:

Qs(t) = / 1{Q1(s—) = m}dA(s)

—'LLQ/ I{Ql(s) 7§ m}QQ(S)dS + MQ(t), (311)
0

where

My(t) = Mp, (t) — Mp, (t). (3.12)

4. NORMALIZED QUEUE-LENGTH PROCESSES AND CONDITION FOR THE
STABILITY

In this section we study the normalized queue-length processes

aelt) = th(f)

and its asymptotic properties as ¢ — co. In the following the small letters will stand
for normalized processes. The notation for normalized processes corresponds to the
notation of original processes given by capital letters. For example, a(t) = ¢! A\(t);
mp,(t) =t~1 Mp,(t) and so on.

Following this comment, the equations associated with the queue-length pro-
cesses (3.5) and (3.11) can be written

,k=1,2;t>0, (4.1)

@ () + q2(t) = a(t) — %/o sq1(s)ds + mq (t), (4.2)
and .
w(t) = 7 [ HQi(s=) = mdlsi(s)
7 | HQuls) # mbsaa(s)ds + ma(®), (43)

Let us now study these two equations (4.2) and (4.3) as t — co. More accurately,
let us find Plim of ¢1(¢) and ¢2(t) as ¢ — oo, where Plim denotes the limit in
probability.

Show that

]P’t1_1}1£10 mq(t) = 0. (4.4)

Indeed, because of mq(t) = ma(t) — mc(t), we have
]P’tlggoml(t) < ]Ptlggo Ima(t)| —I—Ptlgglo Ime (1)) (4.5)
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Applying the Lenglart-Rebolledo inequality we obtain:

P{|lma(t)] > §} < IP’{ sup sm?(s)’ > (5}

0<s<t

- ]p{ sup [ Ma(s)| > 6t} < 5% +P{A(t) > et?}

0<s<t
At
—5—2+P{ i) >et} (4.6)
The both terms of the right-hand side vanish, as € is taken sufficiently small and ¢
increases to infinity such that et — oo. That is Plim;_, }mA (t)| =0.

Taking into account that

/ ZI{Ql ) > itdrP(s) < iwj”(t), (4.7)
=1

by virtue of the Lenglart—Rebolledo inequality we have:

P{|mc(t)] > 6} < IP’{ sup smfc(s)‘ > (5}

0<s<t

:IED{ sup |Mc (s \>5t}<—+]?{z7r(1 >et2}

0<s<t
]P’{l Z V() > et}. (4.8)
bt
As earlier (see reference (4.6)), now we obtain Plim;_o [mc(t)| = 0. Thus, it is

shown that Plim;_, ., m1(t) = 0.
Analogously to the above, ma(t) = mp,(t) — mp,(t). Therefore, similarly to
(3.5)

Ptlir&mg(t) < ]P)tli{?o |mop, (t)| +Ptlirgo |mp, ()| (4.9)
Notice (see (2.8)), that |mp, (£)] < |ma(t)| for all ¢ > 0. Therefore,
P lim Imp, (t)] < P lim |ma(t)] = 0. (4.10)

However, both Plim; . |mp,(t)] = 0 and Plim; o |m2(t)] = 0 can only be true
under the additional condition Plim;—, « a(t) < p1m. Recall that according to (1.1)
Plim;_, o a(t) = A. Therefore, the above condition is A < pym.
In order to prove Plim;_,o |ma(t)] = 0 and Plim;_, o |mp,(t)] = 0 under the
abovementioned additional condition A < g3m let us now study equation (4.2).
Notice first that from the fact that Plim; o [ma(t)] = 0 we have

]P’tlggo a(t) = ]P’tlggo a(t) = A, (4.11)
since
Ptlggo a(t) = ]P’tlggo a(t) — ]P’tlggo ma(t). (4.12)

Next, if limy oo t71 fot P{Q1(s) = m}ds = 1, then by the Lebesgue dominated
convergence

t—oo t

E lim [ 14Q1() = mpalsa)] = (4.13)

and
tlg& Eqa(t) = tlg]élo Ea(t) = A (4.14)
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(4.14) means that if lim; oo ¢t 1 fot P{Q1(s) = m}ds = 1, then EQ2(t) increases to
infinity, as t — oo.

Let us now assume, that lim; ¢! fot P{Q1(s) = m}ds = p < 1. Then, it is
not difficult to prove that only Plim; o g2(t) = 0 must satisfy (4.2).

Indeed, assume that Plim;—, o g2(¢) > 0. Then, taking into account that lim;_,

t=1 fg P{Q1(s) # m}ds =1 —p > 0, for large t we obtain

/0 1{Q1(s) # m}sqa(s)ds = O(t?). (4.15)

This means that

P hm —/ {Q1(s) # m}sqa(s)ds = oo, (4.16)

and therefore lim;_, o, Ega(t) = —o0o. This contradicts to the fact that Eqq(t) > 0 for
all t > 0, and therefore, only Plim;,+ g2(s) = 0 is a possible limit in probability,
satisfying (4.3) for some unique value p = p* = lim;_yo0 t fot P{Q1(s) = m}ds.

Thus, we proved that if lim;_,o ¢~ fot P{Q1(s) = m}ds = p < 1, then Plim;_,
g2(s) = 0. In fact, taking into account that Q2(t) is a cddldg process having
with probability 1 a finite number of jumps in any finite interval, from the above
contradiction we have

1
tli)ngo 7/, EQ2(s)ds < oo, (4.17)
and therefore,
1 [ 1 [
]P)tliglo ), I{Q2(s) < co}ds = tli>1£10 ;/0 P{Q2(s) < co}ds = 1. (4.18)

Now, using the Lenglart-Rebolledo inequality for large ¢ we obtain

P{lmp,(t)] >0} < IP’{ sup M} > 5}

0<s<t

=P{ sup |Mp,(s)| >t} < = —HP’{/O I{Q1(s) # m}sq(s)ds > et2}

o<s<t

< 5—2 + ]P{ /Ot sq(s)ds > etQ} = (5_2 + ]P’{l /Ot sq(s)ds > et}. (4.19)

Therefore, under the assumption that limg_, e ¢! fo P{Q:i(s) =m}ds =p < 1, we
obtain

P lim |mp,(t)| = 0. (4.20)

t—o00

Hence, together with (4.10), under the assumption that lim; . ¢! fot P{Q:(s) =
m}ds = p < 1 we have

P lim |ma(t)] = 0. (4.21)

Let us return to relation (4.18) under the condition A < py;m. We have

Jlim ? Z]P’{Q2 =[}ds =1, (4.22)



MULTISERVER RETRIAL QUEUES 9

and, since @Q1(s) can take values 0, 1,...,m only, we have
R RVARS
Jim i ;P{Ql(s) =I}ds = 1. (4.23)
Therefore, under the condition A < uym,
m oo 1 +
S5 lim + / P{Q1(s) = L, Qs(s) = k}ds
t—oo t 0
1=0 k=0
. 1 t m oo
= lim ~ i ; kZ_OP{Ql(S) =1,Qa(s) = k}ds = 1. (4.24)

Thus, we have the following theorem.

Theorem 4.1. Under the condition A < p;m there exist

lim ! t]P’{Ql(s) =1,Q2(s) = k}ds,

t—oo t 0
l=0,1,...,m; k=0,1,...,
satisfying (4.24).

5. ANALYSIS OF THE LIMITING QUEUE-LENGTH DISTRIBUTIONS

In the rest of the paper it is assumed that condition A < pym is fulfilled, and
therefore the system is stable in the sense of Theorem 4.1. Notice, that the state-
ment of Theorem 4.1 does not mean existence of the limiting stationary probabilities
as t — oco. For example, if increments of the point process A(t) are lattice, then
the stationary probabilities do not exist.

In this case one can speak only about appropriate fractions of time in two-
dimensional states (i, j) associated with the queue-length processes Q1 (t) and Q2(t).
In general, we speak about

lim = [ P{Qu(s) = i, Qa(s) = j}ds (5.1)

t—oo t 0

rather than lim; . P{Q1(t) = i,Q2(t) = j}. However, if the increments of the
point process A(t) are independent, identically distributed and non-lattice, then
there exist the limiting stationary probabilities lim; oo P{Q1(t) = i, Q2(t) = j}
coinciding with (5.1). Indeed, in this case the process Q(t) = Q1(¢) + Q2(t) has a
structure of regeneration process, and then the proof of this fact follows by a slight
extension of arguments given in the proofs of Theorem 5 on p. 173 and Theorem
22 on p. 157 of Borovkov [9].

Let us introduce the processes
I@j(f) = I{Ql(t) =17 N Qg(f) = j}, 1=0,1,....m; 7=0,1,..., (52)
assuming that I_q ;(¢) =0 and I; _1(t) = 0.
The jump of a point process is denoted by adding A. For example, AA(t) is a

jump of A(t), Aw,(gl)(t) is a jump of the kth Poisson process with rate p; etc.
Let us denote:

Y (t) = iwf:)(t), (5.3)
k=1
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and _
' (t) = ZJ: 72 (t). (5.4)

Taking into account that the jumps of all the processes A(t), w,(cl)(t) and 7rl(2) (t)
are disjoint (k =1,2,...,m; 1 = 1,2,...), we have the following equations:

H{Q:i(t—=) + AQ:(t) =i N Q2(t) = Q2(t—) = j}
= Lim1 g (t=) AA() + L (1) AL, (1)
1 ()1 — AAR)][L - ALY (1)][1 — AP (1)), (5.5)
i=0,1,...,m—1;

HQ:i(t—) + AQ:(t) =i N Qa(t—) # Q2(t) = 4}
= L1y (t)ATLY (1), i =0,1,..,m — 1 (5.6)

HQ:1(t-) + AQ1(t) =m N Q2(t) = Qa2(t—) = 5}
= Im-1,;(t—)AA()
L (t=)[1 — AA®)][1 — ATIO) (#)]; (5.7)

HQ:1(t-) + AQ1(t) =m N Q2(t—) # Q2(t) = 5}

= I j—1(t—)AA(t). (5.8)
Then,
AL;(t) =H{Qi(t—) + AQ:(t) =i N Q2(t) = Q2(t—) = j}
FH{Q1(t—) + AQ1(t) =i N Qa(t—) # Q2(t) = j}
—I; ;(t—), i=0,1,....,m; j > 0. (5.9)
Since
> AL (s) = Li;(t) — 1, ;(0), (5.10)

we have the following.
For:=0,1,....m—1,

L (8) = 1i5(0) +/0 [Li-1,(s=) — L j(s—)] dA(s)
_ /t Iiyj(s—)dHZ(.l)(s) — /t Iz‘,j(s—)dﬂf)(s)
0 0

t t
+/O Iz‘+1,j(8—)dﬂgi)1(8)+/0 Lim1 o (s—)dIIE, (s). (5.11)

In turn, for i = m we have

Ty (8) = T ;(0) + / [ (5=) — I s (5—)]dA(s)

- /t I j(s—)dITV (s) 4 /t I j—1(s—)dA(s)
0 0
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t
+/ L1501 (5~ )T, (s). (5.12)
0

Using the Doob-Meyer semimartingale decomposition, from (5.11) and (5.12) we
obtain the following equations. For 1 =0,1,....m —1

Lj(t) = 1,,;(0) + / (i1 (s—) — Toj(5—)]dA(s)
—Mli/o Ii,j(s)ds—uzj/o Ii,j(s)ds—i—ul(i—i—l)/o Lit1,5(s)ds

t
Fa(j+ 1) / Too1ga (s)ds + M (t), (5.13)
0

where the local square integrable martingale M; ;(¢t) has the representation
t
M; ;(t) = /O [Li-1,i(s=) = Lij(s—)]d[A(s) — A(s)]
' o) ! o)
= [ st o) - i) = [ Ei(s-)AL 5) ~ o)
0 0
t
# [ ey ) — (o Dy
0
t
+ / Lot je1 (s=)d[I, () = (G + 1peas]. (5.14)
0
In turn, for i = m we have
t
)= Dg(©) + [ [mrs5) = Ty (6] 4AGs)
t t
i [ D ()dst [ Dy (s-)AG)
0 0

t
020G+ 1) [ e g (s)ds + Mo 1) (5.15)
0

where the local square integrable martingale M, ;(¢) has the representation

M (1) = / [15(5=) = Iy (5—)]d[A(s) — A(s)]

+ /O L j1 (s—)d[A(s) — A(s)]

+/ L—1,j51(s=)A[I2), (5) — pa(j + 1)s]. (5.16)
0

Now, we are ready to formulate and prove the theorem.
Theorem 5.1. For the queue-length processes Q1(t) and Q2(t) we have the fol-

lowing equations.

(i) In the case i =0

Tim %E /O 1{Q1(s—) = 0,Qa(s—) = j}dA(s)
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1 t
= tliglo Z/o P{Q1(s) = 1,Q2(s) = j}ds

L1t .
—poj lim —/ P{Q1(s) = 0,Q2(s) = j}ds. (5.17)
t—oo t 0
(i) In the case i = 1,2,...,m — 1 (m > 2)

Jim %E/O L{Q1(s—) = i, Qa(s—) = j}
—“I{Q1(s—) =i —1,Q2(s—) = j}]dA(s)

= (i 1) im L [ P{Qu(s) = i+ 1, Qols) = j}ds

t—oo t 0
Lot
i Jim /0 P{Q1(s) = i, Qa(s) = j}ds
1ot
— 2] tlgglo ;/0 P{Q1(s) = i,Q2(s) = j}ds

t
+p2(i+1) tlggo %/0 P{Q1(s) =i—1,Qa(s) = j + 1}ds. (5.18)

(iii) In the case i =m
1 ¢
A ?E/O {Q1(s—) =m,Qa(s—) = j}

~H{Q1(s—) =m —1,Qa(s—) = j}
~H{Q1(s—) = m, Qa(s—) = j — 1}]dA(s)

t
= p2(j + 1)tlirgo %/0 P{Qi(s) =m —1,Q2(s) = j + 1}ds

~pm Jim / P{Q1(s) = m, Qa(s) = j}- (5.19)

Here in (5.17)-(5.19) it is put I{Q1(t) = 4,Q2(t) = j} = 0 if at least one of the
values 1, 7 is equal to -1.

6. PROOF OF THEOREM 5.1

Let us first study the case i = 0. From (5.13) we have

t ~

1 1
P lim g(1@-(15) _IOJ-(O)) =P lim ~ | Io,;(s—)dA(s)

t—o0 0

1 L
+]P’tli)rgo ?ul/o Ilyj(s)ds—Ptlggogugj/o Iy ;(s)ds

+P lim M (6.1)

t—o00
The left-hand side of (6.1) is equal to zero. Therefore, rewriting (6.1) in the form
0=—K;+ Ky — K3+ Ky, let us compute the terms of the right-hand side. Using
the Lebesgue theorem on dominated convergence we have
I ~ 1" ~
K; =P lim i Iy j(s—)dA(s) = lim —IE/ Iy j(s—)dA(s). (6.2)
0 0

t—00 t—oo t
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Taking into account that A(t)/t and A(t)/t have the same limit in probability (see
(4.11)), relation (6.2) can be finally rewritten as follows:

Ky = lim 1]E/ I{Q1(s—) = 0,Qa(s—) = j}dA(s)
0

—oo t

= Jim 78 [ H@u(s-) = 0.Qa(s-) = JHIA() — Ma(o)
0

t—oo t
1 t
~ lim —E/ H{O1(5—) = 0,Qs(s—) = j}dA(s). (6.3)
—oo t 0
Next,
1 t
K2 = Ptliggo ;/,Ll/o ILj(S)dS
1 t
= pp lim —/ P{Q1(s) =1,Q2(s) = j}ds. (6.4)
t—oo t 0
Similarly,

¢
Kg =P tli{go %'UQ']/O IO.,j (S)dS
1 [t
= poj lim —/ P{Q1(s) = 0,Q2(s) = j}ds. (6.5)
t—oo t 0
Notice, that if j = 0 then K = 0. Next,

Miy(t
Ky =P lim 7’;()‘

t—o0

(1) @) .
t) — upt I (¢ t
S]P)tliw)o (|mA(f)|+’7T1 () = ’—i—‘ ;1) = ki

t t
(2) ;
177, (t) — + 1)t
+’ it () tM(J ) D _ (6.6)
Thus, for ¢ = 0 we have the following
N L .
lim —E/ {Q1(s—) = 0, Qs(s—) = j}dA(s)
t—oo t 0
1t
= p lim Z/o P{Q1(s) = 1,Q2(s) = j}ds
1t
— 27 lim —/ P{Q1(s) = 0,Q2(s) = j}ds. (6.7)
t—oo t 0

(5.17) follows.

Let us consider now the case 1 < i < m —1 (m > 2). We have the following
equation:
1
# (1,0~ 1,0)
1/t - 1/t N
=P lim n Ii—1j(s—)dA(s) =P lim — [ I ;(s—)dA(s)

t—o00 0 t—oo t 0
t

N ! 1

+P lim ;ul(ﬂrl)/o Lit1,5(s)ds — P lim #m/o I;,j(s)ds
1 1 '

_]}Dtli>r1(c>10 ;ulz/o Im(s)ds—i—ﬂ”tli}rgo ;ug(]-ﬁ-l)/o Iy j41(s)ds
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+P lim Lg (*) ,

t—o0

(6.8)

The term of the left-hand side of (6.8) is equal to zero. Therefore rewriting (6.8) as
0=K; — Ko+ K5 — K4 — K5+ K¢ + K7 we have the following. Similarly to (6.3)

K, = lim %IE/O HQ:i(s—) =i—1,Q2(s—) = j}dA(s),

t—o0

and

Ky = lim %E/O KQ1(s—) =1,Qa(s—) = jdA(s).

t—o0

Similarly to (6.4) and (6.5)

t
Ks=pu(i+ l)tlim %/ P{Q1(s) =i+ 1,Q2(s) = j}ds,
o0 0
1t
Ko = paj Jim ¢ [ B{Qi(5) = i, Qalo) = j}ds,
1 .
K5 = Mlitli)r{.lo g‘/o ]P){Ql(s) = iaQ?(S) = j}d87

. 1 . .
Ko =+ 1) jim 7 [ P{Q1() =i~ 1,Qals) = j+ 1)ds,
<t Jo
and similarly to (6.6)
K7 =0,
Thus, for 1 <i<m—1 (m > 2) we have

Jim %E/O T{Q1(s—) = i, Qa(s5—) = j}
—{Qi(s—) =i —1,Q2(s—) = j}|dA(s)

1ot
ot Jg
v Jim 1 /0 P{Q1(s) = i, Q(s) = j}ds
— 2] tlgglo %/0 P{Q1(s) = i,Q2(s) = j}ds

t
+u2(j+1)t1ggo%/o P{Qi(s) =i — 1,Qals) = j + 1}ds.

(5.18) follows.
Now, consider the last case i = m. We have

o1

e L1000 - 10,0) -

1/t - 1/t -
:]P’tlggog ; In—1,;(s—)dA(s) —Ptlggog ; I, ;(s—)dA(s)
1 ~
+Pt1i)lf£lo - . Imd‘_l(s—)dA(S)
1 t

—prmP lim = | [Ln,;(8) = I j—1(8)]ds

t—oo t 0

(6.9)

(6.10)

(6.11)

(6.12)
(6.13)

(6.14)

(6.15)

(6.16)
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. o1t My (t)
+pa(j + 1)Pt1_1)r£10¥/0 Im_l)j“(s)ds—i_Ptll)Igo — (6.17)

The term of the left-hand side of (6.17) is equal to zero. Therefore rewriting (6.17)
as 0 = K1 — Ko + K3 — K4 + K5 + K¢ analogously to the above cases we have the
following:

Ko = Jim 78 [ Qi) =m = 1.Qas-) =j}AG),  (618)

0
Ko = Jim 7B [ HQi(s-) =m.Qals-) =j}dA(s),  (619)

0

Ko = Jim 78 [ HQus-) = m.Qals—) =j - )dA).  (620)

0
Ko = mm Jim ¢ [ P{@(s) = m.Qals) = 5} (6:21)
Ko = mal+1) Jim 5 [ PQus) =m—1.Qale) =+ hds. (622)
Kg = 0. (6.23)

Thus, for ¢ = m, we have the following:

N _ R
lim —IE/O H{Q1(s—) =m,Q2(s—) = j}

t—oo t

~H{Qi(s—) =m —1,Q2(s—) = j}
—H{Q1(s—) = m, Qa2(s—) = j — 1}]dA(s)

t
=i+ 1) Jim 5 [ (@) =m~1.Qa(9) = i+ 1)ds

1 :
—pam lim —/ P{Q1(s) = m,Q2(s) = j}. (6.24)
t—oo t 0
(5.19) follows. Theorem 5.1 is proved.

7. SPECIAL CASES

Two corollaries of Theorem 5.1 are provided below. The first corollary is related
to the special case when the process A(t) is Poisson. This case is well-known and
can be found in Chapter 2 of the book of Falin, and Templeton [17]. The second
corollary is related to the case of the ‘usual’ A/M/m/oco queue.

Corollary 7.1. If A(t) is a Poisson processes with rate A, then we have the following
system of equations.
(i) In the case i =0
APy = i P — p2jhPo . (7.1)
(ii) In the case i = 1,2,...,m —1 (m > 2)
A(Pij = Pic1j)
= (i + 1) Piy1j — il j — poj Py + p2(j + 1) Pt jy1. (7.2)
(iii) In the case i =m
A Frm.j = P15 = Prmnj-1)
= p2(j + 1) Pm—1,j41 — p1mPry ;. (7.3)
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Here in (7.1)-(7.3) we use the notation P; ; = lim; o, P{Q1(¢) =i, Q2(t) = j}.

Proof. The proof of Corollary 7.1 follows easily from the statement of Theorem
5.1. Indeed, taking into account (6.3) and the fact, that when the process A(t) is
Poisson with rate A, then we have g(t) = At. Finally, the result follows by taking
into account the existence of the limiting stationary in time probabilities, that is

P ;= tlglélo P{Q:1(t) =14,Q2(t) = 5}

t
= Jim 7 [ PLQi() = .Qas) = }as, (7.4)

1=0,1,....,m; 7=0,1,....

Corollary 7.2. Let @(t) denote the queue-length process for the multiserver queue-
ing system A/M/1/co0. Then we have the following system of equations.
(i) In the case i =0

t—oo ¢

TS B B 1 o .
lim —IE/O KQ(s—) = 0}dA(s) = m tll)rgo t/o P{Q(s) = 1}ds. (7.5)

(ii) In the case i = 1,2,...,m —1 (m > 2)

lim 1E / L{((s—) = i} — HQ(s—) =i — 1}]dA(s)
0

t—oo t

t
= (i +1) lim ! P{Q(s) =i+ 1}ds

t—oo t 0

—ulitlirglo%‘/() P{Q(s) = i}ds. (7.6)

(iii) In the case i > m

lim ~E / L{O(s—) = i} — HQ(s—) =i — 1}]dA(s)

t—oo t

:ulmt%%/o [P{Q(s) = i + 1} — P{O(s) = i}]ds. (7.7)

Proof. In order to prove Corollary 7.2 notice that the queue-length process Q(t)
satisfies the following equation

Q) = Al - [ YA = an (o) (7.8)
=1

where, as earlier, {wgl)} is a sequence of independent Poisson processes with rate
p1. Then the proof of Corollary 7.2 is analogous to that of Theorem 5.1, and based
on the following equations:

ALi(t) = L1 (t=) AA(t) + L (t-) ALY, (8)
FAL(t=)[1 — AA@)][1 — AT (8)] — L(t-), (7.9)
where I;(t) = I{Q(t) = i}.
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8. ASYMPTOTIC ANALYSIS OF THE SYSTEM AS Mo INCREASES TO INFINITY

In this section we study a behavior of the system as po increases to infinity.
Specifically we solve the following problem.
e How behave

lim [ P(Qi(s) = 4. Qals) = j}ds

t—oo t

when ¢ <m, j > 17
The answer to the above question is given by the following theorem.

Theorem 8.1. As us — oo, then for all i =0,1,....m —1

oo

S5 Jim [ @) =0Qule) = k) 0™, ()

t—oo t
J:

Proof. Notice first, that by virtue of (4.17)

iiﬂ( lim l/ot P{Q1(s) = 1,Qa(s) = j}ds) < 00. (8.2)

t—oo t
i=0 j—1

Let us now start from (5.17). Dividing this equation to large parameter us (j > 1),
we obtain

t
Jlim ~ [ P{Qi(s) = 0,Quls) = j}ds

t—oo t [
0 3 [P = 1,Qa(s) = s
t
—i Jim, %]E/O {Q1(s—) = 0,Q2(s—) = j}dA(s). (8.3)

Therefore, from (8.3) we obtain
A .
Jtlggo;/() P{Q1(s) = 0,Qa(s) = j}ds

Co . 1 [ 7 .
<2 im 5 [ PIQ) = 1.@as) = ) (8.4)
with an absolute constant Cy satisfying Cy < uy. Therefore,

Z (j lim 1 P{Q1(s) = 0,Q2(s) = j}ds)
j=1

t—oo ¢ 0

Conmy.,. 1 [ .
< — — = = . .
> (0 Jim 5 | PLQi(s) =1, Qa(s) = j3ds) (8.5)
Notice now that because of (1.1), as 2 — 00, the expressions
L . .
lim = | P{Qi(s) =i,Q2(s) = j}ds (8.6)
t—oo t 0

and

lim ~E / L{Q1(s—) = i, Qals—) — j}dA(s) (8.7)

t—o00
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are of the same order. Then considering equation (5.18) divided as earlier to large
parameter ps (j > 1), with the aid of induction by the same manner we obtain

> (i tim 7 [ Bl = 1.Qale) = )

j=1
< ﬁi (j lim 2 t]p{Ql(s) =i+ 1,Qa(s) :j}ds> (8.8)
T2 i Vimee t ) ;

where C; is an absolute constant, i = 1,2,...,m—1 (m > 2). The statement follows.

Theorem 8.1 helps us to establish the continuity theorem. Denoting

t
= Jim 1 [ P{Qu(s) =, Qals) = ), (.9)
o0 0
and .
T = Tim ~ [ P{O(s) = i + j}ds, (8.10)

t—oo t 0
we have the following.
Theorem 8.2. Let g — oco. Then in the cases (1) j = 0 and (2) ¢ = m the

difference between J; and J3 is o(1).

Proof. 1t is clear that the difference between J; and J5 should be studied only in
the two cases mentioned in the theorem, since in other cases, as uo — 0o, Ji tends
to 0 while Jo remains positive in general.

In the case j = 0 we have the following. When ¢ = 0, (5.17) coincides with (7.5).
Wheni=1,2,...,m—1, m > 2, from (5.18) we have

N S .
Jim 32 [ Qi(s-) = 1.Qa(s=) =0}
“H{Q1(s—) =i —1,Q2(s—) = 0}]dA(s)

t
—pnli+ 1) Jim 5 [ PQis) =i+ 1,.Qals) = 0}ds
o0 0
t
i lim % / P{Q1(s) = i, Qs(s) = O}ds
©0 0

1 t
+ Jim 1 [ PAQI) =i = 1.Qu(s) = 1)as (8.11)

According to Theorem 8.1 the last term of the right hand-side vanishes as po —
00. Therefore the limiting relation, not containing this last term, coincides with
corresponding relation of (7.6).

In turn, in the case i = m and j > 1 from (5.19) we have

Jim %]E/O T{Q1(s—) = m, Qa(s—) = 5}

—KQ1(s—) =m,Q2(s—) = j — 1}]dA(s)

t
=l +1) Jim 5 [ (@) = m~1.Qa(e) = i+ 1)ds
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1t : 1
_M1mt1£{30 2/0 P{Q1(s) = m,Q2(s) = j}ds + O(E) (8.12)
Denoting Q(t) = m + Q2(t), then (8.12) can be rewritten

lim 1B / L{Q(s—) = m + j} — H{Q(s—) = m + j — 1}]dA(s)
0

t—o0

t
= p2(j + l)tlirgo %/0 P{Qi(s) =m —1,Q2(s) =7+ 1}ds

1/ 1
—pm lim ?/o P{Q(s) = m + j}ds + O(E). (8.13)
Now, comparison with (7.5)-(7.7) and the normalization condition enables us to
conclude that

i+ 1) Jim 7 [ PLQA(s) = m— 1,Qals) =+ 1}ds
0

H2—>00

¢
= lim lim E P{Q(s) =m + j + 1}ds, (8.14)

p2—oot—o0 t 0
and Jy — J; = 0(1) as ps — co. The theorem is proved.
Note, that the analogue of Theorem 8.2 for the Markovian multiserver retrial
queueing system is proved in Falin, and Templeton [17].

9. AN ALGORITHM FOR NUMERICAL CALCULATION OF THE MODEL

The aim of this section is to provide the method for calculating

lim =+ [ P{Qi(s) =1, Qals) = j}ds. (9.1)

t—oo t 0

It is worth first noting, that approximation of (9.1) with the aid of simulation
by straightforward manner is not an elementary problem. Taking T large and
approximating (9.1) by

T
%A P{Q1(t) = i, Qa(t) = j}dt (9-2)

is not realistic. For satisfactory approximation of the integral by sum it is necessary
to take a small step A. Then number of terms should be very large, and the
computational procedure becomes complicated.

A more simple way is to use the Lebesgue theorem on dominated convergence:

lim = [ P{Qu(s) = i, Qa(s) = j}ds

t—oo t 0

1 , .
=Plim - [ I{Q:(s) =1,Q2(s) = j}ds. (9.3)
t—oo t 0
In this case, taking T" large enough we estimate
e _ ,
7 [ He =iaun = (94)
0

rather than (9.2). The trajectories of I{Q1(t) = 4,Q2(t) = j} are step-wise, and
therefore the computation procedure of (9.4) with the aid of simulation is much
simpler than that of (9.2).
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On the other hand, paying attention that relations (5.17)-(5.19) contain the
terms

lim 1E / T{Qu(s—) = i, Qu(s—) = j}dA(s), (9.5)
0

t—oo t

then approximation of (9.5) by

T
7 [ HQu(t-) = 1.Qult-) = j)aac) (9.6)
is in turn simpler than approximation of (9.4).

Indeed, (9.5) and (9.6) are the Stieltjes-type integrals. That is for a given re-
alization of A(t,w) they can be represented as finite sum in the points of jump of
A(t,w). Then, the symbol E in (9.6) requires averaging of the results after a large
number of realizations. By the Lebesgue theorem on dominated convergence we
have

lim %E/O I{Q1(s—) =i, Q2(s—) = j}dA(s)

t— o0
1t
P tim 5 [ Qi) = i, Qals-) = 1AG). (9.7)
t—oo t 0
Therefore, for enough large T' it can be taken
T
() = 7 [ HQi-) = 1.Qua1=) = j)aAt) 99)

rather than (9.6). This means that it is sufficient only one long-run simulating.

The main difference between the computation procedures for (9.4) and (9.8)
is the following. Whereas (9.8) requires to compute only the number of jumps in
interval (0,7, (9.4) takes also into account the lengths of the time intervals that the
process spends in states (7, j). This has no essential significance for the algorithmic
complexity of the simulation program. However, the time intervals that the process
spends in phase states may vary in wide bounds, that is the average time that the
process spends in different states (i, j) and (k, [) may have a large difference. As a
result, (9.4) is sensitive to these variations in the sense, that a small error for time
average in specific state can result an essential error of (9.4). Particularly, (9.4)
is sensitive to the behavior of the process in the boundary states (0,1), associated
with the case where the main queue is empty.

Hence, from the computational point of view a necessary accuracy for (9.8) can
be achieved easier than that for (9.4). Thus, between two suggested approaches for
approximation of (9.1), the approach based on simulating (9.8) with subsequential
numerical solution of the system of equations is preferable than a more straightfor-
ward approach based merely on simulation of (9.4).

For this reason the computational procedure below is based on (9.8) rather than
on (9.4).

As values a; ;(T') are calculated, (5.17)-(5.19) can be approximated as follows.

(i) In the case i =0

t
i Jim 5 [ P{Qu(s) = 1.Qas) = s

t
—poj lim 1/ P{Q1(s) = 0,Q2(s) = j}ds = ao ;(T). (9.9)
t—oo 0
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(ii) In the case i =1,2,...,m — 1

t
p1(i 4+ 1) lim % ) P{Q1(s) =i+ 1,Qa(s) = j}ds

t—oo
t
i Jim /0 P{Q1(s) = i, Qs(s) = j}ds
t
—pag Jim 1 [ PL@1(5) = 0.Qals) = )as

+uz(j+1)tlggo%/o P{Q1(s) =i = 1,Qa(s) = j + 1}ds

~ Qg,j (T) — Qi1 (T) (910)

(iii) In the case i =m

t
pali ) Jim 7 [TPLQI) = m=1.Qa() =+ 1)as

1 t
—pm Jim 1 /0 P{Q1(s) = m, Qa(s) = j}ds

~ amj(T) = am—1,4(T) = am,j-1(T), (9-11)
where ap,,—1(T) =0, and a1 ;(T) = 0.

Equations (9.9)-(9.11) are similar to those for the Markovian system. The only
difference that in the case of Markovian system the values lim;_,oc £ 1 fot P{Q:(s) =
i,Q2(s) = j}ds are replaced by limiting stationary probabilities P; ; (see reference
(7.4)). Then, the traditional way to estimate (9.1) is based on one of the known
truncation methods. For example, two different methods are described in Chapter
2 of the book of Falin, and Templeton [17]. Other method can be found in Ar-
talejo, and Pozo [6]. However, the analysis of the above non-Markovian system by
truncation method is much more difficult than in the case of Markovian system.
Reduction to truncated model implies that the initial model should be replaced by
state-dependent model. In the case of Markovian system, the system of equations
for the new state-dependent model is based on the Chapman-Kolmogorov equa-
tions. This new system of equations is an elementary generalization of the initial
system of equations. In the case of non-Markovian model, reduction to truncated
model leads to cumbersome analysis, and it is not clear whether the system of
equation for truncated model is similar to its variant of the Markovian case.

The algorithm below provides numerical results remaining in a framework of
the initial model. However, it is available only for the systems with ‘well-defined’
parameters, when the queue-length in orbit is not large. For example, in the case
of heavy load and low retrial rate, a queue-length in orbit is large, and the present
method becomes unsatisfactory.

The algorithm contains the following two steps:

e Step 1 - initial simulation.

The first step enables us to obtain the values a; ;j(T"). These values are then
used in equations (9.9) - (9.11). There is the finite number of equations. For the
small e = T, we define the number of equations W as W = max{j : a; ;(T) > €}.
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Then, according to (9.8) the value W is associated with the maximum index j for
which the functional

T
| Qi) = i.Qa(e) = a4
0
takes a positive integer value. For 7 > W the above functional is equal to 0.

e Step 2 - solution of the equations.
As the values a; ;(T') are computed, we solve the equations and find the desired
approximations (9.2) for (9.1).

Notice, that in the case where the value W is large, it is necessary to use one
of truncation methods nevertheless. All numerical results obtained in the present
paper are associated with the cases where W is not large, and we do not follow the
truncation methods.

10. NUMERICAL WORK

In this section a few numerical examples for simple non-Markovian retrial queue-
ing systems is provided. Specifically, the examples are provided for two different
retrial queueing systems having two servers. One of them is traditional, the D/M /2
retrial queueing system. Its interarrival time is equal to 1. The load of the system
0 = (2u1)~ ! varies, including low, medium and high load. The set of rates in the
orbit varies similarly, including low, medium and high rates.

The other queueing system is not traditional. Interarrival times are assumed
to be correlated random variables as follows. The first interarrival time, &7, is
uniformly distributed in interval (0,2), and the n+1st interarrival time is recurrently
defined as &,41 = 2 —&,, n > 1. Thus, {{,}n>1 is a strictly stationary and
ergodic sequence of random variables having the uniform in (0,2) distribution, and
E¢, = 1. The parameters 1 and s of this system vary by the same manner as
these parameters of the first system.

The aim to consider so not standard system is the following. First, the sys-
tem with correlated and alternatively changed interarrival times often appears in
a large number of applications, and especially in telecommunication networks. For
example, such situation can occur when there are several sources, each of which
sends messages by a constant deterministic interval. Second, our main results are
related to the case of arrival point process with strictly stationary and ergodic incre-
ments, and it is interesting to compare the results obtained for this not traditional
system with the corresponding results related to standard queue with usual, say
deterministic, arrival.

In turn, the numerical results, obtained for the D /M /2 retrial queue with high
retrial rate, are compared with corresponding numerical results for the ’usual’
D/M/2/c0 queue. The last are obtained from the known analytic representations
(e.g. Borovkov [9]).

For our convenience for two-server retrial queueing systems we use the following
notation

1t . .
P ;= tliglo ;/0 P{Q1(s) =1,Q2(s) = j}ds. (10.1)
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Retrial rate 0.1 1.0 10.0
Column 1 Column 2 Column 3
0.5988 0.6333 0.6343
0.0151 0.0007 -
0.0017 - -
0.3621 0.3642 0.3644
0.0176 0.0001 -
0.0013 0.0013 0.0013
0.0002 - -
he values of P; ; for the case of relatively low load p1=2.5

.

—_ — — — — — — [ —

NN == O OO
H»—AO)—‘O[\D»—‘OM.

=~~~ [

TABLE

Note, that the limiting frequency P; ;, given by (10.1), can be thought as steady-
state probability. In all our numerical experiments we take 7' = 100,000, and
therefore ¢ = 0.00001.

Our numerical analysis we start from the D /M /2 retrial queueing system. Table
I is related to the case of relatively low load (p1 = 2.5) and different retrial rates.

In the case of low retrial rate po = 0.1 by simulation we obtain W = 2. Specifi-
cally, ag,2(100,000) > 0, that is the value Py 2 is positive (Pp 2 &~ 0.0017). Moreover,
the maximum value of column 1 is Py ~ 0.5988, and the values Fp ; are greater
than the corresponding values P; ;, for ¢ = 1,2. This enables us to conclude that a
customer, who upon arrival goes to the orbit, continues to spend there a long time
while the main queue is empty.

In the case of medium retrial rate puo = 1.0 by simulation we have only W = 1,
that is the orbit capacity does not increases 1 at the moment of arrival. From
column 2 of Table I it is seen that the values Fy; and P;; are sufficiently small,
nevertheless Py 1 > P; ;. This can be explained by effect of low load. The most
of time the server is empty, and the situation, when a customer in orbit returns to
the empty queue, is typical.

In the case of relatively high retrial rate puo = 10.0 the simulation gives W =
0. In column 3 of Table I there are only three positive values for P; ; which are
approximately the same as steady state probabilities for the D/M/2/00 queueing
system.

The next table, Table II, is associated with the case of medium load (u; = 1.0).
In this case the value of traffic parameter o = 0.5.

The data in column 1 of Table II, associated with the case of relatively low retrial
rate, show that the expected queue-length in orbit is relatively long. As the retrial
rate increases, the expected queue-length in orbit decreases. Whereas for ps = 0.1
we have W = 18, then for ps = 1.0 we have W = 8 and for po = 10.0 only W = 6.

In the next table, Table III, the results for retrial queue with high retrial rate
and for standard D/M/2/c0 queue are compared. For the D/M/2/oco queue it
is assumed that interarrival time is equal to 1. It is also assumed that pu; = 1.
Therefore the load ¢ = 0.5. We consider the similar D/M/2/oc0 retrial queue with
relatively high retrial rate puo = 10.0, and the comparison results for these two
queueing systems are given in Table III.
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Retrial rate 0.1 1.0 10.0
) Column 1 Column 2 Column 3
) 0.0104 0.1258 0.2285

) 0.0155 0.0971 -

) 0.0308 0.0348 -

) 0.0454 0.0155 -

) 0.0512 0.0018 -

) 0.0104 0.1632 0.4675

) 0.0173  0.1471 _
)

)

)

)

)

)

)

)

0.0322 0.0838 -

0.0489 0.0097 -

0.0580 0.0041 -

0.0036 0.1883 0.2010
0.0071 0.0642 0.0781
0.0144 0.0276 0.0038
0.0211 0.0158 0.0008
0.0281 0.0024 0.0002
TABLE 2. The values of P; ; for the case of medium load p;=1.0

Following the known results for the GI/M/m/oo queue given in Borovkov [9],
Section 28, Theorem 10) and denoting

T Y L ,
Pi= Jim ¢ [ HQ(s) = s (102)
we have \5
B=2Pl 19 m—1, (10.3)
[2%5]
~  ADi—
B=22 i mmt 1, (10.4)
mp
where X is the reciprocal of the expected interarrival time, and
n—oo

t, is the moment of the nth jump of the point process A(t) (i.e. the moment of
nth arrival). The explicit representation for p; in turn can be found in Borovkov
[9], Section 28, Theorem 9 or in Bharucha-Reid [8].
In our case we have: P, = pg and P; = 0.5p;_1, ¢ = 2,3, ..., and by normalization
condition Py=0.5(1-pp).
In turn, pg = Up — Uy, p1 = Up, p; = rp*~2,i=2,3,...; ¢ is the root of equation
logz =2z — 2, p =~ 0.2031,
r 1 2(1 —1pp) — 2
, Uy =rC },
11— 1 TG =) 20—¢) -2
1 = et~ 0.3679, ¥ = e 2 ~ 0.1353, C1 = ¥1(1 —¢1)~! ~ 0.6110, Cy =
o (1 —1h) ™1 & 0.1565,
ot 2 2(1 —=11) =1 1 2(1—1/12)—2}—1
1—p  Ci(l—91) 20—p)—1  Co(l—1) 2(1—¢) -2
~ 0.0823.

Up=1-—

r
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Retrial system || Standard system
(i) Py |k=i+j B
(0,0)  0.2285 0 0.2289
(1,0)  0.4675 1 0.5423
(2,0) 0.2010 2 0.1772
(2,1) 0.0781 3 0.0412
(2,2)  0.0038 4 0.0084
(2,3)  0.0008 5 0.0017
(2,4)  0.0002 6 0.0003

TABLE 3. The values of P; ; and Eﬂ» for the case of medium load
and relatively high retrial rate

Then, Uy ~ 0.8967, U =~ 0.3544.

The first 7 values of Py, (k = 0,1,...,6), are in the last column of Table III. In
the second column of this table are corresponding values of P; ; taken from column
3 of Table II. The results of Table IIT are agreed with convergence Theorem 8.2.

We study now the cases of relatively high load, ;1 = 0.6. The the cases of high
load lead to increasing queue-length in orbit, and therefore the numerical analysis
becomes difficult. For example, if in addition the retrial rate is low, then the number
of equations becomes large, and only special methods of analysis are necessary.
For example, if uo = 0.1, then the initial simulation shows that W > 50, and
the values ag,0(100,000), a1,0(100,000) and a2 o are negligible. At the same time,
az,30 ~ 0.0055, az 39 ~ 0.0331. In the case of medium retrial rate as ps = 1.0 the
number of equations is still large, W = 30. Here, the values ag (100, 000) ~ 0.0014,
a1,0(100,000) = 0.0049, az,¢(100,000) ~ 0.0167. The maximum value a; ;(100,000)
is achieved for i = 2 and j = 4. Namely, a4 ~ 0.1265. In the case of relatively
high retrial rate as pus = 10, by initial simulation we obtain W = 27. However,
the values a; ;(100,000) decreases in j, and the maximum value a; ;(100,000) is
achieved for ¢ = 2 and j = 0. Namely, a3,0(100,000) ~ 0.361. We provide Table
IV of some values when p1 = 0.6 and po = 10. The left side of the table (columns
1 and 2) contains the values for retrial queue, while the right side of the table
(columns 3 and 4) is associated with the standard multiserver queue. (The results
for the standard multiserver queue in this table are obtained by the computations
analogous to that of Table III.)

The numerical analysis shows that, as load becomes high, the difference between
P; ; and ﬁiﬂ- increases.

Now we provide numerical results for the described above non-standard retrial.
Recall that the first interarrival time & is uniformly distributed in (0,2). The other
interarrival times are determined recurrently as &,4+1 = 2 — &,. For this system we
provide numerical example only under medium setting pq = 1 and relatively high
retrial rate po = 10. By initial simulation we obtain W = 4. This value is less than
in the case of deterministic interarrival times (W = 6). However, whereas in the
case of deterministic interarrival the values ag 1(100,000) and aq,1(100,000) were
negligible, in the case of this system ag,1(100,000) =~ 0.0683 and a1,1(100,000) ~
0.0382. In Table V we provide the values P; ; computed for the retrial system with
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Retrial system || Standard system
(i) Py |k=i+j B
(0,0)  0.0309 0 0.0455
(1,0) 0.1910 1 0.2518
(2,0) 0.2644 2 0.3101
(2,1) 0.1486 3 0.1891
(2,2) 0.1021 4 0.1334
(2,3)  0.0700 5 0.0961
(2,4) 0.0293 6 0.0311

TABLE 4. The values of P;; and ﬁiﬂ- for the case of relatively
high load and relatively high retrial rate

Not standard | Deterministic

(4,7) arrivals arrivals
(0,0) 0.3130 0.2285
(0,1) 0.0880 -

(1,0) 0.3436 0.4675
(1,1) 0.0420 -

(2,0) 0.2027 0.2010
(2,1) 0.0100 0.0781
(2.2) 0.0005 0.0038
(2,3) 0.0001 0.0008
(2,4) - 0.0002

TABLE 5. The values of P; ; for the retrial systems with not stan-
dard and deterministic arrivals

not standard arrivals (left side of the table) and deterministic arrivals (right side
of the table).

The obtained results enable us to conclude, that the behavior of system with a
not standard arrival differs from that with deterministic interarrival time. Specifi-
cally, in the case of the system with a not standard arrival the convergence of the
abovementioned functionals to its limits seems slower than in the case of the system
with deterministic interarrival time.

11. CONCLUDING REMARKS

In this paper, an analysis of non-Markovian multiserver retrial queueing system
is provided with the aid of the theory of martingales. The system of equations
for this system is obtained, as well as the asymptotic analysis as parameter po
increases to infinity is provided. The representation for the system of equations
enables us to study the system numerically, where some terms of the system of
equation are established by simulation. Then the system of equation is reduced to
other system of equations, similar to that of Markovian multiserver retrial model.
The results, obtained in the paper, enable us to study not standard models of
complex telecommunication systems arising in the real life.
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