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Bounding Methods for Markov Processes Based on

Stochastic Monotonicity and Convexity

Bok-Sik Yoon™

Abstract

When {X{t}, t>> 0} is a Markov process Tepresenting time-varying system states, we develop

efficient bounding methods for some time-dependent performance measures. We use the discreti-

zation technique for stochastically monotone Markov processes and a combination of discretization

and uniformization for Markov processes with the stochastic convexity(concavity) property. Suffi-

cient conditions for stochastic monotonocity and stochastic convexity of a Markov process are

also mentioned. A simple example is given to demonstrate the validity of the bounding methods.
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ez ZYEE s vk 2FA 2¥3d =
EAXE XD, t>> 0}t & o] o $-2]9 @4
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A B A AFEraE & o g2 A%
TAFE] EfX()9) Heu=E Z¥R 4 9ot
A 7t obd Ao} Ef(X(1))E 72 o dlrf=
TAA QL el 2 EsA gt o] w 23}
A7 SASHA 4L AT goerng 2aba yhyg
nekste Ef(X(0)e] & F& Aoy s 94
She wble] FaskA =t o233 ¥ 1834 (bou-
nding) Y& YA 22 Fshiizle 47 govt
TR Z2 A2 (X(1), t 2> 0fo] 54 d=4 (sto-
chastic monotonicity)°lvt &3 EHAA(sto-
chastic convexity)& 7} mdle &93ql HY
TR PEE Aol 4 F vk HEH B2
HEWTY 2719 ¥ E(F partial ordering)-S
A% Ngo 2 A8 Ao ol th 7] o] & Foll A
olol @el] S-457 gl /NWFo]Z (Stoyan, 1983
AZ), 457 EH2AL FEUSY )il
T 22HA Ao BT YL 32 #3157
A= A e)xt(Shaked and Shanthikumar(1988
a, b), Shanthikumar and Yao{1989)).

2 EEY EHE FoMAEE & £ ole b A
A EA4E XD, t2>>0)0] vlZ= Z2ajxql
73-%ol Ef(X())¢] A4 3l bounding WYL A
Alste Heolx, T o #¥9 ¥
4 FA2A o]EE 2FE 2 T4 &
Fo8 MEAZ HIYe 2] vizx ZaA~
M HgH A £8 FHES Aolue
Zeolvk: FMSY 71el Al 2] 4% g 7)o axs
EYHE ) vl T QA BYsSE 2 gl
22 2 =89 Fie oy Foldj4] AgHez
o] 42 4 glegjEly R, o]& $3 $-4 2%
A e gy, HER TALG) BY §
S G 2 A& A, A nlEe
ZEA LA e]E 4L o] 43 EFA EHX
()9 bounding W EL A e}, gollA o}
FE ZEAAcjA o] Ao UEY 2AES
AATE b AT AR E B4 33 de A
WEe] B $842 HEG F 54
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2. B85 @x4

7t Az A A BF e L o
744 A=l A7k Aplaget £agal e
AT GFgE e §EUTE A4 £ 9
th olE® Aladgg YAl 248 o A
299 AFEZE g v TEEF § gl o)
e 2 shersie Ao Wal g o st g
A2% v Hpe] AL ©C R(EE N
I, dilde s AT 0 FT FE 2EAS
Y Al2wdoll &) $-2] 2] B4le) oju g HEoF {X(0),
o€ @l Utz A}, o) of AA= o8 X(9)2
HELERF Flx, 008 vihd5E B 4 qld,
X(6)7} 0el) wret sl 7he el s B4l 4R
3ol 7h A 09 3 HY 0t A 2
Heleh, &0l FAH o2 {X()}e e T3 ST
R(EZ N7lA Ao ¥4qs . S—R7
Fo A& =@ EfX(0)E 0 e HAgee &
AE LA BA, o] W £8] @EFrhg ghis)
2L 1 295 A 29 Eioln 4
Ao e 22 2pA o] TS Ei(X()
o 4R2 FAE F siciw HAH FA E =
=8 F F U4g Zolidh old g} g e
M3 A £ v,

(A9 2.1) BE F713 ol sl ELX())7}
84 Z7igHold (X(8), 0 € ©) = SI(stochasti-
cally increasing) ¢]v}.

(2] 2.2) BE 27} EHA(EA0| ) g4 fof
i Ef(X(61D7) 04 7 EAYA(FAon) @
Tl {X(0), 8 € ®} = SICX{stochastically inc-
reasing convex) (SICV : stochastically increasing

concave) ]t}

H$EHTFEZY A7IE vl @Bk stochastic or-
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5 hapdy Suwsags o] 8 ol E =2 g

Aol Ae] FHEA 7 (]9

dering® ¥3e 74 S19) 22 #Eq g
3 o]u] 7 o] Eolr} A A o] oA a9
HAkelejyd EEE Wel 459 st (Ross
(1983) 843 Stoyan{1983) F=). old] s«
HEAL ZEAA HA3E T3] A< 2
A R FU2A Hygo] AldAo R
Y5t He d ofF 4 Alad ¥R 48
s Alxrh 296 ge] Ad=gdn. 2y
AZHd g5, - AT $HeLE (B
2.2)9 5% A$(EX(0) T2 EX(0) 9 244
DE SHsldlE, ¥laE i Aage 3
el GRS B A4 R FE e 242
g7 Elo] & F3& 2 5 Aok ¢lE o (HY
2.2)8] 573 AL MM e H7] A2 S
B = EN(p)2| §3+&oad factor) pell
gk 2HAagE Bolrl $13] Grassman{1983),
Lee2}t Cohen(1983)%- #ij-+ HAZE P& 53
gk, § (A4 2.2)& R AdLled
Mrgoelrt elell glztsled ZTHAEE FRI=
A e}, =3 BE4 ¢ A4k (concvolution, mix-
ture, composition 5-)of W} (2 2.2)¢f o]
ZE3le AE ¥ s oigE.

Shaked$t Shanthikumar(1988a)E °l={¥ @3
£ SESL gt 5 G2 £
Bl sk zedd 5 gle AEAE 29
24& ALszT YEAHE A2 (sample path ap-
proach)ell 28 F&x<ql F MY (constructive
proof)& i3kl

54 Slell dsiAe o3 2 4EFR <
3 AAAe] A gl

uﬂﬁz\é 5

(A4 2.1) 9keF {X(9), 6 = 8} 7} Siele+ &
6= ©° 3l X(@)o} & X5 2R ool Wl
Z7 4 (a.s. e, FE8 &E3 7 probability
space) A A #EAFE Y(0)rt SA gt

(#9) Kamae et.al. (1977) Thl. %=

AEARAA Y HEAl Tt LM, 4

o| EA3-& 7z} SICX(sp) (stochastically increasing
and convex in sample path sense)®} SICV(sp)
{stochastically increasing and concave in sample
path sense) 3 F&314, (R9) 2, Do =& <
o] E-& thga ol Ao 4 glvh

(49 2.3) 8, <0, < 8:; < 8:°) 2 6—6,=0,~0s
& BEYE ZE 60, i=L 2, 3, 49 sl
otele] =4 (), (i), GiDE 5s= iy 2
BWg Z, i=1 2, 3, o) EUY ETLNA
Ao 4 glad (X(0), s 0} SICV(sp)EJu_
“;'_1'3}51 1, Gv), WE WE53e i g8d
Z, v 20 3 47 FUY HEFTLAA 24-15‘
T al 2 {X{(8), 6 € 8}F SICV(sp) &t 2gic},

() Z~X@®), i=1L 2, 3, 4,

(D) 2-72 <Z~Z a.s.

(i) max(Z,, Zo Z) <Z a.s.
(iv) Z—2,>> 2~ Z; a.s.

V) Z, < minZ, Zs Z) a.s.

(o) §f ~ & SUY FXTE 23RS Yl

(F2) 919 "ol A% EAX(EA 1) 27}
F5e Frhge] BA ARNEFAE) 4dE
ol Folde ¢ & k. & 2AG), (v
Azt AT EAC| RS ¥AHER Ak,
(i), (W& 7ML P98 £,

SICX(sp)= SICXEx} 74¢ &84 o7 o
Il {X(8), 6 € 6}7) SICX(sp) 8] 422 71
AgAe 2 SICXe] 448 24 "vH(Shaked and
Shanthikumar(1988a), Th3.6). =&k {X(8), 8
€ 07} SICX & Hol7)$i3 SICK(sp) ¥&
101?1 FEE, ol (A9 2.3)9 2AES

F271% $EHEPES o] Je 75H
ol o) wla zhdslA) A 4 glek, t‘}“r7
SICX(sp) & SICX ZAE3h= vl ¢ /4T BEH
E4 (S E9d convolution®] vt mixtured] =& 3l
th) £¢ JHAE $17] gl Be Aol Bl
HejslA A4 & gl Adelvh & =M=

mrﬂm
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o7 A Aol WA mEALY A,
53] vhmE xeAsg A6 e gEgel
=

i FkgE .

3. UbEE Z 2 A 20 4 L)

A A
3-1. &84 =y

2 Aellde 07} Al del FH et w4 F
BAEA HEH I Q= kR E ZE A A A]7be]
@& Hzgol} Aol i3 ol Bah &
g7l 2H¥ w2 =2~ AbegEzHstate
space) S7} FHAe Y4E 008 ZT BRE $A
3% (partially ordered) 273t A-$4lH, S&
N*={0, 1, 2, -}al 2} oReh ZA} e
AFRHL ATE TH e A9 2E AAHQ
Al A8 Ao|t}, A A&X|} F2 o
A7 Al 25 ZEF e ol4kA| 7] w)
RE ZTEHLE vRE Alelgiy REFE §
ot StZZ A e} R M o5 e E2AH
F¥ Z3E 238 5 9.

(#2 3.0 =tz = A4l {X., n e N* o4 X,=0
a.s. °l%, 2E xS dl& PIX. > x | X..=i}7}
¢} =7 ggeld N, n€ N} (nel 98} SI
oltt.

(%) Stoyan, 1983 p64(Th 4.2.42) ¥= W

A4ATY whmE xaAsY FSdE o]
A TP e B2 22 2AL BUY
& 9=k

(M9 3.2) otEE TEAHAX(), t> 0ol A
BE xe 8 W3 PXE > x| X(0)=i}7t i9
Z7tgeld, X(0)=0a.s. ¥ o {X(1), ¢t O}=
(tll THaf) Slejd}.

($7) #2419 2=, W

(A4 3.2)8 2A-& tFsles vfI L T2 A
FolA HEAQ o2 7o) & Sl Wi
$)8}A 4-4-=3= birth-death processZ & 4 Uvk

(WA 3.3) X(0)=0a.s. ¥ = birth-death
process {X(b), t >0} (1o sl Slejct

(#7%) Ross(1983), p257 proposition 8.2, 3¢l
8 28 x € 8ol A& PX@® > x | X(O =i}t
i g 42 ¢ F ok W

Birth-death TEAH|L A2 m)§ o)
o|$¥Ee RYoER(GFAE 3.3)9 AL A
4302 A3 fr4dich, B YutAEd sl
ZEA A8 #EA g4 23E (A 3.0
% #F(uniformization) 718 (47 F2)-& AH4-314
Hep FAH22 g ol s} gt

(A2 3.4) State space’} N™°|3 generator”}
R 237} 7Hs¥Huniformaizable) FEEE Z
2A2 (XM, t2> 014 X(0=0a.s. °}jZ TE
x € o] sl

_}:} Rﬁ7]‘ i8] ZF}FE e (13
i>x

old {X(t), t>> 0} Sloidh,

(%) X, t> 018 2Udsls EAE 2
Tope TaA2E X, t2> 0= 32, {X. n
€ N*'}1& HolgE g P=I+R/AE ZE nl=2
Z Aqlolet st &7 R EI S, RE >0
ol 4 X(1) 2 Xy TUY BEE 2HA B2 (43
ZAZ) {Xvws t20 | X=0}°] SI¥S Reold =
eh, 2 Fejzl 2A (Ve 94

PX.>>x | §w1=.-}=§_ P;;=_>§ (Ry/ W) +Hx < i}

o,

- (2)

= 19 Evkger) =l (A= 3.6 94 (X,
ne Nje SI €8 ¢+ A= N, t2> 0} 94
SIPIBZ Xy, t2>0 | X,=0)0] SIUE ¢ +
(o] W & indicator ¥5). #
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ol -4t wiR= Tz Al e Ny g 121

Fi) @)% F9 A8 T3t (D Al
g =238 BHE F=2 Ak

®i<x2 4 z R7t 8l ZhE gl
() izxd = z Rt i9 F71ds E

D2z AQs BEYE chEx FA TRAL
(Markov additive process)2] &&3 EHAA4E
sishe 7lzrl Do, 76 #EfAe &5
(1991) ¢} A s BaEs] ok,

3-2. ulEE EZ 2 A~ HFFH
A

A w2 A qatd g e #EH
¥ 24e] ey

("= 3.5) X(M=0a.s. ol 2 ZE x> 0l A}
PIX.>i+x | Xu=ilel i8l $7hgeld {Xw n
> 0} SICX(splel+t,

(#9) Shaked and Shanthikumar(1988b) Theo-
rem 4.1 3=, B

ol E EZAAQY e (A .42 FE
Wye s s e AEste oo AMdE
g9 4 ol

(e 3.6) State space”} N*¢|3L generator”}
Re) =9L&7} 7153 (uniformizable) ohEZE ZE

Az XD, t2 04 X(0=0 a.s. °]Z EE
x> el o8l
E Ri(i+j)7]’ ig] %.7].@-‘{;:. Ciieebasianrsiraanansrnares (3)

ol {X(0), t_> 0} SICX(sp) ¢lrh

(F9) {X(0), t>0}F Sdstsl= HAFE ()
Fol= T2 ALE (N, >0 313, (X, n
€ N*}& Ae|gts §3 P=I+R/E Ze o1&
= Aoz} dbH FiA 2713} (F] 3.5 &3
{X» ne N'lel SICX(sp) & & 5 Uk <A

IN(®, t> 019 SICX(sp)4del 98] {Xnw, t> 0}
8] SICX(sp) Aol whalv}(Shaked and Shanthi-
kumar{1988b) theorem 3.1 #=). A

4. FFAE ¢]8E3% bounding

o] A} Abel-3-2H(state space) §C N*<} Aeoj&+f
(transition rate matrix) Q3 ZE FIEE Z2
A& X={X(1), t > 0}= Zads A EfX()E
A4tstzl A= "1 X0 Polf<p(transi-
tion function)

Pi()=PX(®=j | X(®=i}, i, j€S, t>0
............................................................ (1)

£ patedel shed % G438 714 (uniformiza-
tion . (Keilson(1979}, Ross(1983) =)o A4
Hol i} &,

g=E iESs

JES
213l X8} A4 A {generator) RE
R=Qi—m 1 j&S

2 EF8% o, 7} v=suplg, i< S} << wold
EE > vol Rd "ol

P(t)= E=Oe'“(rt)" p"/n!

P=I+R/r(J= G P) oo (3

# o] EWHE & olrh

(DE o] &84 P(OE F8= zie]l Kolmogo-
rovdl ol Ale) g shnc ALt AL
3t21ek S8 FR7E A we} B Fo el
A|7ko] ZolulA] Hug Bl &3 whye] ¥
a3 o ofe] Wl (Rt PFHe F A
T8 A4 Fo|WA 2% AXYL AEH 2
Atx ¥Ee] Sumita®t Shanthikumar(1986),
Ross(1988), Yoon¥ Shanthikumar(1989) 5l 2|
sl A¢sdch. 53] Yoon® Shanthikumar(1989)
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ol A U3t ZPE il ol 43t 1% (discretization)

2 A}gsted P(D)o) ol §t oel7bA A ALk
P& AAEA et o)At 7 e FAls FeiA
q4:a] 7 2] v}RE X 2 A 2= (continuous time Mar-
kov chain}& HA3 F2A1E (stopping times)
o4} T}y o] 4pX|7ke] mfm A ol (discrete
time Markov chain) 2.2 gtEe}, F-ofal A7k tol)
A9 X tol 713 23T FEAZ, TX9
o] AR 7t nhZE A Q12 Atef), X 2 2 FAME A]7)
= Hgelrh.

w3 F1 Y€ & o 423 o185l g+ ()4
28 AolHE WPE 2= vtz AL (X, ne
N} 2od 24k (N, t2 017} rate rd
Eopg Z2A2Y o X(1)=XnoZ 34 vizE
Z2 A2 X={X(t), t > 0= da vlEZ T2 AL
X¢t Z27|8%E $¥r7L 2o @ FUd £EF
7¥xod, o] F4=(transition function)”} (2)71 ¥
2 2§ sle) o] W X8 S5 ZEAATT
Y2712 .

FARF ZaA 2 XA g e FRA
7H&(stopping times) & T2 slH

T%=0 w.p. 1.
ThA=min{ inf{t | N{t):=N(T*) }, That+d}

A=E[P(T*} ] 22 34,
A=(1—e™) (I+R/ 1) +e™l
=1+ (1= IR p --ireesrmermnsnninnnnnin (5)
o) A& o-g-3te] ozl o} Zo] P(D el AT 2AFE
TE 5 alvh
A=A, A =[t/d17 s (6)
(o] Alxl & x& A @+ Hd9 44
oAl & L e A #FE 5 ok
(#= 4D

(a) TP <t a.s.

(b) Hm ThAw=t a.s.
d—fl

(#%) (a)= 9%, (b)E Yoon and Shanthiku-
mar(1989) Proposition 8§ 3. W
ool o & FBAIZE A5t

T&R=0 w.p.1

Th=inf{t | NG+d) =N}, t> Th}+d,
D=1, 2, cerremseeeerriiii (7)

B=E[P(TP)] 0]t &had -orrrrememrressvrnnens (8)

B={(1—e™) (I+R/r)B+Hem], eomeerrremrrans (9)

2 H 3 p(oel W3 = skt SAbg
By =B, e()=[t/d]"
(e] o) [xl"& x¥c} 27 @42 H9 AP)E
d¥ F Aok Bl e (Fel 4.0 74
SHA ch3 A2 F83 4HEE IRT 5 U,
(B2 4.2) BE > 00 s
(@ T%w>t a.s.

(b} lim T*%w=t a.s.
d—0
($%) ()& H&, (b)= Yoon and Shanthiku-
mar(1989) Proposition 103=. W

(A8 4. D7 (9] 4.2)9) (el J8 d& €4
7H A0S B(oE 338 PO 7174 A&
A3 4 sl ¥ ]9 Yoon and Shanthikumar
(1989l 8 = AgA= BgAe) AEHA.
el o] E-& boundingel]l AFHAHOZ o] 4¥ o
A Aelvh o|ZL ohSF AL AHE o)
H},

(#e 4.3) @2 Z2AA XU, t> 0Pt
Slejd, 2B 713 £ ¢ SR} t 2> 0o o+

b 5f(j)Aoj(t) <EHX® | X(O=01<Z Sf(j)Bo,-(t)
is - ie
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ol 7 vhmE A we}

E[#(X(Thw)) | X(@=0]= % Sf(j)Ad(t)
EL(X(T%0)) | X(0)=01= _}:E Sf(j)Boj(t)
o]o2 (10)e] Agdct. W

(F) (A 4.9 4337 A= dF
7} S7} partially ordered space©] = §&} #4147}
golebe 2R FEa),

QoY B¢ A52 X049 2235 (F2 su-
rvival 3% bounding® F Yed O =1x>
k= 23 (A9 4.3)% 584 !

(HEAY 4.3 | ¢l2E Z2AA X0, 2>
017} Slel® BE k < 8ol d&]

L A0y <PX® >k | X(0)=0}<XZ Bt)y
ik - P>k

o] A 3ol QF3 vhZEA LY S 2AH
Aysted birth-death ZEALE B|EE 0$
W gk vl A <l (1005 (12)& 48+ U2
o]t

(A 4k4)

=2hgo] 5ol 2 A7) Aulage] 19 M/
M4 loss queueing systemoll A A2+ toff A]2&%)
ol gl A8 £8 X022 53 {X(, t > 0}
& AHE7 $={0, 1, 2, 3, 4}l A A4 birth-
death process?} B-& & & vt °] # generator
R&
00

5 5 0
{1-6 500|
R=‘0 275 0|
lo o 3-8 5:
lo 0 0 4 -4l

o] k. E 4.1.¢l4 (12)2] A=t AL ¥

=3 & 5ol (1208 JA 7 LAAZ PP el
n=t/d 3o $71 ¥l o=t WAzt AH FepAe
AL BF € 5 vk o) o e dUsY
(2)% 237} 10° °]317F H=% truncation®}
T3t

- 5, THMAEAGE o]-8F bounding

ojd Al B R} F&sA P(DE ALE
4 g€ WL o459 2ok 233 bounding
Bhyle Folns)2 sab. A U 7EE A
4% v (4.2)% 22 ol 4sld AAF trunca-
tiong A|Z1c} 2 > vl F& - oo st
olol @& A Atafe] Ags] golAlA Atk o2&
#8}7] #Ha) 432) o] 437 4 ofelr] e E A4
ste] A2 Hol HE F85A3 T, n=6, 1, 2, -
}& 25t A]AFE Poisson process {N(1), £ 2> 0}
9 2352 A5 BT d=k/r e]2E2 X
(0 B4 ELT )=t/ HE kel A X5 B2 =24
P()E 242 78 # vk F, C=(I+R
/0 d=[rt]", ey =[rt]"=} 34

Cl) =CHO(B-L (CHO) wmmeririiairmmmiiinis (1

£ x shte] P(ol di g 22 28 5 Slvh

(423 2& BYs 7P TAE > T
A 35 A]AF = Poisson AHE8] 24 XA el A vt
Aol {transition) 7} UHiEF Y& vlmE T2
A 25 VR e =Asgch oje) ube| vfEE
ZEAAE Foldl vlzE ZaA2d A3 K
#l <l Poisson process® FAIHEF s ol4tst
Aol g 4 e S 431 FUR 7)Y
{external uniformization)ol=sl ¥ E27x
(Yoon(1988)). ©] w9 FolE ZaAre (W
A)@ds} 72 gl BAgE ro] vi F Rt
sdrh A3d FAs} gl X9 TRALE
{To 0=0, 1, 2, ~-}& LAE ral iid A5 FEF
7t BE3HSES o2 TR =9, [T, n=0,
1, 2,-jel4 22% embedded st2ZE AU
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R 4 1PXW >k X(0)=0}2 ¥
A}zk Pl n k
1 2 3 4

1 1Ay - 9570343 . 8179084 . 5839276 . 2091967

Al aw . 9568488 . 8173027 . 5830374 . 2985353

Al . 9570286 . 8178896 . 5839908 . 2901761

B(t) 2 . 9572190 .8185113 . 5848137 . 2998553

25 . 9570402 8179273 . 58309554 . 2002174

2 Azk . 9825740 . 5007525 . 7054613 . 3804080

aA{g 21 . 9825165 . 5005506 . 7051461 . 3892590

pa . 9825723 9007463 . 7054517 . 3804906

B(t 210 . 9826303 . 9003499 . 7057667 . 3897317

a1 . 9825758 . 9007588 . 7054710 . 3895054

Ds=E[Py(T,)]
=1/ (q+)) kz gik Dyt (r/(q;"‘r))&-,-, LIiES

- (2)

Holag PH & Do} 3,

(] | &t i=jeld 1o]lx, ixjeld 0 e} @
Felet)

& A5

D= (]_-R/r)1 e e d e s e rrE  Aat s (3)
E €Z t=E[T]=k/r& HF3E k&= nol2z
PO E shie) 2Ag

D(t):Dd(:) (g% De(:)) (4)

=
=

g2 4 4,

Cint D= Al BD) w3 2} zstgh
TAgHE FE wdol® 2 (Yoon and Shanthiku-
mar(1989)} o} 5& o| 23} bounding2 (10) ] u] )
WS AR P F 4 ool 22t o]EL o]

43led wlaE s oA BEH Zus(EA

olB)Ae] a7¥ 7] wWiFe A& d4te] Hi v}
IE Z2 A2 B A gAd vl ook 34
FRAL Too? Tl AT o129 A4Ue B3
3,

(8o} 5.1)

(D Tuw <t {F 28 F7} S70l8 5 fol
& ELf(Tuw) ] < £(8))
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