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Throughput Optimal Scheduling Policies in

Networks of Constrained Queues

E. Leonardi

Abstract

This paper considers a fairly general model of constrained queuing networks that allows us to
represent both MMBP (Markov Modulated Bernoulli Processes) arrivals and time-varying service
constraints. We derive a set of sufficient conditions for throughput optimality of scheduling policies,
which encompass and generalize all the results previously obtained in the field. This leads to the definition
of new classes of (non diagonal) throughput optimal scheduling policies. We prove the stability of queues

by extending the traditional Lyapunov drift criterion methodology.

I. INTRODUCTION

Networks of constrained queues have received significant attention from the research community
in the last 20 years, since they provide a powerful tool for the analysis of complex systems, such
as communication, manufacturing or transportation networks. Specifically, in the context of computer
science, networks of constrained queues have been successfully applied to describe packet-level dynamics
in wireless networks and in high speed Internet routers whose internal architecture is built around an
Input-Queued (IQ) switch.

In their pioneering work, Tassiulas and Ephremides [19], have shown that optimal throughput
performance can be achieved in networks of constrained queues by employing a dynamic scheduling
policy according to which, the departure vector maximizes the sum of ”queue pressures”, at every time
instant. The pressure of queue ¢ is defined as the difference between its own length and the length of
the queue entered by customers leaving q. The scheme proposed in [19] is referred in the literature as
max scalar, max weight, or max pressure scheduling policy.

Since then, a large body of work has generalized the result in [19], mainly along four lines: i)
considering more and more general models of constrained queuing networks; [3], [14], [21] ii) proposing

generalizations of the max scalar scheduling policy that achieve optimal throughput; [1], [6], [8], [15],
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[16], [17], [20] iii) looking for simple (low computational) heuristic scheduling policies with throughput
guarantees [2], [4], [22]; iv) attempting a characterization of delay properties of throughput optimal
scheduling policies [8], [10], [14], [16], [17].

In particular, focusing on the second of the above mentioned aspects, works [1], [5], [6], [8], [11],
[15], [16], [17], [20] have shown that the class of throughput optimal scheduling policies is significantly
large. It includes low complexity randomized scheduling algorithms [6], [20], as well as, extensions of
the max scalar scheduling algorithm in which queue weights are possibly non linearly related to queue
lengths [1], [8], [11], [16], [17]. Furthermore, in networks of constrained queues with particular symmetry
properties, scheduling policies with non diagonal weight assignments (i.e., when the weight of a queue
may depend on the length of other queues) have been also shown to be throughput optimal as well [11],
[15].

Even if the collection of results already obtained in [1], [6], [8], [11], [15], [16], [17], [20], is rather
rich, it is still far from being exhaustive. There are several obscure aspects that prevent full comprehension
of the structure of throughput optimal policies. Ideally the long term final objective would be to establish
a set of sufficient and necessary conditions for throughput optimality of scheduling policies.

This paper defines a set of sufficient conditions for throughput optimality, which encompasses and
generalizes all previously known results. Our analysis is based on the application of Lyapunov functions.
Our methods, however, substantially differ from prior work because they rely on the application of more
general Lyapunov functions, and also involve the adoption of some new stability criteria. For the above
reasons we believe that this paper provides a valuable contribution toward a deeper understanding of the
structure of throughput optimal policies in constrained queuing networks.

This paper is organized as follows. In Sect. II we introduce system assumptions and notation. Previous
work and paper contribution are discussed in Sect. III. Sect. IV reviews Lyapunov drift criteria that will
be invoked in the derivation of our main results. Sect. V presents our main findings on throughput optimal

scheduling algorithms. At last we conclude the paper in Sect. VL.

II. PRELIMINARY DEFINITIONS AND NOTATIONS

We consider a network composed of /N physical queues ¢, with 1 < n < N, which may represent, for
example, either links of a wireless multi-hop network or a virtual output queues (VOQ) in a IQ-switch
architecture. The network is traversed by a set F (with |F| = F) of different customers flows, each-one
characterized by a given ingress/egress queue in the network (sz,dy).

We assume time to be slotted, and physical queues to have infinite storage capacity. Each physical
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queue can potentially store customers belonging to several flows. The set of customers belonging to flow
f and enqueued in queue ¢, forms a virtual queue v,,,. The whole network can be regarded as a system of
M < F'N discrete-time virtual queues represented by row vector V', whose m-th element, 1 < m < M
corresponds to virtual queue vy,.

The routes of customer flows in the network are fixed (a priori established and time invariant). Without
loss of generality, we assume that all customers belonging to flow f and stored in queue v,, will advance to
the final destination following the same simple path in the network, which corresponds to a predetermined
sequence of (virtual/physical) queues to be traversed. We specify network routes by means of an M x M
routing matrix R = [r(™?)] whose element r("™?) € {0,1} indicates whether customers departing from
virtual queue m enter virtual queue p. ' We remark that according to our assumptions since all customers
of a flow residing in a virtual queue must reach their final destination following the same path queue
forking is not permitted. Instead queue joining (i.e., multiple virtual queues feeding into one downstream
virtual queue) is permitted.

For any physical queue ¢,, function VQ(n) returns the set indexes corresponding to the associated
virtual queues. For every virtual queue v,,, function PQ(m) returns the physical queue that corresponds
to v,,. For any virtual queue of index m, function F'L(m) returns the index of the corresponding customer
flow f. At last, for every flow f, F'P(f) returns the ordered set of indexes of virtual queues storing flow
f customers along the associated path.

Let X; = (xgl), 1:52), oo ,ng)) be the row vector whose m-th element xgm), 1 <m < M, represents
the number of customers (i.e., either the number of packets or bits/bytes) in queue v, at time ¢. The

, where egm)

represents the number of customers that enter virtual v, in time interval (¢,¢ + 1], and dgm) represents

evolution of the number of queued customers is described by m,ET% = wgm) + egm) - d,gm)

the number of customers departures from v, it time interval (¢t,¢+ 1]. E; = (egl), e§2), cee eEM)) is the
vector of entrances in the virtual queues, and D; = (dil), dEQ), Cees diM) ) is the vector of departures from

the virtual queues.

With this notation, the system evolution equation can be written as:
Xiy1 = X¢ + By — Dy (D

We represent service constraints among different servers in the network as follows. At every time

t, the queue departure vector D; is constrained to lie within a compact and convex region D;. We

"In this paper the terms server and queue will be used interchangeable.
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remark that region D; may change over time, since it is possibly controlled by a finite state discrete-time
Markov chain at steady-state (i.e., D; = D(SP)). Without loss of generality we assume D(SP) to be
deterministically associated with the current Markov Chain state S/’. We denote by S” the state space
of Markov Chain S that models possible variable environmental conditions (such as fading conditions).
Additional constraints, such as integrality may be imposed to departure vectors D;. However, we require
that for every state SP, every vertex of D(S/) represents a feasible departure vector (i.e., a vector that
satisfies all constraints). Furthermore we assume that for any feasible departure vector D € D(SP) , the
vector min(D, X;) € D(SP) (where the min is intended component-wise) is feasible too.

In the particular case in which D, = D (i.e. D does not vary with time) we say that the system of queues
is subject to static service constraints. We observe that this approach is very general and encompasses the
classical case [19] in which service constraints are represented by a contention graph.  In the latter case
D is defined as convex hull generated by those vectors D € {0,1} that correspond to independent sets
of nodes over the contention graph. D; € {0,1}™, by construction, corresponds to some independent set
over the contention graph, and therefore trivially lies in D. Our approach covers also the case in which
D is determined by a rate-power function (P;, SP) that maps vectors of power allocations to servers P
(under some constraint on the maximum power that can be employed) into vectors of service rates, for
every state S, as in [14]. In this latter case D(SP) is the convex hull generated by service rate vectors

that correspond to possible extremal power allocations.

The entrance vector is the sum of two terms: vector A; = (aﬁ”,a@, oo ,al(tM)) representing the
customers arrived at the system from outside, and vector J; = (jt(l), j§2), e jt(M)) of recirculating

customers; jt(m) is the number customers that enter virtual queue m in time interval (t,t + 1], coming

from some other virtual queue in the network. Note that when customers do not traverse more that one
queue (as for a switch in isolation), vector J; is null for all ¢, and A; = F;. In this case we say that the
network is traversed by single-hop traffic.

Let us consider the external arrival process A; = (agl), aEQ), .

.,aEM)); in general we suppose that
the sequence A; is a Markov Modulated Bernoulli Process. We further assume the modulating Markov

Chain S{‘ to have a finite number of states. We denote by S* its state space. At last we assume the

“Contentions graphs are typically defined as follows:
Definition 1: The contention graph G I(VI ,ET) is an undirected graph in which: i) vertexes v € V! correspond to network

(virtual) queues; ii) an edge connects two vertexes v and v’, if the corresponding queues can not simultaneously be served.
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number of arrivals at queues to be deterministically bounded by some constant.>* We denote by A =
AW AR NM)) the average arrival vectors (arrival rates) E[A;]. In the specific case in which A;
forms an i.i.d. sequence, we say that the traffic is i.i.d. The workload W, provided by customers that in
time interval [t,t + 1) entered the system of queues is given on average by W = E[W;] = A(I — R)™1,
I being the identity matrix.

Note that since J; = DR, the system evolution equation can thus be rewritten as:
Xiv1 =X+ Ay — Dy(I — R) (2)

At last, given two vectors*, A € RM and B € RM, we denote by (A - B) the inner (scalar) product
between them (A - B) = ABT = "M (mp(m) where BT is the transpose of B; we denote, instead,
by ||A| the Euclidean norm of A, ||Al| = /(A - A).

In the following we will use capital letters to denote vectors and matrices, lower case letters to denote
scalars, calligraphic characters to denote sets. Moreover we will denote by capital letters, functions of
multiple variables while by lower case letters, functions of a single variable; at last, with abuse of notation,

given a vector A, we will denote by f(A) the vector whose m-th component is f(a(™).

A. Examples

As first example, we consider an input queued switch with N input ports and N output ports.
The switching fabric is assumed to be non-blocking and memoryless. Fixed size packets are stored
at input ports. Thus, one physical queue corresponds to every input port. Each input port maintains a
separate virtual queue for each output port. Therefore, the considered switch can be modeled as a system
comprising M = N? virtual queues. Let v,,, m = iN + j be the virtual queue at input i storing packets
directed to output j, with ¢,7 =0,1,2,..., N — 1.

At each time slot, the switch scheduler selects packets to be transferred from input ports to output
ports. The set of packets to be transferred during an internal time slot must satisfy two constraints: i) at
most one packet can be transferred from each input port, and ii) at most one packet can be transferred
toward each output. Service constraints can be formalized as:

S oam <t SodmMs1 Vi

meVQ (i) meVQo(5)

3We assume that of S and S;* evolve independently, even if this assumption is not strictly needed to obtain our results.

“In this paper N denotes the set of non negative integers, R denotes the set of real numbers, and R* denotes the set of non

negative real numbers.
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where VQ;(7) denotes the set of indexes associated to VOQs storing packets at input i; and VQo(j),
the set of indexes of VOQs storing packets directed to output j.

As second example we consider a ad-hoc network with N nodes. Every node is provided with a single
transmitter and maintains a per destination virtual queuing structure. Thus, at node ¢ packets destined to
node j are enqueued in a virtual queue v,,, with m = ¢IN + j. The system of queues can be modeled as
a system of M = N? virtual queues. Packet routes are assumed fixed; all packets at node i destined to
node j follow the same route to their destination.

Service constraints come from the fact that; 1) two virtual queues residing in the same node (i.e.,
insisting on the same physical queue) can not be activated simultaneously because they conflict for the
same physical transmitter. 2) some pairs of virtual queues residing in different nodes can not be activated
(served) simultaneously because of mutual interference on the receivers. Contention graph G(V!, £7)

fully specifies services constraints.

B. Stability Definitions

Several stability criteria for constrained queuing networks have being defined in the technical literature:

Definition 2: A system of queues is rate-stable if

X 1 t—1
lim = = lim - D _(E- = Ds) =0 with probability 1.

Definition 3: A system of queues is weakly stable if, for every € > 0, there exists a b > 0 such that:
tliglo Pr{||X:|| > b} <€

where Pr{€} denotes the probability of event .

Definition 4: A system of queues is strongly stable if

limsup E[|| X¢||] < o0
t—00

Note that strong stability entails weak stability, and that weak stability entails rate-stability. Indeed, rate
stability allows queue lengths to indefinitely grow with sub-linear rate, while the weak stability entails that
queues are finite with probability 1. This however does not guarantee that the average delay experienced

by customers is bounded. Strong stability entails, in addition, the boundedness of average customer delays.
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Strong-stability concept can be generalized as follows ° :
Definition 5: Given a non-negative continuous function F(X) ¢ C[RM — RT], with

lim x| 00 F/(X) = 00; a system of queues is F'(X)-stable if

Jim sup E[F(Xy)] < oo

Note that F'(X)-stability property becomes stricter by selecting functions F'(X) that increase faster to
oo, for large ||.X||. In other words F'(X)-stability entails G(X)-stability for any other function G(X)
such that ® G(X) = O(F(X)) as 7 || X]|| — oo. In the following we will make extensive use of the

F(X)-stability criterion.

C. Capacity Region

Given a scheduling policy , the stability region of a network of queues is the set of average arrival
vectors (arrival rates) A in correspondence of which the system is stable (under one of the above criteria).
Arrival rate A is said to be admissible when it lies in the stability region for some scheduling policy
7’. The capacity region of the network is the set of all admissible arrival rates i.e. the set of vectors
for which there exists some scheduling policy that makes the system of queues stable. With abuse of
language we say that arrival process is admissible if its rate is admissible.

Under the rate stability criterion, the capacity region of the system C;ate, is given by the set of A:

Crate = {A W=AI-R)"'= > WSDD(SD)} with D(SP) e D(§P),vsP e P  (3)
SbesP

where 7gp is the steady state probability associated with states SP € SP of the DTMC governing service
constraints, and D(SP) is an arbitrary vector lying in D(S?) [14], [19]. Observe that Cp.¢. is a compact
(closed and bounded) set in RT¥ . Under either the weak and strong stability criterion, the capacity region

Cyeak = Cstrong corresponds to the interior of Cpate, i.€. to the set of average arrival vectors A, whose

SC*[R — R] denotes the class of real valued functions that are k-th times continuously differentiable. Furthermore given a
sufficiently smooth function g(z): R — R we denote by g’(z) its first derivative, with g”(z) its second derivative, and with
g™ () its h-th derivative.

SGiven two functions f(z) >0 and g(x) > 0: f(z)= o(g(x)) means lim, o f(x)/g(z) = 0; f(x) = O(g(x)) means
limsup, . f(z)/g(z) =c < .

"For any function F : RTM
lim|jo o0 F(aXo) = for any Xo € R*M with || Xo| =1

— R we use limx |00 F/(X) = 1 with [ € RU {oo} as shorthand notation to mean that
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corresponding workloads W that can be written in the form: W = Y ¢ g0 mgD(SP), with D(SP)

lying in the interior of D(SP).

III. PREVIOUS WORK AND PAPER CONTRIBUTION

In their seminal work, Tassiulas and Ephremides [19] have shown that under i.i.d. arrival processes
and static service constraints, optimal throughput can be achieved by employing max scalar scheduling

policy Tmax, according to which at every time slot ¢, the departure vector, satisfies:

D = argmax(X;(I — R)T - D)
Dr(Xe)

where Dx(X;) represents the set of feasible departure vectors D € D satisfying D < X.

More precisely mnax guarantees the network of queues to be weakly stable within the capacity region.
Observe that the queue length vector X; has to be interpreted as a vector of weights associated to queues,
while X;(I — R)7 is the corresponding vector of pressures that take into account the effect of customers
recirculation (for networks of queues supporting single-hop traffic, pressures coincide with weights).

The result in [19] has been extended in several respects. First, the stability properties of the max scalar
policy have been strengthened (strong stability has been proved) and extended under more general non
i.i.d. traffic and dynamic service constraints [3], [14].

Second, the class of throughput optimal schedulers has been extended, including max scalar policies that
employ non linear queue weights. Under i.i.d. arrival processes and static service constraints, scheduling

policies according to which the vector of departures satisfies:

DY = argmax(g(X)(I — R)T - D)
Dr(X)

where g(z) € C[RT — R] is a non negative function satisfying: g(0) = 0 and lim;_,., % =0,
have been shown to be throughput optimal [1], [5], [8], [16], [17], [18]. Particularly relevant are the cases
in which g(X) = X for o > 0. Despite the fact that strong stability has been analytically proved for
a < 1 very recently [18], it is a longstanding conjecture [8], [16], [17] that optimal delay properties are
achieved when o — 0. In [16], [17] this conjecture has been supported by some analytical evidence.

Non-diagonal max scalar policies achieving optimal throughput performance, have been have recently
identified in [12], [15]. In [15] Projective Cone Schedulers PCS, a new class of scheduling policies

has been shown to be throughput optimal (under the rate stability criterion) in networks transporting

single-hop traffic. According to PCS the departure vector at every time ¢ satisfies:

DFS = argmax(XQ - D) 4)
Dr(X+)
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where (@) is a positive definite symmetric matrix with null or negative out of diagonal elements. Observe
that according to PCS, contrarily to all previously mentioned schemes, weight associated with queue v(™)
may depend on the length of other queues. In this case we say that the scheduling policy employs non
diagonal weights. Moreover, we wish to mention that other examples of policies employing non diagonal
weights have been earlier shown to achieve throughput optimality in constrained queuing networks with
particular structures, such as those corresponding to IQ switches (see for example LPF for I1Q switches [7],
[11]).
A different result has been obtained in [12]. For a general network with static service constraints, given
a function G(X), G € C'RtM — R*], the scheduling policy:
DYmax — are max(VG(X)(I — R)T - D), 5)
Dr(X,)
with X; = X;+60[e=*+/? —1] for # > 0, has been proven to be throughput optimal, provided that G(X) is
monotonic, i.e. VG(X) € R for any X € R*M; ||[VG(X)]| is Lipschitz continuous; ||VG(X)|| — oo

as || X|| — oo; agif) = 0 when z; = 0. Observe, however, previous requirements such as monotonicity,

severely reduce the domain of applicability of the result in [12]. For example, functions G(X) associated
to non trivial Projective Cone Scheduler (with negative out of diagonal elements) are not monotonic.
Our analysis generalizes [12] making a further significant step in the direction of the identification of
the most general set of conditions for G(X), which guarantee throughput optimality for the associated
max-scalar policy.

Scheduling policies with memory [6], [13], [20] represent a further example of throughput optimal
schemes for networks with static service constraints. The schemes proposed in [6], [13], [20] are based
on the idea of generating an admissible candidate departure vector Dy at every slot, according to some
simple rule; then the departure vector D;"*™ is selected between Dy and D;’%" by maximizing the
associated aggregate pressure D;"°™ = arg max{(X - Df), (X - D}"9™)}. It has been shown that such
schemes achieve optimal throughput (i.e., strong stability) under admissible i.i.d. arrival processes and
static constraint conditions, provided that at every slot it can be guaranteed Df = arg maxp_(x,)(X - D)
with a probability that is not small than 6 > 0. Notice that the above condition is satisfied when Df is
uniformly selected among vectors in Dx(X}).

This paper provides several contributions with respect to previous work: i) Theorem 5 and 6 significantly
extend of the class of throughput optimal max scalar like policies policies exploiting non linear and non
diagonal weights. In particular with respect to [12] , Theorems 5 and 6 do not require G(X) to be

quadratic and monotonic. Moreover, throughput optimality is proven under a general model of constrained
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queuing networks possibly subject to dynamic service constraints and non i.i.d. arrivals. ii) Theorems 7
and 8 generalize the class of throughput optimal scheduling algorithms with memory, applying, for the
first time to the best of our knowledge, the concept of schedulers with memory to network of constrained
queues subject to dynamic service constraints. iii) We strengthen the above results, showing that every
polynomial moment of the queue lengths remains finite under any of the above schemes, as long as the
average arrival vector lies within the capacity region. iv) At last, from a methodological point of view,
we introduce new Foster-Lyapunov drift conditions for F'(X)-stability (reported in Sect. IV), extending

in such a way previous drift arguments.

IV. MARKOV STATE AND LYAPUNOV STABILITY CRITERIA

Under previous assumptions, the process describing the evolution of the system of queues is an
irreducible Discrete-Time Markov Chain (DTMC), whose state vector at time ¢, Y; = (X¢, S;), is the
combination of vector X; and vector .S; that represents the memory of the system in the case in which
arrivals are not i.i.d. and/or service constraints are dynamic.

Let H be the state space of the DTMC, obtained as Cartesian product of the state space ® X C NM
induced by the queue lengths vector X; and the state space S = S4 x SP < N¥ induced by S;, we
further assume S to be a finite state space. Note that # C Nt with H = M + K.

From Definition 3, we can immediately see that DTMC Y; is positive recurrent, if and only if the
system of queues is weakly stable (we recall that the DTMC modelling the system is assumed to be
irreducible).

The following general criterion for the (weak) stability of systems is therefore useful in the design of
scheduling algorithms. This theorem is a straightforward extension of Foster’s Criterion; see [9], [19].

Theorem 1: Given a system of queues described by a DTMC with state vector Y; = (X3, S;) € N,
whose state space  is the Cartesian product of the denumerable state space X C NM (with X; € X),
and a finite state space S € NX (with S; € S); if a lower bounded continuous function L(Y), called

Lyapunov function, £ : R*# — R can be found such that:
E[L(Yi41) | Y] < L(Y2) + vo (6)

for some vy < oo, and

E[L(Yig1) — L(Y:) | V] < —e VYi: || Xy]| >0, (7

8N denotes the set of non negative integers.
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for some ¢ € RT and b € RT; then the DTMC is positive recurrent and the system of queues is weakly
stable.

Remark: observe that for every Y; : || X;|| > b, the satisfaction of (6) immediately follows from (7) (with
vo = 0). Therefore, it is sufficient to verify (6) for Y; : || X|| < b and (7) to apply the above Theorem.
The following result provides a criterion for strong stability.

Theorem 2: Under the same assumptions of Theorem 1, if £(Y"), additionally satisfies:
E[L(Yir1) — £(Y) | Vi) < e Xall WY;: |1 Xl] > b, (8)

for some € € RT and b € R™; then the system of queues is strongly-stable.

Previous criteria can be also applied to establish the stability of a DTMC Y;,, obtained by sampling Y;
in correspondence of an opportunely defined sequence of time instants. In particular we are interested in
the case in which ¢, € NT form a sequence of stopping times:

Definition 6: A sequence of random time instants ¢, € N is a sequence of non-defective regeneration

instants (or stopping times) for the evolution of a system of queues iff: i) for any k, the event {¢; =t}
belongs to the o-algebra defined by past trajectories [Y7, Ya, Y3, -, Yy]. ii) variables zj = tx41 — i are
identically distributed and satisfy: E[(2x)"] < oo, for any h € N*,
From the strong Markov property [23] immediately follows that the evolution of Markov Chain Y; after
t. is conditionally independent of the evolution of the system before ¢, given the state Y (¢x), provided
that ¢, is a stopping time. We remark, instead, that the above conditional independence property does
not hold if ¢; is a generic random time.

From the strong stability of Y;, it is possible to infer strong stability of the original system:

Theorem 3: Under the same assumptions of Theorem 1, and the additional assumption that both arrival
vectors, A, and departure vectors, Dy, are bounded in norm, if a lower bounded continuous Lyapunov
function £(Y), V : R*H — R can be found such that, for an opportunely defined non-defective sequence
of regeneration instants {¢j}:

E[L(Yt,.) | Yo < L(Y,) + vo ©)
for some vy < 0o, and
E['C(Y;fkﬂ) - ‘C(Y;fk) ’ Y;fk] < _6”th” v}/tk : ||thH >b (10)

for some € € RT and b € R™; then the system of queues is strongly-stable.
A brief proof of this statement is in Appendix A.

Lyapunov drift arguments can be extended to obtain the following criterion for F'(X)-stability:
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Theorem 4: Under the same assumptions of Theorem 1, if it can be found a lower bounded continuous

Lyapunov function £(Y), £ : RT# — R satisfying the following two conditions:
E[L(Yi1) [ Y] < L(Y2) + vo QY
for some vy < oo, and
E[L(Yit1) = L(V2) | Vi] < —eF(Xp) VY : || Xef| > b (12)

for some € € R*, b € R, being F(X) : R™ — R continuous, with lim y |0, F(X) = co; then the
system of queues is F'(X)-stable.
The proof is reported in appendix.
At last, using similar arguments as in Theorem 3, we can easily derive the following result:
Corollary I: Under the same assumptions of Theorem 1, and the additional assumption that that both
arrival vectors A; and departure vectors D; are bounded in norm, if a lower bounded continuous Lyapunov

function £(Y), £ : R™# — R can be found such that:

E[L(Yeipn) | Vi) < £(Ye,) + o, (13)

for an opportunely defined sequence {t;} of non-defective regeneration times and for some vy < oco;

for some € € R™ and b € RT: being F(X) : RM — R™, a continuous function with lim x| e F(X) =

oo; then the system of queues is F'(X)-stable.

V. MAIN RESULTS

In this section we introduce the class of scheduling policies that achieve optimal throughput
performance. To improve the readability of the section, all proofs have been moved to Appendix A.

Definition 7: Given any function G(X), G € CYR*M — R], we define as VG(X)-max scalar, the
scheduling policy mygmax that selects the departure vector according to:

DYCEmax — argmax (VG(X;)(I — R)T - D), (15)
D (SP,X,)

where Dz (SP, X;) represents the set of feasible departing vectors at time t (i.e., D € D(SP) and
D < Xi, D feasible).
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In other words DY “™ax is the feasible vector of departing customers in D(SP) satisfying Dy ¢™ax <
X, that maximizes the inner product between the departure vector itself, and the gradient of G(X)
evaluated at X;, (VG(X) |x=x,, denoted for short by VG(X})), multiplied by the transpose of matrix
(I —R).

Note that VG(X;)(I — R)T can be interpreted as the vector of pressures associated with the weight
vector VG(X;). Furthermore, observe that since (VG(X;)(I — R)T - D) = (VG(X;) - D(I — R)), the
VG(X)-max scalar can be defined as well as scheduling policy according to which:
DYEmax — argmax (VG(X;) - D(I — R)). (16)
Dr(SP,X¢)
At last, in the relevant case in which the network is traversed by single-hop traffic, i.e. when R = 0,
DY &max gatisfies:

DYGmax — argmax (VG(X;) - D). (17)
Dr(SP,X:)

The following two theorems provide conditions for throughput optimality of VG(X)-max scalar
scheduling policies. We recall that an arrival process is said admissible if its associated average workload
W = A(I — R)™! lyes in the convex hull of the of the feasible departure vectors, i.e., departure vectors
that satisfy service constraints. We denote with Hg(X) the Hessian of G() at X

Theorem 5: The network of queues is ||[VG(X)||-stable under i.i.d. admissible arrival processes and
static service constraints, whenever a VG(X )-max scalar scheduling policy is employed, provided that

G(X) is in C?)[RT™™ — R] and satisfies the following technical conditions:

1) G(X) grows to infinity faster than || X|| when X grows to infinity, ° i.e.:
G(X)

im ———= = o0; (18)
|X]i=oe [|X]]
2) G(X) exhibits a sub-exponential behavior for large X; i.e,
) T
lim GX+Y) _1 lim (VG(X+Y)-Z) _1 lim Zﬂg(X—i—Y)TZ _1
|X]=o0  G(X) IX[[=00 (VG(X) - Z) IX|=o0  ZHa(X)Z
19)
for arbitrary bounded vectors Y, Z;

3) the following conditions on the orientation of VG(X) are met:

(VG(X)I-R)T-D)<0 YD>0st (X -D)=0. (20)

“We recall that for any function F' : R™™ 5 R we use lim x| 500 F(X) =1 with I € RU{oo} as shorthand notation to
mean that lim|, 0 F'(aXo) = for any Xo € R*" with || Xo| =1

November 5, 2013 DRAFT



14

nd
' i VGO - R)" - D)
X [|—00 IVG(X)

Stability properties of VG(X )-max scalar scheduling policies can be extended to more general Markov

> 0 for some D >0 2n

Modulated Bernoulli Process (MMBP) arrival processes and dynamic service constants, when G(X)
satisfies slightly less general conditions:

Theorem 6: The network of queues is ||VG(X)]|-stable under admissible MMBP arrival processes and
general service constraints whenever a VG(X)-max scalar scheduling policy is employed, provided that
G(X) is in C®°[R*™ — R] and meets the following two conditions:

1y

lim sup [|(8™G)(X)|| < oo for some hg € N; (22)

| X||—oc0
2)
e x)
1 A S
HX%H (OM)G(X)
in addition to (18), (20) and (21).

Observe that conditions (22) and (23), which entail (19), express the fact that the dominant behavior of

H_o Vh < ho; (23)

G(X) for || X|| — oo is polynomial.

When G(X) satisfies the technical conditions specified by Theorem 5, we say that it is a weak-potential
for the system of queues; we, instead, say that it is a strong-potential for the system of queues, when
G(X) satisfies the additional technical conditions specified by Theorem 6. We recall that the proofs of
Theorems 5 and 6 are in Appendix A.

Note that according to Theorems 5 and 6, ||VG(X)||-stability has been proved for VG(X)-max scalar
policies in non overloaded conditions. || VG(X)||-stability may become weak, especially when VG(X)
increases slowly to infinity for || X| — oo. For example if G(X) = H%Zm(x(m))““o‘ for a < 1
(i,e. VG(X) = X), strong stability of the network of queues is not guaranteed by the above mentioned
Theorems. Following Corollary allows us to strengthen Theorem 5 and Theorem 6, showing that VG(X)-
max scalar policies associated with weak/strong potentials guarantee that every polynomial moment of
queue-lengths remains finite within the capacity region:

Corollary 2: Consider a weak potential function G(X); the network of queues is || X||*-stable, for
any h € N (i.e., every polynomial moment of the queue lengths is finite), under admissible i.i.d. arrival
processes and static service constraints, provided that the associated VG (X )-max scalar scheduling policy
is employed. When, instead, G(X) is a strong potential function, || X ||*-stability can be proved for any

h € N, under MMBP arrival processes and dynamic service constraints.
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Again, we recall that the proof of the Corollary is in Appendix A.

Remark: The class of scheduling policies that satisfy the assumptions of Theorem 5 (or Theorem 6) is

fairly large and comprises the following three subclasses of optimal policies, as particular cases. Indeed

note that:

1)

2)

3)

Any function G(X) in the form: G(X) =3, = g(z("™), where g(z) a function in C2[R* — R]

oa) _

with a super-linear and sub-exponential asymptotic behavior, (i.e. g(x) such that: lim, o =

g(z+1) 9= _ g"(=)
g(x) g(z) — g'(=)

the origin (¢'(0) = 0), is a weak potential. Furthermore If g(x) is in C*°[R* — R| and has a

oo, limg o0 =1, and lim,_ .o = 0), and with the first derivative null in

polynomial asymptotic behavior for large z, (i.e., limsup,_, g") < oo for some hy € N, and
lim, 00 g;}%l()x) = 0 Vh < hg), then G(X) is a strong potential. The associated VG(X)-max
scalar policy, according to which D = argmax(h(X) - D) with h(z) = ¢/(x) achieves || X||"-
stability for any h. With abuse of language when g(X) satisfies the above conditions, we say that it
is a weak (strong) scalar potential. For this subclass of scheduling policies, we extend findings in [1],
[8], [16], [17], [18], since we prove a stronger form of stability (the finiteness of every polynomial
moment) under a more general network model with possibly correlated arrivals and dynamic service
_ xett

constraints. As a particular case, if we select f(z) = (o D)

choosing, instead f(x) = (z+1)(log(x+1)—1) we can prove stability properties of the scheduling

we obtain D; = argmax(X® - D). By

policy according to which D; = arg max(log(1 + X) - D).

Choosing G(X) = (g(X)Q - g(X)) we obtain another subclass of functions satisfying the
assumptions of Theorem 6 for networks transporting single-hop traffic, provided that @ is a positive
definite symmetric matrix with non positive off-diagonal elements, and g(z) is C*°[Rt — R],
increasing, null in the origin (i.e., g(0) = 0) with polynomial asymptotic behavior for large «x,

(i.e., limsup,_, g(h") < oo for some hg € N, and lim,_, %125)”) = 0 Vh < hg) and such that

limg—vao L\/? = 00.

This class of functions extends the class of scheduling policies proposed in [15], for which D =
argmax(X@ - D) (obtained when g(z) = z). Once again, we wish to emphasize this class G(X)-
max scalar policies is not covered by [12] (even for g(z) = x), since G(X) is not monotonic, as
effect of the negative out of diagonal elements of Q).

For networks transporting single-hop traffic, every G(X) in the form G(X) = f(X)Pf(X)T =
(f(X)P - f(X)) can be easily shown to be a strong potential, provided that: i) P is a strictly
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positive definite symmetric matrix, ii) f(x) is given by:
fl@) =z +0(e % —1).

with 6 > 0. In particular, the above function satisfies (20) since f(0) = 0 and f’(z) |z=0= 0. This
class of policies corresponds to the class of policies defined in [12] when we add the extra constraint
that every off-diagonal element of P is non negative so to guarantee monotonicity. In addition it
generalizes LPF policy [7], [11] defined for input queued switch architectures. To establish a clearer
relationship between LPF and the class VG(X)-max scalar policies with G(X) = (f(X)P- f(X)),
we focus on networks of queues with static service constraints. Without loss of generality, we
assume service constraints among virtual queues to be represented by a contention graph. For
any virtual queue v, we can define Z,,, the set of virtual queues that are conflicting with v,,.
We conventionally assume v, € Z,,. Then taking matrix P, such that; its element p,, ,,» = 1
if m" € Z,,, (and by construction m € 7/ ) and Pm,m = 0 otherwise; we obtain a max scalar
scheduling policy whose associated queue weights satisfy:

Wi = VG(X) [m= (1= e /) >~y +0(e /% —1).

M 2,00 €L
Now if we consider an 1Q switch architecture queue architecture, for any VOQ wv,,, Z,, is, by
construction, composed of all the virtual queues residing on the same input port or directed to
the same output port of the VOQ vy,. Thus, VG(X)-max scalar scheduling policy associated to
G(X) = (f(X)P- f(X)) degenerates into a LPF policy, with slightly modified queue weights.
The above three sub-classes of optimal policies are not at all exhaustive. For example, functions in
the form G(X) = (g(X)P - g(X)) can be easily proved to be strong potential functions for general
constrained single-hop networks, provided that i) P is a symmetric strictly positive definite matrix, ii)
g(z) is C®°[R* — R], increasing, null in the origin (i.e., g(0) = 0), with null derivative in the origin (i.e.,
¢'(0) = 0), polynomial asymptotic behavior for large z (i.e., limsup, .., g < oo for some hg € N,
and lim,_, % = 0 Vh < hg), and such that lim,_, @ = oo. Particularly relevant are functions
in the form G(X) = (X*T'P . X)) with a > 0.
The following result allows us to more precisely characterize the class of well defined potential
functions:
Corollary 3: Given a weak (strong) non negative potential function G1(X) and a weak (strong) non

negative monotonic potential function G2(X), then:

o G(X)Z&Gl(X>+5G2(X) Va,B >0
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e G(X)=G1(X)G2(X)
are weak (strong) potential functions.
Furthermore given G(X), weak (strong) potential function and g(z) € C%R* — R], (g9(z) €

C>®[R™ — R]), increasing with at least linear and sub-exponential (polynomial) asymptotic behavior,

g(z+1)
g(z)

i.e. such that: liminf, ,o 2% > 0, lim, o

= 1, limgeo ﬁ = 0, limy—eo %’f)) =0 (or
limsup,_,.. ¢/ (z) < co, for some hg and lim, o %1()5;) =0, Vh < hg), then g(G(X)) is a weak

(strong) potential function. If additionally ¢’(0) = 0 also G(g(X)) is a weak (strong) potential function.

The proof, which consists in the verification that all conditions of the statement of Theorem 5
(Theorem 6) are met, is rather long and tedious even if conceptually straightforward. For these reasons,
we omit it.

Previous corollary characterizes the algebraic structure of potentials and makes the verification of
throughput optimality easier for VG (X)-max scalar policies associated with potentials with complex
structure such as: G(X) = >, g(z™) + (X'Tep. X1Fo) G(X) = 3, g(z™) . (X1Hap. X1+e)
or G(X) = g({X*tep. Xx*)), where g(z) is a scalar potential and P is a symmetric matrix with non
negative entries.

The following Corollary allows us to further extend the class of throughput optimal scheduling policies:

Corollary 4: Given a weak (strong) potential function G(X'), any scheduling policy 7vgimp achieves
the same throughput performance (queue stability in non overloaded conditions) of the associated Ty Gmax

policy, if it satisfies the following property:

lm (VG(X)(I ~ R)T - (DY — DY)} = (| G(X)]). 24)

[ X[|—o00
The proof is reported in Appendix A

In general, it is easy to see that scheduling policies according to which:

DYmax — aremax (VG(Z)(I — R)T - D) (25)
DF(StDvXt)

meet constraint (24) as long as E[(||Z; — X¢||)"] is bounded for any h € N. Thus, the class of throughput
optimal scheduling policies includes VG(X)-max scalar policies operating with imperfect/delayed queue
status information as well as frame-based VG (X)-max scalar policies (i.e., policies in which the

computation of a new departure vector is not executed at every slot, but just once a while), etc.

A. Policies with memory

A further extension to the class of throughput optimal policies can be provided, considering scheduling

policies with memory [6], [13], [20]:
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Theorem 7: Given a weak potential function for the system of queues G(X), satisfying:

[He (O _

im (26)
1X]=o0 IVGX)I

for some 3 > 1. The network of queues is || X|"-stable for any h € N under i.i.d. admissible arrival

processes and static service constraints whenever a scheduling policy with memory 7y Gmem 1S employed,

provided that:

1) departure vectors selected by myGmem satisfy the following monotonicity property:
(VG(Xp)(I = B)T - DIG™™) > (VG(Xipn)(I = R)T - DYemem) 27)

at every t;
2) for some & > 0, the selected departure vector Dy ™™ satisfies:
DYEmem — arg max(VG(X;) - D(I — R))
Dr(X+)
with a probability no smaller then §; in other words DY“mem — DVGmax with probability at least
d, at every t.
The proof is reported in Appendix A

As already mentioned it is possible to simply implement a scheduling policy satisfying properties 1
and 2 in Theorem 7 by generating at random an admissible candidate departure vector Dy, and selecting
the departure vector DY “™e™ according to the rule DY “™e™ = arg max{(X - D§), (X - DYGmem)},
Remark: Observe that in this case the space state of the DTMC representing the evolution of the system
of queues must be properly defined. Information about the last employed departure vector must be, indeed,
represented in the state. A natural choice is to take Y; = [X;, DM] with DM = DY&™em  Fyrther notice
that (26) is satisfied whenever G(X) exhibits a polynomial behavior for large || X||.

When G(X) is a strong potential, previous result can be extended under more general assumptions
on arrival processes and service constraints. In this latter case however the complexity of the scheme
significantly increases, since the scheduling policy has to memorize the last selected departure vector for
every possible state S € SP of the Markov Chain representing service constraints evolution.

Theorem 8: Let G(X) be a strong potential function of the system of queues. The network of queues
is || X||"-stable for any h € N under admissible MMBP arrival processes and general service constraints,

whenever a scheduling policy with memory 7y Gmem 1S employed, provided that:

1) at every time slot ¢, the following property is satisfied by departure vectors selected by mvGmem:
(VG(X)(I = R)T-DYemem) > (VG(X,)(I - R)" - DY(SP)), (28)
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where DM (SP) is the departure vector employed by the scheduler 7y Gmem at the last epoch ¢, < t
in which SP = SP;
2) for some § > 0 the selected departure vector DY ™M™ satisfies:

DYmem — argmax (VG(X;) - D(I — R))
Dx(SP,X.)

with a probability no smaller then §.
The proof is reported in Appendix A. Observe that the property expressed by (28) represents the natural
extension of (27) to the case dynamic constrains scenario. To satisfy such property, the algorithm has to
memorize the last selected departure vector DY “™mem (S0 for every possible state S € SP. Indeed (28)
can be achieved by comparing, at time ¢ a randomly generated candidate departure vector Df with the

memorized vector DM (SP).

VI. CONCLUSIONS

The research on throughput optimal scheduling policies in constrained queuing networks has mainly
focused on the analysis of max scalar scheduling policies employing diagonal weights. Only recently [12],
[15], the existence of a class of throughput optimal max scalar policies employing off-diagonal weights
has been proved for arbitrary networks. In this paper, we have derived a general set of sufficient conditions
for throughput optimality that lead to significant extension of results in [12], [15], defining a large body of
non diagonal throughput optimal scheduling policies. Furthermore, we have shown, how low complexity
scheduling policies with memory can achieve optimal throughput properties under general conditions
(i.e., under non i.i.d. arrival processes and dynamic services constraints). This paper contributes to make
a step toward full comprehension of the structure of throughput optimal scheduling policies in constrained
queuing systems. The analysis of delay properties for scheduling algorithms with off-diagonal weights

is still an important challenging open issue.
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The fact that DTMC Y, is strongly stable, i.e., limsup;_,. E[|| X ||] < oo is an immediate conse-

quence of (9) and (10) [23]. Then, considering a generic instant ¢ and denoting by 7'(¢) = max{t; < t},

we have:
t—1
E[IX:) <E[I Xzl +E | Y 4, = D-(I-R)|
T=T(t)
where E||| ZT (1) A D.(I-R)|] < E[Z HA D.(I — R)||] <E[t — T(t)]c where ¢ is an

upper bound for A;— Dt(I —R) (which are bounded by assumption). The assertion follows letting ¢ — co.
Indeed limsup,_, E[t — T'(t)] < oo as consequence of standard renewal arguments, since {t;} is, by

assumption, a sequence of non-defective regeneration instants (i.e. E[(z;)?] = E[(txr1 — t1)?] < 00).
p q g k k+ k

Proof of Theorem 4.

Since the assumptions of Theorem 1 are satisfied, every state of the DTMC is positive recurrent and
the DTMC is weakly stable. In addition, to prove that the system is F'(X)-stable, we shall show that
limy_, oo sup E[F(Xy)] < o0.

Let H; be the set of values taken by Y;, for which || X;|| < b (where (12) does not apply). It is

immediate to see that H; is a compact set. Outside this compact set, Equation (12) holds, i.e.
E[L(Yi1) — L£(V2) | Vi) < —eF(Xy)  VYidH,
Averaging over all Y;’s that do not belong to Hj, we obtain
E[L(Yi41) — L(Vy) | YigHs] < —€E[F(Xy) | YigHe]
Instead, for Y; € Hy, since Hy is a compact set and £(Y) continuous we have:

sup E[L(Yi41) | V3] < max L(Y}) + v < o0.
YieH, Y.eH,

Denoting by ¢ = maxy, ey, £(Y;) + vo and combining the two previous expressions, we obtain
E[L(Yir1)] < cPr{Y; € Hp} + Pr{Yi¢Hy} - {E[L(Y?) | VigHy] — €E[F(Xy) | YigH]} <
< c+E[L(Y:)] — eE[F(Xy)] + co
where cg is a constant such that ¢co > {—E[L(Y?) | Y € Hp]+ e E[F(Xy) | Y: € Hp) }Pr{Y; € Hy}. Note
that ¢o can be chosen finite, being #; a compact set, and both F'(X) and £(Y") continuous.

By summing over all ¢ from O to 79 — 1, we obtain

To— 1

E[L(Y7,)] < Toc + E[L(Y0)] —EZE )] + Toco
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Thus, for any 79, we can write

To— 1

= D EIFCO] < e EIL0O) - EILMR))+ o

E[L(Y7,)] is lower bounded by definition; assume E[L(Y,)] > ¢1. Hence

To— 1

—ZE | <ct — E[E(Y())]—j_—l+co
0

For 79 — oo, being E[L(Y))] and ¢; finite, we can write

To—1
hmsup—ZE )] <c+co
To—>00 t—0

The assertion immediately follows.
Before proceeding with the proofs of the Theorems in Section V, we recall some standard consequences
of Taylor Theorem, of which we will be make extensive use, and we prove three useful Lemmas:
Proposition 1: Let G(X) G : [R*M — R] be h-times continuously differentiable over an open ball B

centered at a vector X. Then, for any Y such that X +Y € B,

h—1
GX+Y)=) il'yi(aia)(X) +rRM(x,v) (29)
i=0

where the h-order remainder Rgf) (X,Y) is given by: RgL) (X,Y) = ZYMO"G)(X + BY), for some
B =10,1].

In particular if G(X) is twice continuously differentiable over an open ball B centered at a vector X,
recalling that VG(X) denotes the gradient of G at X, and Hg(X) denotes the Hessian of the function

G at X, for any Y such that X + Y € B, we have:
G(X +Y) = G(X) + RY(X,Y)
with R(Gl)(X, Y)=(VG(X +BY)-Y) for some /5 € [0, 1], and:
G(X +Y) = G(X) + (VG(X) - V) + RZ(X,V) (30)

Rg) (X,Y) = %YH(;(X + BY)YT for some § € [0, 1]. The above Taylor expansion can be generalized
to vectorial functions applying (29) component-wise. In particular we will make use of the following
result. Given G(X) twice continuously differentiable over an open ball 3 centered at a vector X, for

any Y such that X +Y € B, and any Z € RY we have:
(VA(X +Y)- Z) = (VG(X) - Z) + RUL(X,Y, Z) 31)
with RUL(X,Y, Z) = (V(VG(X + BY) - 2)) - Y) = L ZH(X + BY)YT for some f € [0, 1].
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Lemma 1: If G(X) satisfies conditions of Theorem 5, then:

lim (VG(X)-X) =00

[ Xl =00
X being the normalized vector parallel to X
Proof: The proof can be immediately obtained by applying I’Hopital’s rule to the indefinite form (18):
X X
lim 7G( ) = lim GlaX)
a—00 HXH a—00 «

and recalling that lima_,o (VG(aX) - X) = lim| x| 5oe (VG (X) - X) exists in light of (19). Observe as

immediate consequence of previous statement we get:

lim ||[VG(X)| = oo

[ X[ =00

Lemma 2: If G(X) satisfies the conditions of Theorem 5 then:

RO el(\velee])
GX+Y)-GX)=RV(X,)Y)= as || X|| — oo, (32)
o(G(X))
whenever Y is an arbitrary bounded vector. If G(X) satisfies the conditions of Theorem 6, then:

_ ip) _J odvaxl)
E[G(X +Y)] - G(X) = E[R; (X, Y)] = as || X[| — oo, (33)
o(G(X))
whenever Y is a random vector with finite polynomial moments E[||Y ||"] < oo Vh.

Similarly, if G(X) satisfies the conditions of Theorem 5, then:

_ o) _J O(lHa(X)I)
(VG(X+Y),Z) - (VG(X),Z) = Ryn(X,Y,Z) = as || X|| = oo, (34)
o([IVG(X)I)
whenever Z and Y are two arbitrary bounded vectors. If G(X) satisfies the conditions of Theorem 6,
then:
(1) O(|[Hg (X))
o(IVG(X)I)

whenever Z is an arbitrary bounded vector and Y is a random vector with finite polynomial moments
(.e., E[|Y]|"] < oo, Vh).

At last, if G(X) satisfies the conditions of Theorem 5, then:
RP(X,Y)=O(|He(X))  RP(X,Y)=o(|VG(X)]) (36)
for any vector Y. If G(X) satisfies the conditions of Theorem 6, then:
ER®(X,Y)] = O(|Ha(X))  ER®(X,Y)] = o(|VG(X)]) (37)
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whenever Y is a random vector with finite polynomial moments (i.e., E[||Y||"] < oo, Vh).
Proof:
Properties (32) and (34) are an immediate consequence of the sub-exponential behavior of G(X), i.e

(19). Now focusing on (33), observe that expanding G(X) in Taylor series around X, we obtain:

ho—1
EIG(X + )] = G(X) + B[ Y ¥ (@'G)(X)] +EIRG(X, V)]
i=1

where E[RSY)(X,Y)] = /4 E[Y™(0G)(X + BY)] < 4 E[IY™|]sup ez [(9G)(2)]| < oo,

because by assumptions E[Y "] is bounded as well as sup ;g [|(0"°G)(Z)| < oo (recalling (22)). Thus
the last term is negligible with respect to G(X) and ||[VG(X)|| since both G(X) — oo (by hypothesis)
and ||[VG(X)|| — oo (by Lemma 1) as || X| — oo b). Furthermore, E[Z?ﬁ;l%Yi((‘)iG)(X)} =
YT RENY (OGN (X) = O(IVG(X)|) = o(G(X)), since E[Y'] < oo and [[(0'G)(X)| =
0(0"1G (X)) for any 1 < i < hg, from (23). Thus (33) is proved. (35) can be proved repeating the same
arguments to every component of VG(X).

(36) can be proved observing that by definition R(vl)G(X ,Y,Y') and R(GQ) (X,Y) are closely related,

indeed: RUL(X,Y,Y) = YHa(X+B81Y)Y7 fora By € [0,1], while RE,(X,Y) = Y Ho(X +B5Y)Y T

(2)
for a By € [0,1], possibly different from ;. Now by (19) we get that lim”X”HmRﬁ?(& =
vG

(X7Y7Y)
. YHG(X+B.Y)YT . RUL(X)Y)Y
hmHXH—mo% = 1, furthermore from (34) we have llm”X”_mOM = 0, (or

VGOl
in alternative lim ianX”Hm% > 0 and limsupHX”_)w% < 00); thus combin-
ing both we get: limHXH_mo}”%(é)G(iggH) = 0 (or in alternative limianXH_WO%
thllpHX”_) M < 00)
o0 [[He (X))
At last (37) can be proved observing that: E[G(X +Y)] = G(X)+(VG(X)-E[Y]) +E[R(Gz) (X, V)] =

G(X) + (VG(X) - E[Y]) + E[L]2 ' 5V (0°G)(X)] + BIRG" (X,Y)] thus:

> 0 and

ho—].
1 N~ ho
E[RG (X,Y)] = E[Y 7Y(9'G)(X)] + EIRG" (X,Y)
i=2
Now from (22) and (23), as before, we can conclude that all terms on the right are O(||HoG(X)||) and
o(IVG(X)I)). ]

Lemma 3: If G(X) satisfies the conditions of Theorem 5 (and in particular condition (20)), then:

nax (VG(X)(I R)"- D) > max(VG(X,)(I - R)" - D) + o(VG(Xy)) (38)

i.e, there is always an “almost” optimal feasible departure vector satisfying the condition D; < X; among

the departure vectors that maximize the scalar product (VG(X;)(I — R)T - D).
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Proof: We denote by D = arg maxpcp(VG(X;)(I — R)” - D), and by D* = min(D, X;). Observe
that D can be always assumed to be feasible, since by assumption every vertex of D corresponds by

assumption to a feasible vector. As a consequence also D* is, by construction, feasible. Note that
(VG(X)(I - R)T-D*) < (VG(X))(I - R)" - DYcmax) (39)

since by construction D* is feasible, D* € D and D* < Xj.
Furthermore note that by construction X; = X; — D* and D — D* are orthogonal since the non null
components of D — D* = max(D — X;,0) coincide with the null of X; = max(X; — D,0). Thus

according to (20):
(VG(X})-(D—D*)(I—-R))=(VGX;)I-R)" D-D*) <0 (40)
now expanding in Taylor series VG(X) around point X; we obtain

VG(X]) = V(X)) + RUy (X, ~D")
Since D* is bounded in norm, from (34) we can conclude that the remainder Rgg(Xt,—D;f) is

o(VG(Xy)) and thus:
(VG(X¢) - (D = D*)(I = R)) = (VG(X*) - (D = D*)(I - R)) + o(VG(Xy)) 41

from which the assertion follows recalling (39) and (40). Indeed

(VG(X,) - (D~ DY) (1 R)) ' (VG(X))- (D~ D*)(I - R))

(41) - (40)
= (VG(X{) - (D—D")(I = R)) +o(VG(Xy)) < o(VG(Xy))

Proof of Theorem 5.

First, observe that since arrivals are assumed i.i.d. and service constraints are assumed to be static, we
have H = X.

The idea of the proof is rather simple; G(X) can be interpreted as a Lyapunov function for the system.
The stability of the network of queues follows from the fact that drift conditions of Theorem 4 are verified.

First, we evaluate the drift of G(X;) for large values of X;. By definition:

AL =E[G(Xp41) — G(Xy) | Xi) =E [G (Xy + A, — DY™ (I — R)) |X,] — G(X3)
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and approximating G(X; + A; — DY ™% (] — R)) with its first order Taylor polynomial centered at X,

we get:
(G (X + A — DY“™(I — R)) | X¢]
= G(X,) + (VG(X,) - [(A, — DY¥™(I — R))]) + R (X, A, — DYS™(I — R)) (42)

where the remainder Rg ) (X, Ay — DYE™aX(T — R)), satisfies:

i [RE (X0, 40— DY Smax(1 — my) ||
X, os VG

in light of (36) (Lemma 2), since both A; and DY“™2% are bounded norm vectors. Thus:

=0

E [G (Xi+ A, — DY™™(I — R)) | X¢] =
G(X¢) +(VG(Xy) - E [(A — DYO™™(I = R))]) + o([IVG(X0)]))  43)
with,
(VG(Xe) E[(Ae—DY “™™(I=R))]) = (VG(Xy)-A=Dy “™™(I=R)) = (VG(X¢)-A) ~(VG(Xy)- DY "™ (I-R)).

Since by assumption A(I — R)*1 lies in the interior of D, an ¢ > 0 can be found, such that also
A(I — R)~ 4+ €D lies in D, with D = arg max,(VG(X;) - D(I — R)).

we obtain:

(VG(X;)-DYS™(T-R)) = max (VG(X,)(I-R)T-D) = max(VG(X,)(I-R)"-D)+o(| VG (X))

Dr(Xt)
(44)
where the second equation holds by virtue of Lemma 3; now:
mgx(VG(Xt)(I—R)T~D) > (VG(X)(I-R)T-A(I-R)™'4+€D) > (VG(X;)-A) +¢€[| VG(Xy) |
(45)

for a suitable ¢ > 0. In particular last equality is consequence of (21) and the definition of D, in light of

(VG(X)(I-R)"-D) _ o i
IZee Bl = & for some € > 0. Now, combining (44) and (45) we obtain:

which, we can claim

(VG(Xy) - DYS™™™X (I — R)) > (VG(X)) - A) + €|[VG(X)| + o(|VG(Xy)]) (46)
In conclusion:

E[G(Xi11) = G(Xy) | Xi] < €| VG(X0)[| +o(|[VG(XD)])
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for large X, and therefore (12) is satisfied, since for any €” < ¢, a sufficiently large b > 0 can be found
such that:
E[G(Xer1) - G(Xy) | Xo] < —€"[[VG (X))

for || Xl > .

Furthermore for any X; : | X¢|| < b, G(Xy11) — G(Xy) = G(X; + Ay — DYE™([ — R)) — G(X;)
is bounded. Indeed once again we recall vector ||4; — DY “™a(T — R)|| is bounded in norm. Let ¢ be
a bound for ||A; — DYE™aX(T — R)||. Now || Xs11| = | X + Ay — DYC™ (I — R)|| < || X¢|| + || A¢ —
DYGmax([ — R)| < b+ C.

Thus being G(X) continuous, and thus bounded over compact domains both from above and below:
G(Xt41)—G(Xy) < maxy, x,|<v+¢ G(X)—miny,.| x,|<p G(X). The [[VG(X)|-stability of the system

of queues immediately follows since lim y|_,oc VG(X) = oo (as result of Lemma 1)

Proof of Theorem 6.

The generalization to the case in which .Sy is a non trivial Markov Chain can be carried out by sampling
the process Y; in correspondence of the instants {¢;} at which S;, = Sy for some specific state Sp. From
theory of DTMC (recalling that S; has a finite number of states) immediately follows that {¢;} forms a
sequence of non-defective regeneration times for the system. Thus applying Corollary 1 we can prove the
stability of the system of queues. To simplify the notation we assume traffic to be single-hop along our
proof; however we wish to emphasize that the proof for the more general case goes exactly along the same
lines and can easily recovered by replacing the departure vector at time ¢, Dy “™2* with DY Gmax(T _ R)
in the following derivation.

Again we select G(X) as Lyapunov function. Approximating G(X) with its second order Taylor

expansion, we get:

E[G(th+l) ‘ Y;fk]

thpr—1 —_
=G(Xy )+ <VG(Xy,) E Z (At _ DtVGmax> >+F R%; <‘th7 Z (4 — DtVGmaX)>]
t=t,, =

47)

Now, since all polynomial moments of vector Zf:“_l(At — DYGmax) are, by construction, finite, (this

because every vector A; — DtV Gmax s pounded in norm and polynomial moments of 2 = 41 — ) are
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finite,) from (37) we obtain that E [R2G (th, i’;“_l(At — D?Gmax))} = o(||[VG(Xy,)])), i-e.,

topr—1
EG(Xe) | Yol = G(Xi) + (VG(X,) - E| D (A= DY) 1) + o(|[VG(X,,)) 48)
t=tr
Furthermore:
thp1—1 trt1—1
<VG(th)E z (At _ DtVG’max)]> — <VG(th)E z (At _ DXGmax + DthGmax _ DtVGmax)]>
t=tg t=ty,
tey1—1 ter1—1
= <VG(th) -E Z <At _ Dszax> > 4 <VG(th) -E Z <DXGmaX o DtVGmaX>]> (49)
t=ty t=ty
with:
trpa—1
(VG(X1,) E| D) (A— DZGmaX)]> = (VG(Xy,) - Elz] (A — Dy ™))
tr

< —€eE[x][VG (X[ (50)

where the (first) equality follows from classical reward-renewal arguments, while the following inequality
is obtained with similar arguments as in proof of Theorem 5. In particular observe that (VG(X;) - A —
DYGmax)y — (VG(Xy) - A) — (VG(Xy) - DYE™2%) "and since by assumption A lies in the interior of D,
an ¢ > 0 can be found, such that also A + €D lies in D, with D = arg maxp,(VG(Xy,) - D). Now,
recalling Lemma 3 we have: (VG(X;) - DYGmax) = maxp, (x,)(VG(Xt) - D) = maxpep(VG(Xy) -
D) +o(IVG(Xo)l) > (VG(Xe) - A+€¢D) +o(|[VG(X))) > (VG(X) - A) + €| VG(Xy)||. where

last inequality follows from (21).

tepa 1 tre1—1
<VG(th) -E Z (DX_GmaX — DtVGnlaX> > =K Z <VG(th) . DXGmaX _ DtVGnlaX>]
=t t=t
trey1—1
t—t),
et thy1—1
=E| Y (VG(Xy)— VG(Xy) - DYEm™ — DYEma) | 4R | Y~ (VG(Xy) - Dy ©me — Dtvcmax>]
r— T

(5D
Now (VG(Xy,) — VG(X;) - DYCmax — DYGmaxy — (|| VG(Xy,)||) as an immediate consequence of

(34); in this regard, we recall that by hypothesis polynomial moments E[||X;, — X;||"] are finite for any

h; this again because {{;} is a non-defective sequence of stopping times and arrival vector is bounded.
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At last observe that the term (VG(X;)- DYCmax — DYGmaxy — (Y G(X,) - Dy “maX) — maxp(VG(Xy) -
D) + o(|VG(Xy)||) in light of Lemma 3 with (VG(X;) - DY ™) — maxp(VG(X,) - D) <0

As a conclusion, recalling (35), we have:
E[G(Xi,,) | Xi] = G(Xy,) < —€Elz] [VG(Xe)| + o([VG(Xy,)])
Therefore (14). is satisfied, since for any €’ < €[E[zx], a b > 0 can be found such that
E [G(Xy,,,) — G(Xy,) | Xi] < ="[[VG(Xy, )|

for || X¢|| > b.

At last, to show that (13) is satisfied too, observe that for any Yy, : || Xy, || < b:

E [G(thﬂ)} =F G(th + tkifl(At - DthmaX))]

t:tk

thy1—1 ho—1 toy1—1 '
1) G(th)+<VG(th)-E[ > (A= DYem) 4y ;1| E ( > (4-DF Gmx)) (0°G) (Xu)
t=t, =2 t=ty

t=tp41—1 ho i1
+ ht‘E < i (At — DtVGmax)> (ahUG) <th + « +Z (At _ DtVGmax)>

t=t), t=t),
can be easily shown to be bounded by G(X; ) + vy for an appropriate vg > 0, since i)
B [( E:Jrlfl( A — DtVGmaX))i} are bounded for every i, as before; ii) G(X;,) and its derivatives
(0'G)(X}y) are by assumption bounded over compact domains (in particular they are bounded over the
domain X : || X|| < b) because G(X) € C®[RM — R]; iii) (9" G)(Xy, + aZiZ“_l(At—DtVGmaX)) is
bounded as before in light of (22). The ||[VG(X)||-stability of the system of queues immediately follows

from Corollary 1 since lim| x| o VG(X) = 00 (as result of Lemma 1).

Proof of Corollary 2.

Consider the Lyapunov function £(X) = %HG (X)"*1; denoting by Z; = A; — Dy(I — R)):
G(Xi1) = G(Xi + Zi) = G(Xy) + (VG(Xy) - Zi) + R* (X1, Zy)

Now recalling (32) and (36), since by construction Z; is a bounded in norm vector we can claim that:

(VG(Xy) - Zt) = o(G(Xy)), and R2(Xy, Zy) = o(|[VG(Xy))|) as X; — oo Thus:
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1

 h+1
1
 h+1

E[£(Xis1) | X4] E[(G(X: + Z)""]

B[ (60x) + (vax) - 20 + (Ve D) |

1

=i [(GX))"™ !+ (h+ D(VG(X) - EZD (G(X0)" + oIV GO (G(X0) "]

Now considering X; sufficiently large, such that G(X;) is positive (we recall that G(X) — oo, for

| X|| = oo and thus, it must be positive outside some compact set), from (46), we have:
(G(X)"(VG(Xy) - A = DY “™™(I = R)) < —e(G(X0))" | VG (X)]|

for some ¢ > 0.

The [| X ||*-stability immediately follows, observing  that i) by  construction
' : ii h+1 h+1
1y x| 00 W = o0; ii) for any X; : || X¢|| < b, %H[G(Xt —i—Yt)) +1 (G(Xt)) n } can

be bounded by an appropriate constant vy (this because Y; is bounded as well as G() is bounded (from
above and below) over compact sets);

The extension to the more general case can be carried out by observing that £(X) = h%rlG(X )htt
is a strong potential provided that of G(X) is a strong potential by Corollary 3. Indeed denoting with

Zy, = S0 (Ag — Dy(I — R)), we have:

E [E(th+1) ’ th] = E(th) + EKV‘C(th) : Ztk” + E[R%(th? Ztk)]

with E[R%(X,, Z1,)] = o(VL(Xy,))) from (37), since, by construction, all polynomial moments of Z;,
are finite.

Now observing that VL(X;,) = (G(th))hVG(th), we get:

B [£0X0) | K] = 6060 + & | (600) (76080 - 2] +o  (603)) IV60x0)1 )

The assertion follows along the same lines as before.

Proof of Corollary 4.

Under i.i.d. arrivals and static constraints (i.e. when 7 = X) we can select weak potential, G(X), as

a Lyapunov function, then:
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From (30) and (36) we have:

E [G (Xt + A, — DY Gmax( _ R)) | Xt} ~G(Xy)

(43) (VG(X;) - A — DYE™x(T — R)) + o(||[VG(XY)]))

(46)
with (VG(X;) - A — DYE™>(] — R)) < —¢||[VG(Xy)|| for sufficiently large || X;|| and an appropriate
e> 0.

Now again from (43), substituting DV to DVE™ax we have:
E[G (Xt + A, — DYGimP (T _ R)) X)) — G(X,) = (VG(X,) - A — DYS™P(T — R)) + o(|VG(X,)|)
and by assumption:
(VG(Xp) - DYS™(I = R)) = (VG(Xy) - DYC™™(I — R)) + o( | VG(Xy)]])
Combining the two, we have:
E[G (X + Ay — DV (I — R)) | X;] —G(Xy) = (VG(Xy)-A— Dy "™ (I = R)) +o(|VG(X4)]))
= (VG(X¢) - A = DY“™™(I = R)) + o(| VG (X))

Thus
E [G (X; + Ay — DVE™P(I — R)) | X¢] — G(Xy) < —€||[VG(Xy)||

for sufficiently large || X¢|| and € < e. ||[VG(X)]-stability for the system of queues follows. The proof
in the case in which G(X) is a strong potentials follows exactly along the same lines. Furthermore by
adopting L(X) = %H[G (X)]"*+1 as a Lyapunov function and acting as before, the stability criterion can

be strengthened.

Proof of Theorem 7.

Proof: We recall that in this case the space state of the DTMC is Y; = [X;, DY®™™] We select

the follwing Lyapunov function:
E(Y;) = E(XthVGmem) =L (Xt) + £2(Xt’ DtVGmem)’

with
L1(Xy) = G(Xy)
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and

LQ(Xt’DtVGmem) _ ((VG(Xt) ) (DtVGmax _ DtVGmem)(I _ R)))B

where 3 > 1 is given by (26); Observe that Lo(X;, DY™e™) is well defined because (VG/(Xj) -
(DY Cmax _ pVGmem)([ _ R)) > ( by construction.
Now we are going to show that drift condition (12) of Theorem 4 is satisfied. By taking first order

Taylor expansion of £1(Xy41) centered in Xy, we get:
L1(Xe11) = G(Xiq1) = G(Xy) + (VG(Xy) - Ay — DYS™™ (I — R)) + RE(X, Ay — DY ™™ (I — R))

and recalling that R% (X, Z) = Y Hy(X; + aZ)ZT = O(||Hg(X¢)||) for any bounded vector Z, in light

of (19), we obtain:
E[L1(Xi+1) = L1(X0) | Yi] = E [(VG(Xy) - Ay = DY “™™ (I = R)) | Yi] + O(||He (X))

Now

E[(VG(X:) - Ay = DYS™e™ (I — R)) | Yi| = (VG(Xy) - A = DYS™*™(I - R))
— <VG(Xt) A — (DtVGmax _ DtVGmax _ DtVGmem)(I _ R)>
= (VG(Xy) - (DY — DYCR™) (I — R)) + (VG(X¢) - A — DY (I — R))
(46) VGmem\\1/8
< (Lao(Xy, Dy )T = e(IVG(XDI)
for an appropriate ¢ > 0. Indeed by assumption A(I — R)~! lies in the interior of D.
Thus:
E[L1(Xes1, DEG™™) = L1(Xe, DY ™M) | V]

< (L2(Xe, DY) — (| VG(XD)]) + O(| Ha (X)) (52)
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Focusing instead on Lo (X, DY ¢™em) we suppose for the moment Dy # Dy ¢max;

E [»CQ(Xt—Ha Dtvffmem)‘Yt with DY Cmem DtVGmax]
= ]E _EQ (Xt+17 Dzi,c]_;mem) th Wlth DtVGmem # _DtVGrﬂa-X7 qumem 7é DtV+G1max_ .

VGmem VGmax
Pr{Dy 7 Diyi

Y% with DtVGmem 7& DtVGmax}

+E [ £o(Xip1, DYG™™)|Y; with DYGmem £ pyGmax p¥Gmen _ [y Gmax].
Pr{ DEGme — DY | v, with DY Gmem £ pyGmas |
< & [((VG(Xe0) - (DE™ - DIGm™) (1 - B))” [V with
pFGmen 4 pF s, pEGuen £ DEGm| (1 -5)
where the last inequality comes from the fact that by construction:
E [Lo(Xe41, DEG™™) | ¥; with DYEmem o£ pyGmax pEGmem _ pGmax]
—E [((VG(Xern) - (DI§™ = DI (1 — B)’] = 0

while Pr{DtVJrGlmem 75 DtVGmax ‘ th DtVGmem 7& DVGmax} < 1—4.
Now since our scheme guarantees that: (VG(X;11)- DY (I—R)) > (VG(Xy41)-DYSmem ([ —

R)) we can write:

& [((VO(Xein) (DFGm - DFGm™)(1-R) ) [¥s with DFmer 2 DYGmss, TG £ pEGm] (1-9)
< B [((VO(Xip) - (DTG — DYm)(1 — ) [¥i with DYGmem 2 DF O] (1 —5)
—E |({(VG(Xt41) - (DFGm — DY G 4 pyGumax _ pyGunem) (1 R)))E‘Yt with
DtVGmem ] DtVGmax:| (1-9)
— & |({(VG(Xt41) - (DFG™ — DY&)(1 - R))
F{VG(Xrp) - (DY — DY) (1~ R))” | ¥; with
pYGmem 4 pVGmax| (| _ g)

Expanding component-wise in Taylor series VG(X), we can write, similarly as before, VG(X;41) =

VG(X;+ Ay — DYEmem ([ - R)) = VG(X,)+O(||[Hg(Xy)||) in light of (34) and of the fact that both A,
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and DY “me™ are bounded. Furthermore observe that by Lemma 3: (VG(X;) - (Dy,§max — Dy Gmax) ([ —
R)) < o(||VG(Xy)]|); therefore we obtain:
E[[Q (XtJrl,DtV_i_Cl?mem) | Y, with DtVGmern ?é DtVGmax]
B
< ((VG(x) - (DY — DFGmem) (1 — R))(1 = 8) + o [VG(X)I]) )
= Lo(Xs, DY ™M) (1 = 6) + o(La(Xy, DY C™™)).

Thus:

E[£2 (Xt+1,Dtv.ﬁmem) ’ Y;f with DtVGmem 7& DtVG’max] _ £2(Xt7 DtVGmem)
< —0Lo( Xy, DY O™ 4 0(Lo( Xy, DY ™)), (53)
When DYGmem — pVGmax jngtead:

E [£2(X 1, DES™™) | ¥; with DYGmem = pycimes

= B [((VC () - (DTG — DY) (1 - R)']

L E[(1V6(Xe) - (DTG~ DY)(1 ~ R)))']
< O(|Ha(Xo)|%)- (54)
Combining together (52) and (53) or (54), (we recall that Lo(Xy, DYC™em) = ( ifDYCGmem —
DY Gmaxy we obtain:
E[L(Xer1, DYG™™) | V1]
< —e(IVG(X0) )+ (La(Xe, DY ™) YP—5L5(Xy, DY ™) +o(La( Xy, DY ™)) +O(|| He (X1)]|17)

= —e(IVG(X0)|) = 0L2(Xe, DY ™M) + o[ VG (X)) + o(L2(Xe, DY M) (55)

in light of (26) (i.e., of the fact that 3 is selected in such a way to guarantee that ||Hg(X,)||® =

o(||[VG(X¢)])). Thus for a sufficiently large b > 0, we can claim that:
E[L(Xe41, DYG7™) | Vi) = L(Xe, DY O™ < —€(IVG(X0)])

for any Y}, such that || X¢|| > b and for any €’ < e.
|VG(X)||-stability for the system of queues follows, since for any Y; : [| X;|| < b, L(Yi+1) — L(Y}) is

bounded, as immediate consequence of the fact that || X;; — X;|| is bounded.
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The stability criterion can be strengthened. For any h € N, we can prove that the sys-

tem of queues is | X"|-stable under any admissible arrival vector, by selecting the Lya-

punov function L£'(Y;) = L'(X;, DYGmem) = %H(E(Xt,Dmeem))hH = (LX) +
mem h+1 max mem h+1
La(X,, DYSmem) T = L (G(X0) + ((VG(X) - (DYGmax — DY Gmem) (1 — R)))? )" The

derivation proceeds along the same lines as the proof of Corollary 2, essentially showing that
E[L(Yi1) | Vi) = £(%) & (£(Xp, DYOmem)" (B[L(Xp11, DYGRe™) | ¥i] — £(X;, DFGmem) <
—e(HVG(Xt)H)(E(Xt,DtVGmem))h, for any Y; : ||X¢|| > b with a sufficiently large b > 0, and for a

sufficiently small € > 0.

Proof of Theorem 8.

This proof combines arguments already applied in the proofs of Theorem 6 and Theorem 7. First, we
observe that the state of the DTMC that describes system evolution is given by vector: Y; = [X;, Sy, SM],
where S; = [S{, SP] € 84 x S represents the dynamics of exogenous arrivals, and service constraints,
while SM provides additional information about the memory state of the scheduling algorithm; such
extra information correspond to the set of departure vectors DM (SP), ¥SP € SP , memorized by the
scheduling algorithm. We recall that D} (SP) is the departure vector employed at the last occurrence of
state S” before t.

We select a Lyapunov function with a similar structure as the one used in Theorem 7, however this
time, things are made slightly more difficult by the fact that the memory of the scheme is significantly
larger. Furthermore the stability properties of Y; are derived from those of the DTMC Y;, obtained
through the sub-sampling of Y}, at instants {¢x} in which the DTMC S;, = Sy, for a particular state Sy
(Corollary 1). Again we can claim that {¢;} forms a sequence of non-defective regeneration points for
the system.

In more detail, the selected Lyapunov function is:
L(Yy) = L(Xe, SM) = L1(X) + Lo X, 5M),

with:

L1(X:) = G(Xy)

and

L2(X0SM) = 3 w5 ((VG(X) - (DYEm<(5P) — DM(SP)(1 - R))”
SeS
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where, once again, we recall that D} (SP) represents the memorized departure vector at time ¢, which
corresponds to SP (i.e., the service constraints component of state S), 8 > 1 is specified by (26) and
g is the steady state probability of the DTMC S; governing arrivals and dynamic constraint conditions.

In the remainder of the proof to simplify the notation we omit the dependency of the departure vector
on current constraints conditions, writing DY ™M™ instead of DY%™e™(SP), and DY“™a* instead of
DY @max( gDy whenever this can be done without causing confusion.

Taking the second order Taylor expansion of G/(Xy,,,) centered in X;, we get:

E [£1(Xt,.) = £1(Xe,) | Vi]

g1 —1
=E| Y (VG(Xy)- A — DY ™I —R)) | Yi, | +O(|Ha(X)])
t=tx
with:
tk+1—1
[(vc; (X)- S A — DY (1~ R)) | Yt}
t=tr
thp1—1
|: VG th Z Ay — DtVGmax _ DtVG’max + DtVGmem)(I _ R)> | Y;‘/ki|
t=ty
tk+171
—E|[(VG(Xy,)- Y (DYGm — pyemem)y([ - R)) | v;, |
t=ty
tk+1—1
TE[(VG(Xy) - Y A= DYO™(I — R)) | ¥,
t=ty

Now, E [ S H(VG(X1) - A, — DYO™(1 = R)) | Y,, | < —€E[)(IVG(X,)])), from (49) and (50)

in the proof of Theorem 6.

While:

tk+171
E[(VG(X,)- Y (DYGm — pFGmem)(1 — R)) | v, |

t=ty

tk_*_l*l
E[(VG(X,): Y (DFGm—pyemeny pyGmas(sP)— DY (SP) =Dy (SP)+ D} (SP)(I-R)) | Ys,
t=ty,
trp1—1
E[(VG(Xy) - Y (DY™(SP) = DY (SP) = R)) | Y| + O(IHa(X)])

where we recall that:

DZGmaX(StD) = argmax (VG(Xy, ) -D(I — R))
Dy (SP,X,)
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and Dg\f (SP) is the departure vector memorized by the scheduling at time ¢, which corresponds to
state SP. Observe, indeed, that [(VG(th) LSt =l (pYGmax _ pVGmax(GD))( — R)) | Yt} <
o(|VG(Xy,)||) from Lemma 3 and E [(VG(th) ST DM(SP) — DYGmemy(1 — R)) | Ytk} =
E [ S (VE(X)- DY (SP) - DYEmem)(1-R)) | ¥, | +O(| Ha (X)), with (VG (X)-(DY (SP) -

DYGmem) (T — R)) < O(||Hg(Xy)||) as consequence of (28) , (35) and the fact that polynomial moments

of tj4+1 — i are finite (and thus also moments of ¢ — ¢ with ¢ € {tg, - ,txr1 — 1}).
Now:
tk+171
E[(VG(Xy) - Y (DYE™(SP) — DI (SP)(I - R)) | Vs,
t=t
=Elz] Y ws(VG(Xy,) - (DY O™™(SP) = DI (SP))(I — R))
Ses

= Elzt) L2(Xy, , SH))P
Thus:
E[L1 (X1, ,,) — L1(X3,) | Vi, ] < Elzk] (La(Xe,, SRV = el (VG(X0,) I + O(| Ha(X2,)]) — (56)

Focusing instead on Lo(Xy,, S}7), first observe that Vt € {tg, - ,txy1 — 1}, for any SP € SP, we

have:

tri1 trt1

2 [((VG(X,,,.) - (DFO™(s”) — D (5”))(1 ~ &) | Ys with DY (57) = DY (57)]

= E[((VG(Xi,,.) - (DFEm(SP) — DY (5P))(I - R))
FVE(X,,) - (DFE™(5P) — DY (SP)(I — R)) | ¥, with DY (SP) = DO (57)
= E | ((VG(Xi,,)-(DFEm(SP) = DY (SP)) (I R))+ (VG (X, (DY (S7) = DY () (T~ R))) |

<B[({VG(X,,.,) - (DT(5P) — DTE™(5P))(1 - R)) + O(|He(Xe,)I)) | 57)

trht1

because by construction (VG(Xy,.,) - (DM(SP) — D%H(SD))(I — R) < O(|Ha(Xp.)l) as
consequence of (28) , (35) and the fact that polynomial moments of ¢, — ) are finite (and thus also

moments of ¢ty — ¢ with ¢ € {t,--- ,tx4+1 — 1}); Moreover observe that (a;)ﬁ is monotone increasing
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(as its argument is surely positive). Now:

tht1

B [((VO(X0,.) - (DFGm(8P) ~ DY ($P)) (1 ~ B))) |

=& |((VG(X;) - (DYSm(sP) — DY (sP))(I - R))

trt1

+o(lHa(x)N))| < o(I1Ha(xl) = O(I1Ha(Xi, ) 9)

where first equality is again a direct consequence of (35) and the fact that polynomial moments of
tr+1 —ti are finite; the following inequality is a consequence of the fact that (VG(X¢)- (D,Zflmax(SD )—

DYEmax(§DY) (I — R)) = O(||He(Xy)|). Thus combining (57) and (58) Vt € {t. - ,tpy1 — 1}, we
get:

B [((VO(X, ) (DTCm(s7) - D} (sP) (-] | DY (5P) = DY (sP)] = 0 Ha(xi])

thit

(39)

Now:

e [((VG(X,,,) - (DYEm(sP) - D)

tk+1 tk+1

(7)1~ B))” | Vi, with DY (57) £ DIE™(57)] =

E [((V6(Xe,,.)-(DFE(87) DY (SPN(I-R))” | ¥iu, DY (57) # DFO™(SP) vt € {11, 1)

trt1

Pr{D}(SP) # DY (SP) Vi € {tx + 1,--+ ,ti1} | Y, with DY (SP) # DY (SP)} +

try1 try1

E [(NG(XM) (DY Omax(gPy — DM (SP))(I - R)))B | Yi, with DM (SP) # DYemex(sP),

e {th+ 1ot} s DY(SP) = DYGm(5P)].
Pr{3te {t,+1,- ,tgy1}: DM(SP) = DYm==(SP) Y, with DM (SP) £ DYEmax(gPy1 =

E [(<VG(th+1)'(DVGmaX(SD)—DM

tk+1 tk+1

(PN~ | ¥, DY(SP) # DT (SP) vt € {t - 1y} | (1-b7s
O(||Ha(Xw)||) (60)

where 7gp denotes the probability that one of states S, whose service con-
straint component is equal to SP, is visited in {tx + 1,---,t41} (e, be-
tween to following visits to state Sy). Indeed observe that by  construction
Pr{DM(SP) # DYmax(SPY vt € {t), +1,- -+ ,tpi1} | Yy, with DM (SP) #£ DY Cmax(gP)1 <
1 — 67tgo since DM (SP) = DYEmax with a probability greater than §, provided that one of the state S
with service constraints equal to SP has been visited at least once in {tx + 1, -+ ,tx+1}; Moreover we
can apply (59) t0 | [({VG(X,,.,) - (DF9(SP) — DY (SP)(1 - R))' | Vi, with DY (57) #

k+1

DY (SP),3t € {ty + 1, ,tyi1} : DY(SP) = DYOmax(sP)].
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At last

tri1

2 [((VG(X,,,.) - (DFO™(s”) — D} (s”))(1 - 1))
| Yo, DY(SP) # DYC™(SP) Wt € {ty, -+t

<E[((VG(X,,..) - (DFE™(8P) ~ DY (™)1 ~ R) + O(|Ha(x)])) )]

<E[((va(X,,) - (DT (57) - DY (s”))(1 — B) +O(IHa(X)I)) ] 1)

where the first inequality derive from (28) (35) and the fact that polynomial moments of ;1 — ¢ are
finite; while the following inequality can be obtained expanding in Taylor series G(Xj,,,) around X;,
and observing that by construction VG(Xj, ) - (Dy ¢max(sD) — DZflmaX(SD))(I— R) < O(||Ha(Xy)]))-

Thus combining (60) and (61) we get:

e [((VG(X,..) - (DYEm(sP) - D}

tk+1 tk+1

(7)1 - R)))” | DY (SP) # DO (5P)]

< B[ ((VO(X,)-(DFE(5P)~ DY () (- R)(1-5752))) | +0 <(<VG<th> (D) = D (SP) U -

Now multiplying for mg and summing over all the states and recalling (62), (59), and VG(Xy,) -
(DY Cmax(§D) — DM (SP))(I — R)) = 0 when Dy, (SP) = Dy “max(S5P), we get:

E[£2<th+1a St]‘,cﬂl) | th,Si\]:[]

trhtt

= S s B [((VE(X,,) - (DT (5P) — DY (sP)(1 -~ R)) | X1y, 5]
S
< Y ms(1 - os0) [((VG(X,) - (DFE™(5) ~ DY (7)) (1 - R)))]
S
+o( Yo ms((VG(Xy) - (DFE™(SP) = DY (SP)(I = B))”) + o1 Ho(X2,) )
S

< E[La(Xy,, S3))](1 = dminwsge)) + o(La(Xs,, S51)) + o(| He(Xe,)|1%) (63)

where observe that ming mgtgp > 0 since S is a finite state ergodic Markov Chain. At last, by combining
(63) and (56), we can easily show that drift condition (14) is satisfied.

|VG(X)||-stability for the system of queues easily follows, since (13) can be easily derived (as for the
previous Theorems) from the following three facts: i) £(Y) and is indefinitely continuously derivable,
and thus bounded (along with its derivatives) over compact domains; ii) at any instant ¢ both arrival and

departure vectors are bounded; iii) E[(z;)"] are bounded for any h > 0.
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We further notice that the stability criterion can be strengthened. For any h € N, we can prove that the
system of queues is || X" ||-stable under any admissible arrival vector, by selecting the Lyapunov function

ﬁ/(Y}) _ E/(Xt,DtVGmem) — %H(E(Xt’DtVGmem))h"‘l — %H(El(Xt) 4 52(Xt’DtVGmem))h+1‘
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