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Abstract

We deal with an infinite-server system where the service speed is gov-
erned by a stationary and ergodic process with countably many states.
Applying a random time transformation such that the service speed be-
comes one, the sojourn time of a class of virtual requests with given
required service time is equal in distribution to an additive functional de-
fined via a stationary version of the time-changed process. Thus bounds
for the expectation of functions of additive functionals yield bounds
for the expectation of functions of virtual sojourn times, in particular
bounds for fractional moments and the distribution function. Interpret-
ing the GI(n)/GI(n)/oo system or equivalently the GI(n)/GI system
under state-dependent processor sharing as an infinite-server system with
random states given by the number n of requests in the system provides
results for sojourn times of virtual requests. In case of M (n)/GI(n)/oo,
the sojourn times of arriving and added requests are equal in distri-
bution to sojourn times of virtual requests in modified systems, which
yields many results for the sojourn times of arriving and added requests.
In case of integer moments, the bounds generalize earlier results for
M/GI(n)/oo. In particular, the mean sojourn times of arriving and
added requests in M(n)/GI(n)/oo are proportional to the required ser-
vice time, generalizing Cohen’s famous result for M/GI(n)/c.
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1 Introduction

We deal with an infinite-server system, where the service speed at time t
depends on a random state N(t) € Z4 := {0,1,...}. More precisely, the
service speed of the server in state N(t) = n, n € Z4, equals p(n) > 0,
and we assume that the process N(t), t € R, is stationary and ergodic. We
analyze the sojourn time of virtual requests with required service time 7 (7-
requests) by applying a random time transformation to the infinite-server
system such that the service speed becomes one. In Section 2.1 we construct
the distribution of a stationary and ergodic version N(t), t € R, of the time-
changed process of N(t), t € R, by using the Palm distribution, which
provides a representation of the sojourn time of a class of virtual 7-requests
by a smooth additive functional. In Section 2.2 we analyze the expectation
of non negative convex and concave functions of additive functionals at a
given time instant 7, in particular, we analyze fractional moments and the
distribution function of additive functionals.

In Section 3, the results of Section 2.2 are applied to the representation
of the sojourn time of a class of virtual T-requests by an additive functional
given in Section 2.1, which yields bounds for the expectation of non negative
convex and concave functions of virtual sojourn times, in particular bounds
for fractional moments and the distribution function of virtual sojourn times.

In Section 4 we deal with the GI(n)/GI(n)/oco system or equivalently
with the GI(n)/GI system under State-Dependent Processor Sharing, i.e.
with the GI(n)/GI/SDPS system. Note that we have the single-server pro-
cessor sharing system GI(n)/GI/1 — PS in the special case of p(n) := 1/n,
n € N:=Z4 \ {0}, for other special cases see e.g. [BB5|. Processor sharing
systems have been widely used in the last decades for modeling and ana-
lyzing computer and communication systems, cf. e.g. [CMT], [Ram], [BP],
[BBJ], [GRZ], [HHM], [YY], [BB1]-[BB5|, [ZLK], [LSZ], and the references
therein. For an application of a random time transformation to processor
sharing systems see [Tol|, [Kit], [YY], and the references therein. We in-
terpret the GI(n)/GI(n)/oo system as an infinite-server system in random
environment, where the state N(t) of the infinite-server system is given by
the number of requests in GI(n)/GI(n)/oc at time t. Thus we obtain results
for sojourn times of virtual 7-requests.

For the M(n)/GI(n)/co system or equivalently the M(n)/GI/SDPS
system we show that the sojourn time of an arbitrary arriving 7-request
equals in distribution the sojourn time of a class of virtual 7-requests in the
modified system with one permanent request and that the sojourn time of
an added 7-request equals in distribution the sojourn time of this class of



virtual 7-requests in another modified system. Thus we obtain bounds for
the expectation of non negative convex and concave functions of the sojourn
times of arriving as well as of added 7-requests in M (n)/GI(n)/oco, in partic-
ular bounds for all fractional moments and the distribution functions of the
sojourn times. Note that these bounds are given in terms of the well-known
stationary occupancy distribution in M (n)/GI(n)/oo, cf. [Coh], being insen-
sitive with respect to the service time distribution given its mean. The lower
and upper bounds for the fractional moments are asymptotically tight. In
case of non negative integer moments, the bounds generalize corresponding
results for the M/GI/SDPS system given in [BB3], for the M/M/SDPS
system given in [BB2], and for the M/GI/1 — PS system given in [CVB],
to M(n)/GI/SDPS. Moreover, for fixed k € [1,00) (k € (—o0,1] \ {0}) it
follows that the kth root of the kth moment of the sojourn times of arriving
as well as of added 7-requests in M (n)/GI/SDPS are subadditive (super-
additive) functions of 7 € (0, 00), generalizing Cohen’s famous proportional
result for the expectation of the sojourn time of 7-requests in M /GI/SDPS
in several directions, cf. [Coh].

2 Preliminary results

We consider a stationary and ergodic process N = (N(t), t € R)!, where
N(t) takes values in Z, and the sample paths of N are P-a.s. in the set
D(R,Z) of all piecewise constant, right-continuous functions having a finite
number of jumps in any finite interval. Let

p(n) :=P(N(0)=n), ne€Zy, (2.1)

be the marginal distribution of N and Z/, := {m € Z : p(m) > 0} the
support of N(0). Further we assume that

0<A:=FE[#{t:0<t<1, N(t—)#N(t)}] < o0, (2.2)

where # A denotes the number of elements of a set A, i.e., the intensity A of
jumps is positive and finite. The process N describes a random environment
of an infinite-server system — system for short — where requests are served
with speed p(n) > 0 at time ¢ if N(¢) = n. We assume that

g:=E[p(N©0)] = > ¢n)p(n) < oo, (2.3)

/
neZl,

'If convenient, we consider the process later also only on Ry. Due to Kolmogorov’s
extension theorem, the distribution of the stationary ergodic process (N(¢), ¢t € R4) can
be uniquely extended to the whole axis R, which is again stationary and ergodic.



and hence by the ergodicity of N it follows

T
Tim. % /O (Nt =g as. (2.4)

Summarizing, we make the following assumption:

(A1) Assume that N = (N(¢), t € R), is a stationary and ergodic process
with values in Z,., whose trajectories are P-a.s. piecewise constant and
right-continuous and which satisfies (2.2), (2.3).

Below we define two classes of sojourn times of virtual 7-requests used in
this paper, where virtual means that the request does not interact with the
infinite-server system. Thus a virtual request may be considered as a real
(non virtual) request if the process N is independent of the arrival process
and the required service times of the real requests. Further, we consider the
service received by a virtual request. In the following basic properties and
relations between the sojourn times are given and outlined, respectively.

1. Sojourn time of a wvirtual request: The sojourn time V,(t,7) of a
virtual 7-request arriving at time ¢ at the system is the time until the virtual
T-request has received its required service time 7 € R, i.e.

V(t,7) = inf{v€R+ : /t t+v<p(N(u))du27}. (2.5)

Let Vy(7) := V4(0,7), and for n € Z/ let V,(7|n) be the corresponding
sojourn time of a virtual 7-request arriving at time ¢ = 0 conditioned that
N(0) = n, ie.

P(Vy(r)<z) = ) P(Vo(r|n) <a)p(n). (2.6)

/
nEZ+

For other concepts of sojourn times of virtual requests in special cases see
Remark 4.3 in Section 4.

2. Sojourn time of a synchronized virtual request: For giving another
interpretation of the sojourn time of a virtual 7-request, we send a state-
dependent Poisson process of virtual 7-requests to the system whose arrival
intensity is a(n) > 0 at time ¢ if N(t) = n, i.e., the arrival process of the
virtual 7-requests is a Cox process, driven by the random intensity a(N(t)),
t € R. Let &5 = {1, ¢ € Z} be the point process of arrival times of the
Cox process with ... < T%, < Tj <0 < T} < .... The stationarity and



ergodicity of N implies the stationarity and ergodicity of ®;. We assume
that the intensity s of ®, is finite, i.e.

As = Z a(n)p(n) < oo. (2.7)

nEZy

Let 7 € Ry be fixed in the following and X := (X(¢),t € R), where
X(t) := (N(t),Vy(t,7)), t € R. Then the stationarity and ergodicity of
N implies that (®s, X) is jointly stationary and ergodic, too, because the
construction (2.5) of V,(¢,7) is a measurable mapping of N compatible to
the shift operator 6; and @5 is a Cox process driven by a(N(t)), t € R, cf.
e.g. [DV]. Consider the canonical form of (®4, X), i.e., the basic probability
space is the set of all realizations of (®g, X), endowed with the appropri-
ate Borel o-field, and P is the distribution of (®g, X), cf. e.g. [BB]. The
Palm distribution PO of (®4, X) is uniquely defined, and for all measurable
functions f it holds

/ F(@ar2) P00, 2 / F(0:8,,0,X)®,(dt) (2.8)

and PY(T5 = 0) = 1, cf. e.g. [Kal]. Now let D(R,Zy x R;) be the set of all
Z4+ x R4 valued functions on R which are right-continuous with left-hand
limits and with a finite number of discontinuities in any finite interval. Since
®, is a Cox process driven by the random measure £(dt) := a(N(t))dt, we
have the following well-known result.

Lemma 2.1 For measurable functions h : D(R,Z4 x Ry) — Ry it holds

/\s/h(x)Pf(d(st,w)) = Y a()B[H{N(0)=n}h(X)]. (2.9)

nEZ+

Proof Consider the canonical form of (®s,&, X). Let P(% x) be the Palm
distribution of (¢, X) and IL, the distribution of a Poisson process with
intensity measure 7. Since the function h only depends on z and ®; is a

Cox process driven by the random measure £(dt) = a(N(t))dt, we obtain
[ r@P2(a(en,2)

— [[ et @ @2 = [ b P (Al o).



Using the definition of the Palm measure for P(% X) and the stationarity of
the process N, i.e., ;N = (6;N(s), s € R) has the same distribution as N
for t € R, we can continue

[ r@P2a(en, )
:AEE[ATM&XKMQ]:AfE[%fMQXymN@»&
-t ' BIA(O.X)a(N (D)t = A 01 E[h(X)a(N(0))]dt
=37 3 N O =m0

Choosing h(x) =1, we obtain in particular A. = A, finishing the proof.

Applying now Lemma 2.1 to the function h(X) := I{N(0) = n, V,(0,7) > x}
for n € Z4, v € R, we find

s PO (Vi (0,7) >z, N(0)=n) = a(n) P(V(0,7) >z, N(0)=n). (2.10)

In particular, for x < 0 it follows that the probability ps(n) that an arriving
virtual 7-request finds the system in state n is given by

o) = S pla), ez (2.11)

Further, dividing (2.10) by a(n)p(n), n € Z!,, and taking into account (2.11),
it follows

P(Vy(0,7)>x | N(0)=n) = P(V,(0,7) >z | N(0)=n),

i.e., the sojourn time V(7 |n) of an arriving virtual 7-request finding the
system in state n has the same distribution as V, (7 |n):

Vi(r|n) 2Vi(r|n), reRy, nel,, (2.12)

where 2 means equality in distribution. For the sojourn time VS(T) of an
arbitrary arriving virtual 7-request hence we obtain

P(Vi(r)<z) = > P(Vy(7|n) <z)ps(n). (2.13)

/
n€Zl,



Choosing a(n) = «a, n € Z4, for some o > 0, (2.7) implies A\s = «, and
(2.11) yields ps(n) = p(n), n € Zy. Because of (2.6) and (2.13), thus the
sojourn time of arriving virtual 7-requests equals in distribution V,(7) in
this case. Note that the clock governing the arrival process of the virtual
T-requests is asynchronous to the clock governing the service process in this
case, in general. Choosing a(n) = agp(n), n € Z,, for some o > 0, which we
will always assume in the following, the clock governing the arrival process
of the virtual 7-requests is synchronous to the clock governing the service
process. Therefore we denote the arriving virtual 7-requests as synchronized
virtual 7-requests. Note that (2.7), a(n) = ap(n), n € Z4, and (2.3) imply
As = ag, and \s; < oo is equivalent to (2.3). From (2.11) it follows that the
probability ps(n) that an arriving synchronized virtual 7-request finds the
system in state m is given by

) = < e(mp(n), n € . (2.14)

3. Service received by a virtual request: Let a virtual request with infinite

required service time (permanent virtual request) arrive at time 0, let U(t)

be the service received by the virtual request from time 0 until time ¢, and

for n € Z!, let U(t|n) be the service received by the virtual request from
time 0 until time ¢ conditioned that N(0) = n. Obviously, it holds

U(t) :/0 (N (uw)du, teR4, (2.15)

Ut|n) = /0 e(N(u|n))du, teR4, neZl,. (2.16)

Analogously to (2.6) we find

PU(t)<z)= Y P(U(t|n)<a)p(n). (2.17)

!
nez’,

Note that in view of ¢(m) > 0, m € Z4, the processes U(t) and U(t|n),
n € 7!, are strictly increasing in ¢. Thus from the definitions of V,(7), U(t)
and V,(7|n), U(t|n) for 7,t € Ry it follows that V,(7) = ¢ is equivalent
to U(t) = 7 and that V,,(7|n) =t is equivalent to U(t|n) = 7 for n € Z/,.
Thus Fubini’s theorem, (2.15), the stationarity of N(t), t € Ry, and (2.3)
yield

(Vu(r)<t)dr = E[{r<U(t)}]dr = E[/ {r<U(t)}dr
Ry Ry Ry



Moreover, Fubini’s theorem and (2.18) provide

EleV"dr = E / / Stdtdr
R4 Ry u

- E[ / ]I{Vv(T)gt}se_Stdth} — [ P, (r)<t)se~stdrdt
R2 R2
i T
= / gtse Sdt = g, s € (0,00). (2.19)
R4 s

Note that (2.19) implies

lim V(1) = li_}m Vo(r|n) =00 as., neZ. (2.20)

T—00

As p(n) is positive, from (2.15), (2.4), and (2.3) we find

lim U(t)/t =g = E[p(N(0))] >0 a.s., (2.21)

t—o0

which yields
lim U(t) = tlim Ult|n)=o00 as, neZ,. (2.22)

t—o00

Because of (2.20), (2.22), finally we find that V;,(-) is a.s. the inverse function
of U(-) and that V,(-|n) is a.s. the inverse function of U(-|n) for n € Z/, .
In view of (2.22) and (2.21), therefore the substitution 7 = U(t) provides

Tlgglo Vo(r)/T = tlggo t/U(t)=1/g as., (2.23)
which, in view of (2.12), implies

lim Vi(r)/T=1/g as. (2.24)

T—00

2.1 A random time transformation

Note that fg ©(N(u))du, t € R, defines an additive functional generated by
the process N. The associated random time transformation is given a.s. by

9(r) == inf{teR : /Ottp(N(u))duZT}, reR. (2.25)

8



As V,(+) is a.s. the inverse function of U(+), from (2.25) and (2.15) it follows
1) =Vu(r) as., 71€eR,. (2.26)
Let N := (N(t), t € R), where

N(t) = NO(), teR, (2.27)

be the time-changed process of N. Remember that if the system is in state
n then the clock governing the service process runs with speed ¢(n). The
time transformation (2.25), (2.27) implies that the service clock is speeded
up by the factor 1/¢p(n), and hence the service clock runs with speed 1 under
the time-changed dynamics.

Also, in view of (2.25) and (2.27), there is a one-to-one correspondence
between the sample paths of N and N, and we have the following.

Lemma 2.2 For each trajectory and 7 € R it holds

T 1
9(r) = /0 mdu. (2.28)

Proof From (2.25) and (2.27) it follows

() _/0 v (“)d“‘/o V) /o )
]

Note that the time-changed process N is not a stationary process in
general, although N is a stationary one. However, we will construct the
distribution of a stationary process with the time-changed dynamics.

Let Ty, £ € Z, be the jump epochs of N, i.e. N(T;—) # N(T}), ordered
such that ... <71 < Ty <0< T} <..., and K;:= N(T}) be the state of
the system at Ty. Note that

N(t) =Y HTy<t <Tp1}Ky, teR, (2.29)
tez

since the sample paths of N are in D(R,Zy). The marked point process
(MPP) U := {[Iy, K(|,¢ € Z} is stationary and ergodic, too, since N is
stationary and ergodic and has the finite intensity A, cf. (2.2). Note that ¥
can be considered as the natural embedded MPP of N. Also, ¥ determines
N uniquely, cf. (2.29). Consider the canonical representation of ¥ with
distribution P, cf. [BB]. More precisely, (Mg, Mg, P) is the probability



space and W the identical mapping ¥ : Mg — Mg . The set M is the set of
all simple counting measures ¥(-) = >,z .k, (-) on R x Z endowed with
the appropriate Borel o-field Mg such that ... <t <tg <0<t; <...
and limy_,4.ty = £oo. Note that v € Mg can be represented by the
sequence ¢ = {[ty, k¢|, ¢ € Z}, which we will use in the following. Further,
the T, and K, correspond to the mappings Ty(v)) = t, and Ky(v) = ky
for ¢» € Mp. The shift operator ; applied to the measure v € Mg is
defined by 6, = ZZGZ 5[T4(w)—t,Kz(¢)}' Note that T;(64¢)) = T€+c(t) (Y) —t,
Ki(011) = Koyer)(1), where c(t) is the number of points of ¢ in (0,1] if
t > 0 and the negative number of points in (¢,0] if ¢ < 0. Since (¥, P) is
stationary, it holds P(A) = P(0;A), t € R, A € Mx. Let P° be the Palm
distribution of (¥, P). It holds P%(Ty = 0) = 1, i.e., PV is concentrated
on MY = {¢p € Mg : to = 0}, MY% = {A C M) : A € Mg}, and P
is invariant with respect to the mapping 6 defined by 6 := 07, () for
Y € Mg, i.e.

PY(A) = PY(0714), Ae MY, (2.30)
Epo[Ty] = A1 (2.31)

Also, PY is ergodic since P is ergodic. The invariance property (2.30) and the
ergodicity of P? imply that the sequence {[As, K/], £ € Z} of the spacings
Ay, where Ay(v)) = Tpi1(v) — Ty(v0), and marks Ky is a stationary and
ergodic sequence with respect to P°. Also, because of P°(Ty = 0) = 1, there
is a one-to-one correspondence between the distribution of {[A,, K|, ¢ € Z}
and the Palm distribution of the MPP W, cf. e.g. [BB], [BFL], and [FKAS].

Consider now the time-changed MPP WU := {[T}, K/, ¢ € Z}, where
Ky = Ky, ¢ € Z, and, in view of (2.25) and (2.29),

P(Ko)Tp — _Zl o(K;)(Tj41—-Tj), £<0,

“ T, j=¢

Ty = / o(N(u))du = )
’ P(Ko)T1 + 21 o(K;)(Tjt—1j), £>0.

J:

(2.32)

Note that (2.32) defines a one-to-one mapping h : Mg — My and that
¥ = h(¥). Because of the construction, it holds h(0¥) = (), and from
(2.32) we obtain that the distribution P°(A) := PO(¥ € A) = PO(h—1(A)),
Ae MY, of ¥ on (MY, MY.) is invariant with respect to 6 and ergodic and
that PO(Tp = 0) = 1. Note that for A € MY% it holds h(4) € M% and

10



vice versa and that {[Ag,f(g], ¢ € 7}, where Ay = Tg_H — T, = ©(Ky)Agp,
K, = Ky, l € Z, is a stationary and ergodic sequence with respect to PY as
basic probability measure on (M, M?) in view of

PO s Apyr (h(1)) = Ag(h(69))) = 1.

From the inversion formula of Ryll-Nardzewski and Slivnyak, cf. e.g. [BB]
(1.2.25), or the inversion formula for embedded MPPs, cf. e.g. [FKAS]
(1.5.2), and (2.32), (2.3) it follows

~ Ty
Epalfi] = Epo /0 (N()dt] = A\ Bp(NO)] = Mg, (233)

Let P be the uniquely determined f-invariant distribution on (Mg, Mg)
given by the inversion formula from the Palm distribution P°

P(A) = A /O PY(Ty>t,0,F € A)dt, A€ Mg, (2.34)

whose intensity A = 1/Epo[T}] is finite and given by
A= \/g, (2.35)

cf. (2.31), (2.33). Taking into account Ty = @(Ko)Ti, ¥ = h(¥), using
Fubini’s Theorem, applying the substitution s := ¢t/p(Kj), and using the
fact that for s € Ry

I{t1> 5, Ospu) h(¥) €A} = I{t1 > s, h(0s)) €A}, ¥ € Mg,  (2.36)
from (2.34) for A € Mg we obtain

P(A) = A / " Bpo[ o (Ko)T1 >, 0,h(W) € A}]dt
0
—AEp| / T o (Ko)T1 > t, 6,h(0) e )]
- JOo

= S\Epo / H{Tl >, esw(Ko)iL(\P) EA}QO(Ko)dS]
- J0

— XEpo /OOO I{T) > s, h(0:¥) € A}w(Ko)ds}

= X/OOO Epo[I{T} > s, h(0,0) € A}p(Kp)ds

11



Il
o

> @) Epo[I{Ty > s, h(6,¥) € A, Ko=n}]ds

nEZy

i
EZ: / PY(Ty>s, 0, eh™ (A), Ky=n)ds.

I
o

Applying now the inversion formula to P° and taking into account (2.35),
we obtain

PA) =1 57 om)P(Weh ' (4), Ko=n), A€ M. (2.37)

neZly

Since PV is ergodic with respect to 0, ff is an ergodic distribution with
respect to 0y, t € R, too. Let ¥ = {[T}, K|, ¢ € Z} be an MPP with
distribution P. Then

N(t) =Y YT <t<Ty}K;, teR, (2.38)
LeZ

provides a stationary and ergodic process N := (N (t), t € R), corresponding
to a time-stationary version of the time-changed process N = (N (t), t € R).
Summarizing, we have the following theorem.

Theorem 2.1 Assume that the process N = (N(t), t € R) satisfies (Al).
Let W = {[Ty, K], ¢ € Z} be the given embedded MPP of jump epochs T,
and marks Ko = N(Ty), L € Z, where ... <Tp <0< T <

Then (2.37) defines the distribution of a stationary and ergodic MPP
U = {[Ty, K(], £ € Z} and via (2.38) a related stationary and ergodic process
N = (N(@),te R) being a time-stationary and ergodic version of the time-
changed process N = (N(t), t € R) with a finite intensity of jumps.

For n € Z, let N,, := (N(t|n), t € R) and N,, := (N(t|n), t € R) be
processes with distributions P((N(t), t € R) € (-)| N(0) = n), cf. (2.27),
and P((N(t),t € R) € ()| N(0) = n), respectively. Further, let us denote
by p(n) ;== P(N(0) = n), n € Z, the marginal probabilities of N.

Lemma 2.3 Assume that (A1) is fulfilled. Then it holds

p(n) =ps(n), n € Zy, (2.39)
~ 'D ~ /
N, =N,, nelZ, (2.40)

12



E 7} —1/g, (2.41)

lim A dr=1/g a.s (2.42)
= ——dr = .8. .
Too T Jo @(N(7))
Proof Applying (2.37) to A := {Ko = n} = {N(0) = n} and taking into
account h~1(A) = {Ko = n}, we obtain
_ 1
p(n) = gw(n)p(n), (2.43)
and thus (2.39) in view of (2.14). From Theorem 2.1, (2.37), (2.43), and
because of N(0) = N(0), we find that

P(N,cd) = —

S P €A, N () =n)

1
h(n)
1 .
- mP((N(t), teR)€ A, N(0)=n)

= P((N(t), teR) € A| N(0)=n),

o(n)P((N(t), teR)e A, N(0)=n)

3
Q |~

finishing the proof of (2.40). Assertion (2.41) follows directly from (2.43).
Since N is an ergodic process, assertion (2.42) follows immediately due to
Birkhoft’s ergodic theorem and (2.41). 0

The following lemma provides the key representations for the sojourn
times V,,(7) and Vi(7) in terms of the stationary process N(t), t € R.

Lemma 2.4 Assume that (A1) is fulfilled. Then it holds

V £ 771 u, T n !
»(T|n) —/0 @(N(u|n)) du, eERy, neZ,, (2.44)
V 2 Til u, T

s(17) = /0 @(N(u)) du, € Ry, (2.45)

and for any measurable non negative function f(z), x € (0,00), it holds

1 1 1

B =9B[1(1 [ s an) o],

7 € (0,00).

(2.46)
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Proof For n € Z from (2.26), (2.28), and (2.40) we obtain

T 1 T 1
Vo(T|n) :/ Adug/ ——— du,
0 p(N(uln)) 0 p(N(uln))
and from (2.13), (2.44), and (2.39) it follows that

P(Vy(r)<a) = ) P(Vy(r|n)<a)ps(n)

/
nez’,

Taking into account (2.14), (2.44), and (2.39), we find
E[f(Vo(r)/m)] = > Elf(Vo(r|n)/7)lp(n)

neZ;
— 9 3 BV \n)/T)](ln)ﬁs(n)
nGZ;
1 /7 1 1
= E - du p(n),
‘2 G sy ) a1
which provides (2.46). 0

2.2 Expectation of functions of additive functionals

In order to exploit the representations (2.44)—(2.46) and (2.15), we will de-
rive some results on the expectation of functions of smooth additive func-
tionals in the following. Let Y (), t € Ry, be a stationary cadlag process
with values in (0, 00), and assume that £Y (0) < co. Further, let

Z(1) = /OTY(t)dt, T € R;. (2.47)

Note that Z(7), 7 € R4, is an additive functional with density Y (¢), t € Ry.
Because of the stationarity of the process Y (t), t € Ry, from (2.47) it follows
immediately, cf. [Hor],

/ EY(0]dt = rEZ(1) = 7EY(0), 7€ (0,00).  (2.48)
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Note that due to Birkhoff’s ergodic theorem

= lim Z(7)/7 (2.49)

T—00

exists a.s. and that
EY, = EY(0). (2.50)
Theorem 2.2 Let f(z), z € (0,00), non negative and conver. Then for
1,70 € (0,00) it holds
El(ri472)f(Z(11+72)/(T1+72))]
< Elnf(Z(m)/m)] + Elra f(Z(72) /7)), (2.51)

i.e., E[Tf(Z(1)/T)] is subadditive for T € (0,00).
Let f(x), x € (0,00), non negative and concave. Then for 71,72 € (0,00)
it holds

E[(ri+72)f(Z(11+72)/(11+72))]
> Enf(Z(m)/m)] + Elraf(Z(72)/72)], (2.52)
i.e., E[Tf(Z(1)/T)] is superadditive for T € (0,00).

Proof We will give the proof of (2.51), the proof of (2.52) runs analogously.
As the function f(z), x € (0,00), is convex, from (2.47) for 71,72 € (0,00)
it follows that

Elf(Z(r1+72)/(11+72))]

T 1 T1 1 T1+T72
=F — Y (¢)dt — Y (¢t)dt
[f<7'1—|-7'2 1 () +T1—|—T2 To () ):|

e~ / v(ode)] + 2 {f(é [ )]
= (E[nf(Z(r)/m)] + Elrf(Z(12)/m2)])/ (11 +72),

where the last equality follows due to the stationarity of the process Y (t),
t S R+. D

<

15



Theorem 2.3 Let f(z), x € (0,00), non negative and convex. Then for
7 € (0,00) it holds

J(EIY () < B/ (Yo)] < liminf E[f(Z(t)/1)
< BIf(2(r)/7)] < lim E[f(Z(8)/0)] = E[f(Y (0)) (2.53)
If additionally E[f(Z(7)/7)] < 0o for some T € (0,00), then
E[f(¥o)] = liminf E[f(Z(t)/1)] (2.54)
and if E[f(Z(t)/t)] is bounded in a neighborhood of some € (0,00), then
BIf(¥)] = lim E[f(Z(1)/1) (2.55)

Let f(z), z € (0,00), non negative and concave. Then for T € (0,00) it
holds

E[f(Y(0))] = im E[f(2£(¢)/t)] < E[f(Z(7)/7)]

10

< Jim BIf(2(1)/0)] = B/ (%)) < f(EY (0)). (2.56)

Proof (i) Let f(x), x € (0,00), non negative and convex. We use the
subadditivity of E[rf(Z(1)/T)], T € (0,00), in the following, cf. [BO]. By
induction on n from (2.51) we find that

E[f(Z(n7)/(n7))] < E[f(Z(7)/7)], 7€ (0,00), n €N, (2.57)
which implies

lim nf BIf(2(6)/19)) < B{f(2(r)/)] < lim sup B[/ (Z(0)/0)

for 7 € (0,00). Further, Jensen’s inequality and Fubini’s theorem provide

Blp(z(r)m) = B[f (5 [ voa)| < B[S [ rorenal

where the last equality follows from the stationarity of the process Y (t),
t € Ry. Thus it holds

lintlféup E[f(Z(t)/t)] < E[f(Y(0))].
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On the other hand, Fatou’s lemma provides

liminf E[f(Z(t)/0)] = Elimint f(2(0)/)

= F| f(lira inf Z(t)/t)] = E[f(Y(0))]

as well as
lim inf E[f(Z(t) /1)) > Elliminf f(Z(t)/%)

= B[f(liminf Z(t)/1)] = E[f(Yo)] = f(E[Yo]) = f(E[Y (0)])

due to (2.49), Jensen’s inequality, and (2.50). Summarizing, we have proved
(2.53).
(ii) Assume that E[f(Z(7)/7)] < oo for some 7 € (0,00). Then for
m € N we find
liminf E[f(Z(t)/t)]

t—o00

= liminf(E[min(f(Z(t)/t),m)] + E[max(f(Z(t)/t)—m,0)])

t—o00

= Bllim min(f(Z(t)/t), m)] + lim inf E[max(f(Z(#)/t)—m,0)],

where the last equality follows from dominated convergence of the first
summand on the r.h.s. Taking into account (2.49) and applying (2.57) to
g(&) := max(f(&) —m,0) instead of f(&), we obtain

lim inf E[f(Z(t),1)]

< E[min(f(Yp), m)] + liminf Elmax(f(Z(n7)/(n7))—m,0)]

< B[f(Yo)] + Elmax(f(Z(r)/r)=m, 0)).

In view of (2.53), taking the limit m — oo provides (2.54) due to dominated

convergence.
(iii) Assume that E[f(Z(t)/t)] is bounded in a neighborhood of some
7 € (0,00). Then there exist m € N and M € R, such that

E[f(Zt)/t)] < M, te[r,7+7/m).

Let t € [m7,00). Then there exists n € N such that ¢ € [n7, (n+1)7) and
n > m, which implies t/n € [7,7 + 7/n) C [r,7 4+ 7/m). Thus from (2.57)
we find

E[f(Z(t)/t) < M, t€ [mr,0). (2.58)
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Let t € [m7,00), and let ¢’ € [2t,00). Then there exists n € N such that
t' € [(n+ 1)t,(n+2)t), and from (2.51) it follows that

E[t'f(Z({t") /)]
< E[(t'—nt) f(Z(t'—nt) /(' —nt))] + E[ntf(Z(nt)/(n1))],
which implies
E[f(Z(¢)/t) < @t/)E[f(Z(t —nt)/({' —nt))] + E[f(Z(nt)/(nt))].
Because of ¢/ — nt > ¢ > mr, thus from (2.58) and (2.57) we obtain
E[f(Z({t")/1)] < (2t/t)M + E[f(Z(t)/1)].
Letting now ¢ — co and then ¢t — oo provides

lim sup E[f(2(t)/t)] <liminf E[f(Z(t)/1)],

which yields (2.55) in view of (2.54).
(iv) Let f(z), = € (0,00), non negative and concave. By induction on n
from (2.52) it follows

E[f(Z(nT)/(n7))] 2 E[f(Z(7)/7)], 7€ (0,00), n €N,
which implies

lim inf B[f(Z(t)/t)] < E[f(Z(7)/7)] < limsup E[f(Z(t)/1)]

t}0 t—o0

for 7 € (0,00). Again, Fatou’s lemma provides

lim inf B[f(Z(t)/1)] = Bllin inf £(Z(t)/%)]

_ E[f(hr%an(t)/t)] = E[f(Y(0))]

as well as

liminf E[f(Z(t)/1)] > Elliminf £(Z(t)/1)

= B|f(liminf Z(¢)/t)] = E[f (o)

due to (2.49). As f(z), x € (0,00), is a concave function, there exists an
affine function g(z) such that f(z) < g(z), x € (0,00). From (2.48) for
t € (0,00) it follows

Elg(Z(t)/t)] = g(E[Z(t)/t]) = g(E[Y (0)])-

18



Thus Fatou’s lemma provides

g(E[Y(0)]) - lthlgup E[f(Z(t)/1)]

= liminf Blg(Z(t)/t) - (2(t)/1)]
> Eflim inf(g(Z(8) /1)~ f(Z(1)/1))]

= Elg(Y(0))—f(Y(0))] = g(E[Y (0)]) — E[f(Y(0))],

which implies

lintlgup E[f(Z(t)/t)] < E[f(Y(0))].

Analogously, in view of (2.49) and (2.50), we find

9(E[Y (0)]) — limsup E[f(Z(t)/t)]

= liminf E[g(Z(t)/t) = f(Z(1)/1)]

> Elliminf(g(Z(t)/t) = f(Z(1)/1))]

= Elg(Yo)— f(Yo)] = g(E[Y (0)]) — E[f(Yo)],
which implies

limsup E[f(Z(t)/t)] < E[f(Yo)] < f(E[Y0]) = f(E[Y(0)])

t—o00

due to Jensen’s inequality and (2.50). Summarizing, we have proved (2.56).

U

Note that (2.55) holds if E[f(Y(0))] < oo. The function f(z) := z*,
x € (0,00), is convex for k € R\ (0,1) and concave for k € [0,1]. Thus
Theorem 2.2 and 2.3 provide results on the moments of Z(7) in particu-
lar. However, for the moments of Z(7) slightly stronger statements can be
proved.

Corollary 2.1 For 11,72 € (0,00) it holds
(BE[ZF(r+m))V* > (B[Z8m))V* + (B[ZF ()P,
ke (—o0,11\ {0}, (2.59)
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(E[Z*(ri+m))F < (B[Z8m)DYE + (B[ZF (m))F,
ke [l,00), (2.60)

i.e., (E[Z*(T)))Y* is for fized k € (—o0,1]\{0} a superadditive and for fized
k € [1,00) a subadditive function of T € (0, 00).

Further, (E[Z*(T)))'/* is for fited T € (0,00) a non decreasing function
of k € R\ {0}.

Proof We will give the proof of (2.60), the proof of (2.59) runs analogously.
Assume that E[Z*(r1)] and E[Z*(r2)] are finite. As the function f(z) := 2*,

€ (0,00), is convex for k € [1,00), for 71,7 € (0,00) and £ € (0,1) from
(2.47) it follows

E[Z*(m+7)] = E[(/OTW2 Y(t)dt)k}

(e¢ [ v+~ 515/
<ep[(z [Mvea)]ra-oB]( [ )dt)’j

=R B2 ()] + (1-8) T E[Z" ()],

where the last equality follows due to the stationarity of the process Y (1),
t € R4. Choosing

&= (BIZF(m))V*/(BIZH () F+(E1ZF )5,

which minimizes the r.h.s., provides (2.60). Further, the monotonicity of
(E[Z*(T)])"/* with respect to k follows from Hélder’s inequality. 0

Corollary 2.2 For 7 € (0,00) it holds
(EY ()" < E[Yy] < lim E[(Z(t)/1)*] < E[(Z(r)/7)*]

<lim B((Z()/0)] = BV (0)"], ke R\ (0,1, (2.61)

E[(Y(0))*] = lim E[(Z(t)/t)"] < E[(Z(7)/7)"]

t10

< Jim B{(Z()/0)"] = BYF] < (B )Y, kel0.1].  (262)
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For fixed k € R it holds
lim E[(Z(t)/H)*] = E[YF] or lim E[(Z(t)/t)*] = . (2.63)
t—o0 t—o00
Proof Note that only (2.63) for £ € R\ (0,1) remains to be proved. If
E[(Z(1)/7)¥] = o for all T € (0,00), then lim; o E[(Z(t)/t)¥] = co. If
E[(Z(1)/7)*] < oo for some 7 € (0, 00), then it holds E[(Z(t)/t)¥] < oo for
t € (0,7] or t € [1,00) due to the monotonicity of E[(Z(t))*] with respect to
t € (0,00), which implies lim; o E[(Z(t)/t)*] = E[Y§] because of (2.55).
U

Apart from the moments, there are also other interesting applications.
Corollary 2.3 For any a € Ry it holds
E[min(a(z—Y(0)),1)] < P(Z(7)/7<z) < E[max(a(z—Y(0))+1,0)],
7€ (0,00), z € (0,00). (2.64)
Proof Leta € Ry andzx € (0,00) be fixed. As f(£) := max(a(z—¢)+1,0),

¢ € (0,00), is non negative and convex, from (2.53) it follows
P(Z(r)/r<x) = E[{Z(7)/7 <x}]
< Elmax(a(x—Z(7)/7)+1,0)] < E[max(a(z—Y(0))+1,0)].
As also f(§) := max(—a(x—&)+1,0), £ € (0, 00), is non negative and convex,
from (2.53) we obtain
P(Z(t)/tr<z)=1-E[l{Z(7)/T>z}]
> 1— Elmax(—a(z—Z(7)/7)+1,0)]
> 1 — E[max(—a(z—Y(0))+1,0)] = Emin(a(z—Y(0)),1)].

3 Sojourn times under random service speed

We consider an infinite-server system where the service speed at time t
depends on the random state N(t) € Z, of the infinite-server system at time
t and is given by ¢(N(t)) > 0. With respect to the process (N (t), t € R)
we assume that (A1) is fulfilled.

First we will prove general relations between the Laplace-Stieltjes trans-
forms (LSTs) and moments of the sojourn time V,(7) of a virtual 7-request
and of the sojourn time VS(T) of an arriving synchronized virtual 7-request.
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Theorem 3.1 Assume that (A1) is fulfilled. Then it holds

Ele=*V()] / Ele=sW(t (3.1)

= S/ Ele=V"®]dt, se(0,00), T € Ry, (3.2)

and for k € (—00,0) it holds
- g’“ /Too BV @)]dt, T e (0,00), (3.3)

for k € (0,00) it holds

_k /T E[VFYn)dt, TeRy. (3.4)
0

Proof Using Lemma 2.4, the abbreviation Y (t) := 1/¢(N(t)), t € Ry,
Fubini’s theorem, and the stationarity of the process Y (t), t € Ry, we
obtain

1 E[e—s\o/s(T)] — E[l _ e—stT Y(u)du]

E

—

/ SY (7 —t)e s Jo Y (47— td”dt}

E [Y Y (vtr— t)dv] di
Yo

B[y () hY d”}dt

|
V2)

( 1 E[ —sfgl/m(v\n))dv] ﬁ(n))dt-

¢(n)
nEZ;

|
V2)

Il
%oi..%

Therefore from Lemma 2.4, (2.39), and (2.14) we find

1— EleM] = s / ' (> L plemsatelm) B(n) )t
0

p(n)

- ;/0( > E[e’sv”(t‘”)]p(n)>dt: Z/OTE[eSV”(t)}dt

/
nEZ+

which is equivalent to (3.1). Note that (3.2) follows from (3.1) and (2.19).
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Let k € (—00,0) and 7 € (0,00). Replacing s by s + £ in (3.2), in-
tegrating on ¢ € R, with weight £7*~1, applying Fubini’s theorem, using
the substitution z = 5‘0/5(7') and z = £V, (t), respectively, and taking into
account that I'(—k + 1) = (—k)['(—k) yield

E[‘O/;k(’r) —SVS _ / E Vk‘ 1 —SVu(t)]d
1
+ - / E[sVF(t)e s D]dt.

9Jr
In view of ze™® < 1, z € Ry, it holds sV*(t)e=*¥*® < VF=1(#), and thus
we obtain (3.3) by taking the limit s | 0 due to monotone convergence and
dominated convergence of the second summand on the r.h.s. if the limit of
the first summand is finite.

Let k € (0,00) and 7 € R4. Analogously to the first part of the proof
we find

E[VF (/Y du

E[ 0 Y (r— t /Yv+7' #)dv )kildt]

T k—1
:k/E[YTt /YU+T t)d) }dt
0
k—1
:k/E /Y dv dt
0

:k/o ( Z QO(H)E[(/O 7@( (11)”)) dv)k_l}ﬁ(n»dt

nez!,
e [ B e
- (Ez: FoRURERIL
_E ' k=l n n :E T k—1
= /0 (%Em (tm)]p(m) )t = /0 EVE1(1)dt,
Thus (3.4) is proved. -

Choosing k = 1 in (3.4) provides the following.
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Corollary 3.1 Assume that (A1) is fulfilled. Then it holds
EVy(1) = g reR,. (3.5)

Remark 3.1 Note that due to (3.4), the variance of the sojourn time V()
of an arriving synchronized virtual request is given by the expectation of the
sojourn time Vy,(+) of a virtual request.

3.1 Sojourn time of a synchronized virtual request

In this section we will prove some results on the sojourn time Vi(7) of an
arriving synchronized virtual 7-request. We assume again that N(t),t € Ry,
satisfies (A1).

Theorem 3.2 Assume that (A1) is fulfilled.
Let f(x), x € (0,00), non negative and convex. Then for 11,12 € (0,00)
it holds

E[(r1+72) f(Vs(T1+72)/(T1+72))]

< Enf(Vs(m)/m)] + Elraf (Vs(r2)/72)); (3.6)
i.e., Blrf(Vy(7)/7)] is subadditive for T € (0,00).

Let f(x), x € (0,00), non negative and concave. Then for 71,72 € (0,00)

it holds
E[(ri+72) f (Vi(ri+72)/ (11 472))]
> E[r f(Vs(r1)/m)] + Elraf(Vs(r2) /7)), (3.7)
i.e., E[Tf(Vs(1)/T)] is superadditive for T € (0,00).

Proof Note that Y (t) := 1/o(N(t)), t € Ry, is a stationary process with
values in (0,00). Moreover, it holds EY (0) < oo due to (2.41), (2.3). In
view of (2.45) and (2.47), thus we obtain Theorem 3.2 from Theorem 2.2.

U

Theorem 3.3 Assume that (A1) is fulfilled.
Let f(x), x € (0,00), non negative and convex. Then for T € (0,00) it
holds

7(1/g) < imint B (Vo(t)/1)] < B[ (Va(r) /)]

<lim B[f(Vi(1) /)] = ; > f(A/p(n)e(n)p(n). (3-8)
n=0

)

24



If additionally E[f(Vi(7)/7)] < oo for some T € (0,00), then

f(1/g) = liminf E[f(Vi()/1)], (3.9)
and if E[f(Vs(t)/t)] is bounded in a neighborhood of some T € (0,00), then
f(1/g) = lim E[f(Vi(t)/t)]. (3.10)

Let f(x), xz € (0,00), non negative and concave. Then for T € (0,00) it
holds

o3 11 pln)plnlp(n) = lim BLF(Vi(t)/)
n=0

£10

< E[f(Vs(7)/7)] < lim E[f(Vs(t)/1)] = f(1/g). (3.11)

t—o0

Proof Remember that Y (t) := 1/@(N(t)), t € Ry, is a stationary process
with values in (0, 00) and that EY (0) < co. In view of (2.45), (2.47), (2.49),
(2.24), (2.39), and (2.14), thus we obtain Theorem 3.3 from Theorem 2.3.

U

Note that choosing f(z) := 2*, 2 € (0,00), for fixed k& € R in Theo-
rem 3.2 and 3.3 provides results for the kth moment of V(7). However,
Corollary 2.1 and 2.2 yield slightly stronger results.

Corollary 3.2 Assume that (A1) is fulfilled. For 11,715 € (0,00) it holds
(BVE(rt+m))V* = BV () + (BVE ()Y,
ke (- 1\ {0}, (312)

BV (r+m)) '/ < BV m))V* + BV () VF,
ke [1,00), (3.13)
i.e., (EIVFO))YE is for fived k € (—o0,1]\{0} a superadditive and for fized
k€ [1,00) a subadditive function of T € (0,00).

Further, (E[VE(T))Y/* is for fized 7 € (0,00) a non decreasing function
of k € R\ {0}.

Proof Remember that Y (t) := 1/@(N(t)), t € Ry, is a stationary process
with values in (0,00) and that EY (0) < co. In view of (2.45) and (2.47),
thus we obtain Corollary 3.2 from Corollary 2.1. 0
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Corollary 3.3 Assume that (A1) is fulfilled. For T € (0,00) it holds
g~* < lim E[(Vy(t)/)*] < E[(Vi(r)/7)"]

(e 9]

< lﬁgE[(f/s(t)/t)k] = ;Zwl_k(n)p(n)» keR\(0,1), (3.14)

*Z = han[( (/0] < B(Vi(r)/7)¥]
< lim E[( (1) /)R] = , kelo,1]. (3.15)
For fixed k € R it holds
Jim E((Vi(t)/t)*] = or tlggoE[( S(0)/1)F] = (3.16)

Proof Remember that Y (¢) := 1/o(N(t)), t € Ry, is a stationary process
with values in (0, 00) and that EY (0) < oo. In view of (2.45), (2.47), (2.49),
(2.24), (2.39), and (2.14), thus we obtain Corollary 3.3 from Corollary 2.2.

U

In view of (2.45), (2.47), (2.39), and (2.14), from Corollary 2.3 we obtain
the following estimate for the distribution of V(7).

Corollary 3.4 Assume that (A1) is fulfilled. Then for a € Ry it holds

23" min(a(ep(n) ~1) p(n)p(n) < PVi(r)/7<a)
n=0

7€ (0,00), z € (0,00). (3.17)

3.2 Service received by a virtual request

We assume again that N(¢), t € Ry, satisfies (Al). The service U(t) re-
ceived by a virtual request during the time interval [0,¢] is given by (2.15).
Choosing Y (t) := ¢(N(t)), t € Ry, from (2.15), (2.47), (2.48), and (2.3) we
find

EU(t) =tE[p(N(0))] =gt, teR,. (3.18)
Theorem 2.2 and 2.3 provide the following results.
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Theorem 3.4 Assume that (A1) is fulfilled.
Let f(x), xz € (0,00), non negative and convex. Then for ti,ty € (0,00)
it holds

El(t1+t2) f(U(t1+t2)/(t+12))]

S Bt f(U(t1)/t1)] + Elt2f(U(t2)/t2)], (3.19)

i.e., E[tf(U(t)/t)] is subadditive for t € (0,00).
Let f(x), = € (0,00), non negative and concave. Then for ty,ts € (0,00)
it holds

E[(t1+t2) f(U (t1+12)/ (t1+12))]
> Elt1 f(U(t)/t1)] + Elt2f(U(t2)/t2)], (3.20)
i.e., E[tf(U(t)/t)] is superadditive for t € (0,00).

Proof Note that Y (¢) := ¢(N(t)), t € Ry, is a stationary process with
values in (0,00), and that it holds EY (0) < oo due to (2.3). In view of
(2.15) and (2.47), thus we obtain Theorem 3.4 from Theorem 2.2. 0

Theorem 3.5 Assume that (A1) is fulfilled.
Let f(z), z € (0,00), non negative and convex. Then for t € (0,00) it
holds

f(g) <liminf E[f(U(r)/7)] < E[f(U(t)/1)]

< lim E[f(U(7)/7)] = > flp(m)p(n). (3.21)
n=0
If additionally E[f(U(t)/t)] < oo for some t € (0,00), then
Flg) = limint B[f(U(r)/7)] (322
and if E[f(U(7)/7)] is bounded in a neighborhood of some t € (0,00), then
flg) = lim Ef(U()/7)] (3.2

Let f(z), x € (0,00), non negative and concave. Then for t € (0,00) it
holds

oo

> flpm))p(n) = lixn E[fU(T)/7)]
n=0
< BlJU(1)/1)] < lim B[f(U()/7)] = /(g). (3.24)
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Proof Remember that Y (t) := ¢(N(t)), t € Ry, is a stationary process
with values in (0, 00) and that FY (0) < co. In view of (2.15), (2.47), (2.49),
and (2.21), thus we obtain Theorem 3.5 from Theorem 2.3. 0

Note that choosing f(x) := z*, € (0,00), for fixed k¥ € R in The-
orem 3.4 and 3.5 provides results for the kth moment of U(t). However,
Corollary 2.1 and 2.2 yield slightly stronger results.

In view of (2.15) and (2.47), from Corollary 2.3 we obtain the following
estimate for the distribution of U(t).

Corollary 3.5 Assume that (A1) is fulfilled. Then for a € Ry it holds

> min(a(z—¢(n)), Yp(n) < PU(1)/t <)
n=0
< Zmax(a(a:—ga(n))—l—l,())p(n), t € (0,00), z € (0,00). (3.25)
n=0

3.3 Sojourn time of a virtual request

In this section we will prove some results on the sojourn time V,(7) of a
virtual 7-request. Note that V,(7) is not given by an additive functional.
We assume again that N(t), t € Ry, satisfies (Al).

Theorem 3.6 Assume that (A1) is fulfilled. Then for k € Ry, 7 € (0, 00)
it holds

7 < Blvm)/nh < lim B((V,(1)/1)"] = ;]w-%)p(n). (3.26)

Further, for any a € Ry it holds

> min(a(zp(n)—1), )p(n) < P(Vy(r)/T<z)
n=0

< Z max(a(ze(n)—1)+1,0)p(n),
n=0 7€ (0,00), z € (0,00). (3.27)
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Proof (i) Obviously, (3.26) holds for £ = 0. Thus, let k € (0, 00) be fixed.
If E[V¥(7)] is finite for some 7 € (0,00), then, in view of the monotonicity
of V,(t), (3.4), and (3.14), we obtain

E((Vi(r)/7)* ,M/E

= 747 B/ 2 ,fﬂ ,

which is the bound on the Lh.s. of (3.26). Using Y (t) := 1/o(N(t)), t € Ry,
for f(x) := x* from (2.46) it follows that

7)/T)] = L[ w)du)” T o0
B[(Vi(r)/7)*] gE[(T/0 Y(w)du) Y(0)], 7€ (0,00). (3.28)
In view of Hélder’s inequality, (2.45), and (2.39), from (3.28) we obtain
E[(Vu(1)/7)"]
<gE / Y (u k“ k/(k+1) B[yR+1(0)) /(D)
= (oBIVA(r) /)] )’“/ ? Zso D))
Thus (3.14) and (2.14) provide
E[(Vo(r)/)*] <D ¢ (n)p(n), (3.29)
n=0

which is the bound on the r.h.s. of (3.26). From (3.28), Fatou’s lemma,
(2.39), and (2.14) we find

lim inf B[(V, (1)/1)* ]>gE / Y (u du )}

—gEY’C+1 —gZ(p (k'H ng (n)p(n).
On the other hand, from (3.29) it follows that

lim sup E[(V, <Zcp (n)p(n),
tl0
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and thus it holds

oo

lim E[(Vo(8)/6)*] =) ¢~ (n)p(n).

tl0
¥ n=0

(ii) As V,(+) is a.s. the inverse function of U(-), for a € R4, t € (0, 00),
x € (0,00) from (3.25) we find

> min(a(z—¢(n)), 1)p(n) < P(t<V,(xt))
n=0

< Z max(a(z—¢(n))+1,0)p(n).
n=0

Choosing t := 7/x and replacing then = by 1/z and then a by ax provides

> min(a(l-zp(n)), p(n) < P(Vy(7)/7>x)
n=0

< Zmax(a(l—xnp(n))+1,0)p(n), 7 € (0,00), = € (0, 00),

n=0

which is equivalent to (3.27) as the bounds are continuous with respect to
x € (0,00) due to (2.3). N

Remark 3.2 Note that for fized k € Ry, the r.h.s. of (3.26) is the asymp-
totically tight upper bound for E[(V,(T)/T)*].

4 Sojourn times in GI(n)/GI(n)/oo

As an application, in this section we deal with the GI(n)/GI(n)/oco system.
At an infinite-server system requests arrive, where the inter-arrival times
are i.i.d. and have a general distribution function A(z) with finite positive
mean m4, but the speed of the clock governing the arrival process depends
on the number of requests in the system and runs with speed ¢(n) > 0 if
there are n € Z4 requests in the system, where we assume that ¢(0) > 0
and ¥(m) = 0 implies »(m + 1) = 0, m € N. The required service times
are i.i.d., sampled independently of the arrival process, and have a general
distribution function B(z) with finite positive mean mp, but the speed of the
clock governing the service process depends also on the number of requests
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in the system and runs with speed ¢(n) > 0 if there are n € Z, requests
in the system. Within this paper, A(0) > 0 and B(0) > 0 are allowed,
corresponding to batch arrivals and zero service times, respectively.

Remark 4.1 Note that the dynamics of the GI(n)/GI(n)/oo system cor-
respond to the dynamics of a GI(n)/GI system under state-dependent pro-
cessor sharing, i.e. of the GI(n)/GI/SDPS system, where each request in
the system receives a service capacity o(n) if there are n requests in the
system. Thus the results of this section are also results for systems under
state-dependent processor sharing.

We may interpret the GI(n)/GI(n)/oo system as an infinite-server sys-
tem in random environment, where the state N(¢) of the infinite-server sys-
tem is given by the number of requests in GI(n)/GI(n)/cc at time t. We
assume that the process (N(t), t € R), where N (t) is the number of requests
in the GI(n)/GI(n)/oo system at time ¢, satisfies (A1), being an assumption
for the GI(n)/GI(n)/oo system.

Corresponding to the interpretation of the GI(n)/GI(n)/co system as
an infinite-server system in random environment, we obtain immediately
results for the sojourn time of a virtual request, the sojourn time of a syn-
chronized virtual request, and the service received by a virtual request for
the GI(n)/GI(n)/oco system by applying the results of Section 3, where
N(t) is the number of requests in the GI(n)/GI(n)/oco system at time ¢ and
p(n) = P(N(0) =n), n € Z4, cf. (2.1), is the distribution of the number of
requests in the GI(n)/GI(n)/oco system.

4.1 Sojourn times in M(n)/GI(n)/oo

For giving results also for other sojourn times we restrict ourselves to the spe-
cial case of an M (n)/GI(n)/oo system or equivalently an M (n)/GI/SDPS
system, cf. Remark 4.1, in the following, i.e., we assume that A(z) is an
exponential distribution. At the M(n)/GI(n)/oo system the requests arrive
according to a Poisson process with the state-dependent intensity

A(n) = \p(n), ne€Zs, (4.1)

where A > 0 is the parameter of the exponential distribution A(z). Note
that ¥(n) := I{n < m}, n € Z4, models the M/GI(n)/m/0 loss system. In
case of an M(n)/GI(n)/oo system, we consider additionally the following
sojourn times.
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1. Arrival stationary sojourn time: Consider the M (n)/GI(n)/oco sys-
tem in steady state, and assume that

Ep(N(0))] < oo. (4.2)
Note that the effective arrival rate \ is given by
A= 5" Am)p(n) = AE[(N(0))]. (4.3)
nely

Let V(’T) be the sojourn time of an arbitrary arriving request with required
service time 7. For n € 7l = {m € Zy : X(m)p(m) > 0} we denote
by V(7 |n) the sojourn time of an arriving request conditioned that its
service time is 7 and that additionally there are n requests in the system
immediately before its arrival. Because of (4.2), it holds

PV(r) <e)= 3 P(V(r|n) < 2)j(n), (4.4)

1
nez’

where the probability p(n) that an arriving request finds n requests in the
system is given by

() = £ Anlp(), € o (4.5)

Remark 4.2 For general 7 € Ry, in particular if T is not in supp(B),
one can proceed similarly to [Coh] Theorem 5.4 and its proof by changing
the distribution function B(x) such that T belongs to the support and then
taking the limit in distribution and applying arguments of continuity.

2. Sojourn time of an added request: Consider the M (n)/GI(n)/oco
system in steady state, i.e., at ¢ = 0 it has the stationary state distribution,
and let us add a request at ¢t = 0. Concerning the added request we assume
that it is counted in the number of requests governing the service process,
but it is not counted in the number of requests governing the arrival process.
If there are n € Z, original requests and the added request in the node then
the clocks governing the arrival and service process run with speed ¥ (n) and
o(n + 1), respectively. Let V(7) be the sojourn time of an added 7-request
at t = 0, and for n € Z/_ let V(7 |n) be the sojourn time of an added 7-
request at ¢t = 0 conditioned that there are n original requests in the system
at t = 0. Obviously, it holds

P(V(r)<a)= Y P(V(r|n)<a)p(n). (4.6)

/
nez’,
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Remark 4.3 Note that the sojourn time of a virtual request considered in
this section in connection with the interpretation of the M(n)/GI/SDPS
system as an infinite-server system in random environment is different from
the sojourn time of virtual requests used in [HHM], [HM], and [YY].

In [HHM], [HM] the sojourn time of a virtual request is considered in
the framework of a single-server egalitarian processor sharing system. The
service rate of the virtual request, which does not interact with the system,
too, is p(n) = 1/(n+1) if n real requests are in the single-server system; the
sojourn time of the virtual request is defined via (2.5) with N(t) being the
process of the number of real requests in the system, i.e., the virtual request
s counted with respect to the sharing of the single-server resource, but the
real requests receive the larger service capacity 1/n.

In [YY] the sojourn time of a virtual T-request in a single-server egali-
tarian processor sharing system with permanent requests corresponds to the
sojourn time of an added T-request in our context, cf. [YY] p. 1669.

It turns out that our concept of a wvirtual request is more general and
provides new relations for sojourn time characteristics even in these special
cases.

For the M(n)/GI(n)/oco system or equivalently the M(n)/GI/SDPS
system some basic results are known, which we will use and therefore shortly
review in the following. Let R(t) := (Ri(t),..., Rn()(t)) the vector of
the randomly ordered residual service times Ry(t),..., Ry (t) of the N(t)
requests in the M(n)/GI(n)/oo system at time t. Note that the vector
process X(t) := (N(t); R(t)), t € R, is a Markov process. There exists a
unique stationary and ergodic process X (t), t € R, where the process N (t),
t € R, satisfies (A1), if

Z@(n) < 00, Zk(n)ﬁ(n) < 00, (4.7)
n=0 n=0
where

O(n) := g W, ne’ly, (4.8)

cf. [Zac] Theorem 1. We assume in the following that (4.7) is fulfilled and
that X (t), t € R, is the stationary and ergodic Markov process. Then the
stationary occupancy distribution p(n) := P(N(t) = n), n € Z4, and the
stationary distribution

P(n;ry,... rn) = P(N(t)=n; Ri(t) <r1,..., Ra(t) <7n),

NE Ly, r,...,mn € Ry,
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of X(t) on {N(t) =n} are given by

p(n) = (3 0m)) " 0n) = p(0)0(n), (4.9)
m=0

P(n;r,...,rn) = p(n) [ | Br(ro), (4.10)
/=1

respectively, where

xX
Bp(z) := 1/ (1-B(u))du, =€ R4, (4.11)
mp Jo
denotes the stationary residual service time distribution, cf. [Zac] Theorem 1.
Note that (4.1), (4.7), and (4.9) imply (4.2).

We obtain immediately results for the sojourn time of a virtual request,
the sojourn time of a synchronized virtual request, and the service received
by a virtual request in case of the M (n)/GI(n)/occ system by using the
results of Section 3. In the theorems and corollaries of Section 3 we only
have to replace assumption (Al) by (4.7). Note that p(n), n € Z,, is
explicitly given by (4.9), (4.8) and that it is insensitive with respect to the
service time distribution B(z) given its mean mp.

For deriving results for the sojourn time V(T) of an arriving request we
consider a modified system. Let

i(n) = Y1), @i(n) = pnt1), neZs. (4.12)

By replacing ¢(+) by ¢4 (-) and ¢(-) by ¢+ (+) in the M (n)/GI(n)/oco system
we obtain the modified system My (n)/GIy(n)/oco. Note that this system
may be considered as the original system with one permanent request. The
corresponding quantities related to this system will be indexed by 4. From
(4.1), (4.8), and (4.12) we find

M) o) ()
b0 = 30) wnrD) ™ = N0pma

In view of (4.1), (4.7), (4.12), and (4.13), we make here the following as-
sumption:

(n+1)8(n+1). (4.13)

(A2) D n(n) < oo, Y nA(n)f(n) < occ. (4.14)
n=0 n=0
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Note that (A2) implies (A1) for the M(n)/GI(n)/oco system and for the
M (n)/GI4(n)/oco system. Because of (4.9) and (4.13), the stationary oc-
cupancy distribution pyy(n) := P(N44(t) =n), n € Z4, is given by

From (2.3), (4.12), and (4.15) it follows
E[N(0)p(N(0))]

(n+1)p(n+1), ne€Z,. (4.15)

=F N. = 4.1
J++ [+ (N44(0))] EN(0) (4.16)
Theorem 4.1 Assume that (A2) is fulfilled. Then
V(r|n) 2V,ii(rin), 7Ry, neZl, (4.17)
V(r) 2V, (1), TeR,. (4.18)

Proof Let the M(n)/GI(n)/oco system and the My (n)/GIi(n)/oco sys-
tem in steady state. Note that A(n)p(n) > 0 if and only if p14(n) > 0.
The product form solution (4.10) yields that conditioned that there are n
requests at ¢ = 0 in the M (n)/GI(n)/oco system the n residual service times
R;(0),i=1,...,n, are stochastically independent and have the distribution
function Br(-). Analogously, it follows that conditioned that there are n
requests at t = 0 in the M4 (n)/GI+(n)/oo system the n residual service
times R; +4(0), i = 1,...,n, are stochastically independent and have the
distribution function Bg(-). As an arriving request at the M (n)/GI(n)/co
system finding n requests sees the time-stationary distribution of the n resid-
ual service times due to conditional PASTA, the definitions of V(7 |n) and
Vo, 4+ (7| n) as well as the dynamics of both systems thus imply (4.17). Fur-
ther, from (4.4), (4.17), (4.5), (4.8), (4.9), (4.15), (4.12), (4.16), (2.14), and
(2.13) we find

P(V(r)<az)= > P(V(r|n) <z)p(n)
nEZl
A(n)p(n)

= 2 PWors(rln) <o) s 50 o

1
nez’

o(n+1)(n+1)p(n+1)
> P(m+1)(m+1)p(m+1)

= > P(Voii(r|n) <a)

1"
nez
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B < P+ (n)p1+(n)
= Z P(Vyqy(t|n) < )anozo @ (m)pyy(m)

nezl
= Y P(Vous(r|n) <2)psis(n) = P(Veiy(r) <),
nez!
which yields (4.18). n

In view of Theorem 4.1, we obtain results for the sojourn time of an arbi-
trary arriving request in M (n)/GI(n)/oco by using the results for the sojourn
time of a synchronized virtual request in an infinite-server system in random
environment, where the state of the infinite-server system at time ¢ is given
by Nii(t) corresponding to the interpretation of the My (n)/GIi(n)/cco
system as an infinite-server system in random environment. As (A2) im-
plies (A1) for this infinite-server system, we obtain immediately results for
the sojourn time of an arbitrary arriving request by using the results of Sec-
tion 3 for the sojourn time ofoa synchronized virtual request. Note that (A1)
has to be replaced by (A2), Vi(-) by V(-), ¢(*) by ¢+(-), p(-) by p4+(-), and
g by g4+

In view of (4.18) and (4.16), Corollary 3.1 provides the following.

Corollary 4.1 Assume that (A2) is fulfilled. Then for the mean sojourn
time of an arriving request in M(n)/GI(n)/oo (M(n)/GI/SDPS) it holds
EN(0)

EV(7) = EIN0)2(NO))] T, T€ER,. (4.19)

Remark 4.4 (i) Note that (4.19) is a generalization of Cohen’s famous
proportional result for the mean sojourn time in M/GI/SDPS, cf. [Coh]/, to
M(n)/GI/SDPS. From a higher point of view, (3.5) may also be considered
as a generalization of Cohen’s result.

(ii) Note that E[N (0)p(N(0))] = Amp because of (4.3), (4.8), and (4.9).
Thus Little’s law for M(n)/GI(n)/oo is recovered by integration.

(11i) Assume that (A2) is fulfilled. Due to Theorem 4.1 and Theorem 3.1,
the LST and the moments of V() are given by the LST and the moments
of Vi ++(+), respectively. In particular, the variance of V() s giwen by the
expectation of Vi, 44(-).

From Theorem 3.2 we obtain immediately the following.

Theorem 4.2 Assume that (A2) is fulfilled.
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Let f(z), x € (0,00), non negative and convex. Then for 71,72 € (0,00)
it holds

E[(ri4m) f(V(r1+72)/(T1+72))]

< Enf(V(m)/m)] + Elraf (V(72) /7)), (4.20)

i.e., E[rf(V(r)/7)] is subadditive for T € (0,00).
Let f(x), x € (0,00), non negative and concave. Then for 71,72 € (0,00)
it holds

E((ri+72) f(V(r1472)/(11+72))]
> E[nf(V(n)/m)] + Elraf(V(r2)/72)), (4.21)
i.e., Blrf(V(r)/7)] is superadditive for T € (0,00).

Because of (4.18), (4.16), (4.12), and (4.15), from Theorem 3.3 we obtain
the following.

Theorem 4.3 Assume that (A2) is fulfilled.
Let f(x), x € (0,00), non negative and convex. Then for T € (0,00) it
holds

EN(0) o . ]
f(E[N(o)¢(N(0))]> < liminf B[f(V()/t)] < E[f(V(r)/7)]

<t B{7 (7)) = PV OLYONUNOD)

=40 a E[N(0)p(N(0))]
If additionally E[f(V(7)/7)] < oo for some 7 € (0,00), then
EN(0) = limin
N Evoovoy) = it B @)/0) (4.23)
and if E[f(V(t)/1)] is bounded in a neighborhood of some T € (0,00), then
EN(0) . .
o) = dm EU @/l (4.24)

Let f(x), = € (0,00), non negative and concave. Then for T € (0,00) it

EN(©0)(N(0)f(1/e(NO))] _ . - o
< Jim B0/ = (75 (&mm)' (4.25)
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Note that choosing f(x) := ¥, = € (0,00), for fixed k¥ € R in The-
orem 4.2 and 4.3 provides results for the kth moment of V(7). However,
Corollary 3.2 and 3.3 yield slightly stronger results. From Corollary 3.2 we
obtain immediately the following.

Corollary 4.2 Assume that (A2) is fulfilled. For mi,m € (0,00) it holds
(BVF(mt+m))V* = BV () + (BEVF ()],
ke (—oo 1]\ {0},  (4.26)

(EVH r+m))V* < (B DY + (B ),
ke [1,00), (4.27)
i.e., (E[VF(D))V¥ is for fized k € (—o0,1]\{0} a superadditive and for fived
k € [1,00) a subadditive function of T € (0,00).

Further, (E[VF(T))Y/* is for fized T € (0,00) a non decreasing function
of k € R\ {0}.

Because of (4.18), (4.16), (4.12), and (4.15), from Corollary 3.3 we obtain
the following.

Corollary 4.3 Assume that (A2) is fulfilled. For T € (0,00) it holds

( EN(0) >
E[N(0)p(N(0))]

: E[N(0)¢'*(N(0))]

, k1 _
glt%lE[(V(t)/t) ] = E[N(0)p(N(0))]

k B s
< lim E[(V(t)/t)F] < B(V(r)/7)*]

T t—oo

keR\(0,1),
(4.28)

EIN©O" *(NO)] _ e :
EINOo(N0))] lgjglE[(V(t)/ﬂk} < E[(V(r)/7)"]

| ] EN(0) F
< lim E[(V(1)/t)*] = (E[N(O)tp(N (0)>]) ’

For fized k € R it holds

kel0,1). (4.29)

o

‘ EN(0) k
Jlim E[(V(1)/t)*] = (E[N(o)go(N(O))])

or it holds limy_,0 E[(V (t)/t)*] = co.

(4.30)
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Remark 4.5 Theorem 4.2 and 4.3 as well as Corollary 4.2 and 4.3 seem
to be new even in case of M/M/1 — PS.

For M/GI/1 — PS and M/M/SDPS, the lower and upper bounds for
E[(V(7)/7)*] in case of k € N, ¢f. (4.28), are given in [CVB] and [BB2)],
respectively.

For M/GI/SDPS, the upper bound for E[(V(r)/7)F] in case of k € N,
cf. (4.28), is given in [BB3] based on analyzing corresponding Kolmogorov
equations. The lower bound follows immediately from Cohen’s proportional
result for EV (1) in M/GI/SDPS and Hélder’s inequality.

Note that (4.22) and (4.25) for f(x) =z, z € (0,00), as well as (4.28)
and (4.29) for k = 1, all provide again the proportional result (4.19) for
EV(7) in M(n)/GI/SDPS.

In view of (4.18), (4.16), (4.12), and (4.15), from Corollary 3.4 we obtain
the following estimate for the distribution of V(7).

Corollary 4.4 Assume that (A2) is fulfilled. Then for a € Ry it holds
E[N(0) min(a(ze(N(0))—1), p(N(0)))] :
BNV O) =i
< EIN(0) max(a(zp(N(0)) —1)+¢(N(0)), 0)]
- E[N(0)¢(N(0))] ’
7€ (0,00), z € (0,00). (4.31)

For deriving results for the sojourn time V(1) of an added request we con-
sider another modified system. By replacing ¢(-) by ¢4 (), cf. (4.12), in the
M(n)/GI(n)/oco system we obtain the modified system M (n)/GI(n)/occ.
The corresponding quantities related to this system will be indexed by ..
From (4.8) and (4.12) we find

0, (n) = wzpn(i)l) o(n). (4.32)

In view of (4.7), (4.32), and (4.8), we make here the following assumption:

oo o0 1 o
(A3) nz:;)ne(n) < 00, nz:% i D f(n) < oo, nz:;))\(n)G(n) < 0.

(4.33)
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Note that (A3) implies (A1) for the M(n)/GI(n)/oco system and for the
M(n)/GI+(n)/oco system. Because of (4.9) and (4.32), the stationary occu-
pancy distribution py(n) := P(N4+(t) =n), n € Z, is given by

1 1
1/o(N(0)+1)] ¢(n+1

From (2.3), (4.12), and (4.34) it follows

peln) = g jp(n), me (4.34)

1
g =F N.(0)] = . 4.35
Theorem 4.4 Assume that (A3) is fulfilled. Then
V(r|n) 2V, (r|n), 7eRy, neZ, (4.36)
V(n) 2V, (1), teR,. (4.37)

Proof Let the M(n)/GI(n)/oo system and the M (n)/GI(n)/oco system
in steady state. Note that p(n) > 0 if and only if p4(n) > 0. The prod-
uct form solution (4.10) yields that conditioned that there are n requests
at t = 0 in the M(n)/GI(n)/occ system the n residual service times R;(0),
i =1,...,n, are stochastically independent and have the distribution func-
tion Br(-). Analogously, it follows that conditioned that there are n requests
at t = 0in the M (n)/GI;(n)/oo system the n residual service times R; 4 (0),
i =1,...,n, are stochastically independent and have the distribution func-
tion Br(-). The definitions of V(7 |n) and V,, 4 (7 | n) as well as the dynamics
of both systems thus imply (4.36). Further, from (4.6), (4.36), (4.34), (4.35),
(4.12), (2.14) and (2.13) we find

P(V(r)<a)= ) P(V(r|n) < z)p(n)

!
n€Zl,

= Y P(Voi(r|n) < 2) B[L/o(N(0)+1)]p(n+1)ps (n)

nEZ;

= S P(ar(rIn) < ) — .y (ps ()
nEZ; g+

= " PVt (7]n) < @) ot () = P(Va() < ),
nEZ;
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which yields (4.37). 0

In case of M/GI(n)/co, V(7) equals in distribution V(7). However,
from Theorem 4.1 and Theorem 4.4 it follows that V(7) in M (n)/GI(n)/co
equals in distribution V(7) in a modified system.

Theorem 4.5 Assume that

[e.e] o0 1 oo
;nG(n) < 00, ;MG(TL) < 00, T;)n)\(n)e(n) < 0.

(4.38)

Then the sojourn time V(1) of an arriving T-request in M(n)/GI(n)/oo
equals in distribution the sojourn time of an added T-request in the modified
system My (n)/GI(n)/oc where ¢(-) is replaced by ¥4 (-).

Proof Note that (4.38) implies (A2) and (A3). Thus the assertion follows
from (4.18) and (4.37). Moreover, note that p(n), n € Z4, cf. (4.5), is the
stationary occupancy distribution in M4 (n)/G1I(n)/oo, which implies again
the assertion due to conditional PASTA and (4.10). 0

In view of Theorem 4.4, we obtain results for the sojourn time of an
added request in M(n)/GI(n)/co by using the results for the sojourn time
of a synchronized virtual request in an infinite-server system in random en-
vironment, where the state of the infinite-server system at time ¢ is given by
N, (t) corresponding to the interpretation of the M (n)/GIi(n)/occ system
as an infinite-server system in random environment. As (A3) implies (A1)
for this infinite-server system, we obtain immediately results for the sojourn
time of an added request by using the results of Section 3 for the sojourn
time of a synchronized virtual request. Note that (Al) has to be replaced

o

by (A3), Vs() by V(-), ¢(-) by ¢+(-), p() by p1(-), and g by g4
In view of (4.37) and (4.35), Corollary 3.1 provides the following.

Corollary 4.5 Assume that (A3) is fulfilled. Then for the mean sojourn
time of an added request in M(n)/GI(n)/oco (M(n)/GI/SDPS) it holds

EV(r)=E[1/e(N(0)+1)]7, 7e€R4. (4.39)

Remark 4.6 (i) Note that (4.39) may also be considered as a generalization
of Cohen’s proportional result for the mean sojourn time in M/GI/SDPS,
cf. [Coh/, to M(n)/GI/SDPS, cf. Remark 4.4.
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(ii) Assume that (A8) is fulfilled. Due to Theorem 4.4 and Theorem 3.1,
the LST and the moments of V(-) are given by the LST and the moments
of Vu+(+), respectively. In particular, the variance of V(-) is given by the
expectation of Vi, 4(-).

From Theorem 3.2 we obtain immediately the following.

Theorem 4.6 Assume that (A3) is fulfilled.
Let f(x), z € (0,00), non negative and convex. Then for 11,12 € (0,00)
it holds

El(ri+m)f(V(r1+72)/(T1+72))]
< Enf(V(n)/m)] + Elraf(V(r)/m)], (4.40)

i.e., E[tf(V(7)/T)] is subadditive for T € (0,00).
Let f(x), z € (0,00), non negative and concave. Then for 11,72 € (0, 00)
1t holds

El(n+m)f(V(ni+7m)/(n+7))]
> E[nf(V(m)/m)] + Elrf(V(r2)/m)]; (4.41)
i.e., E[Tf(V(7)/T)] is superadditive for T € (0, 00).

Because of (4.37), (4.35), (4.12), and (4.34), from Theorem 3.3 we obtain
the following.

Theorem 4.7 Assume that (A3) is fulfilled.
Let f(x), x € (0,00), non negative and convex. Then for T € (0,00) it
holds

FE[/@(N(0)+1)]) < liminf E[f(V(t)/t)] < E[f(V(7)/7)]

< lim BLF(V(0)/0)] = BLF(/6(N(©0)+ D) (1.42)
If additionally E[f(V(7)/7T)] < 0o for some T € (0,00), then
FELL /(N (0) 1)) = liminf BF(V (2)/), (1.43)

and if E[f(V (t)/t)] is bounded in a neighborhood of some T € (0,00), then

FE[/o(N(0)+1))) = Jim E[f(V(£)/1)] (1.44)
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Let f(x), = € (0,00), non negative and concave. Then for T € (0,00) it
holds

E[f(1/o(N(0)+1))] = Lim E[f(V(t)/t)] < E[f(V(7)/T)]

)

< Jim Bf(V(0)/1)] = F(E[L/o(N(©0)+1)). (4.45)

—00

Note that choosing f(z) := z¥ = € (0,00), for fixed & € R in The-
orem 4.6 and 4.7 provides results for the kth moment of V(7). However,
Corollary 3.2 and 3.3 yield slightly stronger results. From Corollary 3.2 we
obtain immediately the following.

Corollary 4.6 Assume that (A3) is fulfilled. For mi,m € (0,00) it holds
(BVF(rt+m))V* = BV () + (BEIVF(r)) VY,
ke (—OO, 1] \ {0}7 (446)

(EVF(r+m))'* < (BVF(r)DVE + (BVF () V¥,
ke [l,00), (4.47)

i.e., (E[V*(T)])V* is for fized k € (—00,1]\{0} a superadditive and for fized
k€ [1,00) a subadditive function of T € (0,00).

Further, (E[V*(T)])'/* is for fived 7 € (0,00) a non decreasing function
of k € R\ {0}.

Because of (4.37), (4.35), (4.12), and (4.34), from Corollary 3.3 we obtain
the following.

Corollary 4.7 Assume that (A3) is fulfilled. For T € (0,00) it holds
(B[L/oN(0)+ D))" < lim B[(V(1)/t)*] < B(V(r)/7)"]

< lting[(V(t)/t)k] = E[p"(N(0)+1)], keR\(0,1),
(4.48)

Ble ™ (N(O)+1)) = lim B(V (1)/)") < BV (r)/)")
< Jim B[(V(5)/)] = (EL/e(NO+D)F, ke0,1]  (4.49)

For fized k € R it holds
Jlim E[(V(1)/t)*] = (E[1/o(N(0)+1)])" (4.50)

or it holds limy_,oo E[(V()/t)F] = .
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In view of (4.37), (4.35), (4.12), and (4.34), from Corollary 3.4 we obtain
the following estimate for the distribution of V(7).

Corollary 4.8 Assume that (A8) is fulfilled. Then for a € Ry it holds
Elmin(a(z—1/¢(N(0)+1)), )] < P(V(7)/7<z)

< Emax(a(x—1/¢(N(0)+1))+1,0)], 7€ (0,00), x € (0,00).
(4.51)
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