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a b s t r a c t

By observing the points only when the queue size changes, we study the PH/PH/k system with hetero-
geneous servers. We develop Markov chain set ups that are more efficient than studying the systems
at arbitrary times, by reducing the sizes of matrices that need to be computed. Specifically we present
procedures for constructing the associated Markov chains so one may use matrix-analytic methods for
their analysis. This work is carried out for both the continuous and discrete time cases.

© 2017 Elsevier B.V. All rights reserved.

1. Introduction

Multi-server queueing systems are natural systems that occur
in real life. An example is in telecommunication systems where
the servers are communication channels which are usually not
identical. Even though such queueing systems can be set up and
analyzed by observing them at arbitrary times this leads to huge
matrices which are often inefficient to compute and use in the
system analysis. When the servers are identical the method of
studying the system by considering the number of servers in
each phase makes it easier to analyze (see [3,5,9,10]). However
when the servers are not identical the methods in those papers
cannot be used. Trying to study the systems by the traditional
approaches of studying the systems at arbitrary time points would
lead to huge block matrices in the associated Markov chains. If,
however, we study the systems at points of queue size changes
only, a form of embedded system, then we can reduce the block
sizes of the associated matrices. The performance measures at
arrival (or departure) time points can be obtained from that of
the points of queue size changes. Nonetheless, constructing the
Markov chains and obtaining the block matrices is a challenging
procedure. In this paper we show how to construct these matrices
for both the continuous time and discrete time cases. Latouche and
Ramaswami [6] presented a method for analyzing the continuous
time PH/PH/1 system at points of queue size changes. Their work
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is a special case with a single server, and they showed that the
method helps to reduce the matrix needed for computation to
be of size (m + n) × (m + n), from mn × mn, where n and m
are the dimensions associated with the PH-distributions for the
interarrival and service times, respectively. The discrete time case
of PH/PH/1 was presented in [1].

2. The continuous time model

Weconsider the continuous time PH/PH/k queue in this section.
In Section 2.1, we define the PH/PH/k queue and an embedded
Markov chain at the points of events. In Section 2.2, we con-
struct the block matrices in the transition matrix of the embedded
Markov chain. A brief analysis of the queue length andwaiting time
is presented in Section 2.3.

2.1. PH/PH/k system at points of events

Let the arrival process be PH with representation (β0, S0) of or-
derm0. There are k servers and the service time of server r is of the
PH type with representation (βr , Sr ) of ordermr , r = 1, 2, . . . , k. If
an arriving customer findsmultiple servers available, the customer
chooses the server with the smallest index for service. We note
that models with other Markovian rules for server selection can
be treated with minor modifications of the analysis in this paper.

Let q(t) be the number of customers in the system at time t ,
I0(t) be the phase of the PH arrival process at time t , and Ir (t) be the
phase of the service process of server r at time t , for r = 1, 2, . . . , k.
We note that Ir (t) ∈ {1, 2, . . . ,mr}, for r = 0, 1, 2, . . . , k. For the
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PH/PH/k queue, there are k+1 points of queue size changes, which
are denoted as {0, 1, 2, . . . , k}. We define

• Points of arrivals (a) ⇒ 0
• Points of service (r) completions ⇒ r , for r = 1, 2, . . . , k.

Let τn be thenth event epoch. Define qn = q(τn+) and In,r = Ir (τn+)
for r = 0, 1, 2, . . . , k. It is easy to see that the embedded process
{(qn, In,0, . . . , In,k), n = 0, 1, 2, . . .} is a discrete time Markov
chain. Since the queue length can only increase or decrease by
one at the event epochs, the Markov chain is a QBD process with
transition probability matrix

P =

⎡⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎣

0 A0,1
A1,0 0 A1,2

. . .
. . .

. . .

Ak−1,k−2 0 Ak−1,k
Ak,k−1 0 A0

A2 0 A0
A2 0 A0

. . .
. . .

. . .

⎤⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎦
. (2.1)

Next, we construct the block matrices in P .

2.2. Computing the block matrices

We begin with matrices {A0, A2} for queue length equal to k or
bigger. For given qn ≥ k, the states of (In,0, In,1, . . . , In,k) are given
by Ωk = ∆0 ∪ ∆1 ∪ · · · ∪ ∆k, where

∆r = {(i0, i1, . . . , ir ) : 1 ≤ iv ≤ mv, v = 0, 1, . . . , k,
v ̸= r, ir = 0} ,

for r = 0, 1, 2, . . . , k. Transitions in P from subset ∆r to subset ∆v

mean that the last event was of type r and the current event is of
type v. Let Brv be the transition block matrix from ∆r to ∆v . Then
we have

A0 =

⎡⎢⎢⎢⎢⎣
B00 0 0 · · · 0
B10 0 0 · · · 0
B20 0 0 · · · 0
...

...
... · · ·

...

Bk0 0 0 · · · 0

⎤⎥⎥⎥⎥⎦ ,

A2 =

⎡⎢⎢⎢⎢⎣
0 B01 B02 · · · B0k
0 B11 A12 · · · B1k
0 B21 B22 · · · B2k
...

...
... · · ·

...

0 Bk1 Bk2 · · · Bkk

⎤⎥⎥⎥⎥⎦ .

(2.2)

Let Ur (x) = exp(Srx), for r = 0, 1, . . . , k. Then the block
matrices in A0 and A2 are given as, for r, v = 0, 1, 2, . . . , k,

Brv =

∫
∞

0
U0(x) ⊗ · · · ⊗ βrUr (x) ⊗ · · · ⊗ Uv(x)sv ⊗ · · · ⊗ Ur (x)dx,

where sv = −Sv1 and 1 is the column vector with all elements
being one and ⊗ is the Kronecker product. The argument behind
this is as follows. The block matrix Brv represents a transition in
which at time 0 an event r occurred and it is re-started and the
next event that occurred at time interval (x, x + δx) is v. Hence we
have βrUr (x) capturing the first part, Uv(x)sv capturing the second
one and Ul(x), l = 0, 1, . . . , K ; l ̸= r, l ̸= v capturing the other
events that did not occur yet by time x.

Taking advantage of the fact that exp(A) ⊗ exp(B) = exp(A ⊕ B),
we obtain a compact form of those block matrices as, for r, v =

0, 1, 2, . . . , k,

Brv = −(I ⊗ βr ⊗ I)(S0 ⊕ S1 ⊕ · · · ⊕ Sk)−1(I ⊗ sv ⊗ I),

where ⊕ is the Kronecker sum.
This compact form is efficient for computations when the sizes

of mi, i = 0, 1, 2, . . . , k are small. Using the conventional ap-
proach, the number of states in a level is

∏k
j=0mj. The number of

states in a level for the above approach is
(∏k

j=0mj

)(∑k
j=0

1
mj

)
.

The ratio of the two numbers is
∑k

j=0
1
mj
. Thus, if

∑k
j=0

1
mj

< 1,
the above new approach has a smaller state space. However, if∑k

j=0
1
mj

> 1, the conventional approach actually has a smaller
state space. For sufficiently large mj, j = 0, 1, 2, . . . , k, there is
a reasonable saving.

If all the servers are identicalwith same PH service distributions
the system can actually be reduced to the PH/PH/1 case. We can
then use the CSFP (count-server-for-phase) to reduce the state
space significantly. For more details on CSFP see [3].

Now, we construct the transition block matrices for qn ≤ k− 1.
For given qn = m < k, there are only m servers working, which
are indexed by (i1, i2, . . . , im). Let Φm = {(ξ1, . . . , ξm) : 1 ≤ ξ1 <
· · · < ξm ≤ k}, which gives all the possible combinations of servers
that are in service. For given servers in service (ξ1, . . . , ξm), the
possible states of the service process is given by

∆(ξ1,...,ξm)
=

{
(iξ1 , . . . , iξm ) : iξv = 1, 2, . . . ,mξv , v = 1, 2, . . . ,m

}
.

We define ∆(0,ξ1,...,ξm) similarly with i0 = 1, 2, . . . ,m0. Then
the set of all states associated with qn = m can be written as, for
m = 1, 2, . . . , k,

Ωk(m) =

⋃
(ξ1,...ξm)∈Φm

(
∆(0,ξ1,...,ξm)

∪ ∆(ξ1,...,ξm)) .

For m = 0, Ωk(0) = ∆(0)
= {1, 2, . . . ,m0}. Since the k servers can

be different, the state space can be big. If servers are identical, the
state space can be reduced significantly.

By their definitions, it is clear thatAm,m+1 contains the transition
probabilities from Ωk(m) to Ωk(m + 1) and Am,m−1 from Ωk(m) to
Ωk(m−1). Next, we construct the transition blockmatrices within
the two matrices.

The transition block matrices within Am,m−1 are B(ξ1,...,ξm)
rv for

(ξ1, . . . , ξm) ∈ Φ(m) and v ∈ {ξ1, . . . , ξm} or v = 0.

• First, if the last event is the completion of a service, we have,
form < k,

B(ξ1,...,ξm)
∗v = −

⎛⎝S0 ⊕

m⨁
j=1

Sξj

⎞⎠−1

(I ⊗ sv ⊗ I) ,

which contains the transition probabilities from ∆(0,ξ1,...,ξm)

to ∆(0,{ξ1,...,ξm}\{v}), where {ξ1, . . . , ξm} \ {v} means deleting
v from the set. Since there is no waiting customer asm < k,
the last service completion has no impact on the state space
and the queueing process. That is whywe use ‘‘*’’ for the last
service completion event. For m = k, the transition block
matrix from ∆k to ∆(0,{1,2,...,k}\{v}) is Brv .

• Second, if the last event is the arrival of a customer, we have

B(ξ1,...,ξm)
0v = −(β0 ⊗ I)

⎛⎝S0 ⊕

m⨁
j=1

Sξj

⎞⎠−1

(I ⊗ sv ⊗ I) ,

which contains the transition probabilities from∆(ξ1,...,ξm) to
∆(0,{ξ1,...,ξm}\{v}).

The transition block matrices within Am,m+1 can be given as
follows. For given {ξ1, . . . , ξm}, define ξ = min{r : 1 ≤ r ≤ k, r ̸∈

{ξ1, . . ., ξm}}. Recall that we assume that arriving customer selects
the available server with the smallest index for service. Thus, ξ is
the index of the server chosen by an arriving customer.
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