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HIR B & ST A 0EBTE R G E M
EXBEKRY &HEHFX (Hisao Kameda)

BE: ZALv 27 VYT « VAT LORBIREEDLN S HBREFGFLITHE
F)ix. single-server (processor) > infinite-server (terminals) ¢ D HE
%32/ — FMarkovliBR&E 6478 % v bV -2 2AISECH B, . ETIVAHD
B g 7Y — REEME, processor KBWTRE - EHEE DL T3, &
Y g 79 Bprocessor DFIHK (HIAVIITEHEEIFHE) 2BRE TS
PV EERR 7 PV ETE2E FABNEHERT P EXEBRT IRV a2 —
DY T HRAREET 2D BT+IEA 2RO,

1. BLak

Coffman HiZ. BRI/ S AY s 7HENHS. infinite-source single-
server queueR BT A3 AV 1=V VY IFRDVWTEZEL: 87 5 20HER
Poisson ©., ¥—E AR, /5 ATELRAEARZEVEH > HBENI L2 TS
ATehd. HEFEEL LT, 8757 A0V 1 7T AEHCENBIEEER L
+THHERS P ARELBNL, £LT. Coffman Hix. BERIN BHHEENS b
WREZENKEEE, ENEEBRTEIRS V1V VYT HRXRBXFETI DD
BN 5H %7 (Coffman and Mitrani[19801) . X HKK, £/ 7 RDHY—E R
BN GIREEZE CH AN, A7 Y 1 —Y v ¥R Anonpreemptive &6 HIBE
Limear 2T, SloERRE Shtr5(Gelenbe and Mitrani [1980]),

BA LYy 2TV T e v 2T LOMBIKIZ, LYBENREFVE LT, fi-
nite-source queueing model (ARFBEHLITHETIN) REX BN TV S,
(FREEETVRSES IS5V IV 270K HVBENRE (X
{¥. Kameda [1984])) . K clx. By 5 7% SDfinite-source queueing
model KBV T, LR HAUOERRELNI 2R T. T TEXIHEN
J Nk, BY 2 TR T B (processorn) FIR 2B ERET 5. [Thpy
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5. (processeriHBiT3) &Y 3 70V ENHE2 B8ER L T3 GEKFHX Y

bwﬁﬁ%nkb%héo]%bt ExbRkMER7 FVEAERTBZ RS

-V /7ﬁﬁb=#ETéfb®M%+ﬁ%#%ﬂib6. Th, HREEOR
"Eﬂ:@lﬂﬁﬁk bERT 3.

2. TN

ICTCERBETNR. ZOOY—EREvEE MDY 3 72 B A%
B&EbTHxry b7 -0 Chd. — DY —ERXE X (processor XHER
(2. single-server MBHKY, Va7 REICHEINZLBHB. liHD
-t X+ & (terminalsFER) 1. multiple-server 26K Y. 2 f
serverl3 B —DOV s 7RHBL, V2 TRHLINBZTLRBEV., Y27 ]
{X. processor ‘C‘S!Zﬂal/u , terminals TEBI/v 0. IBEY - XElO6%
BBRT3 ):?‘Z)o

2V 42— v FHRA: processor TEHONAZRY Y 12— ) Y I HRR. KO X
SKHEEMTERS :
(i) work-conserving T¢»H 3. T4xbbH.

(i-1) ¥ 2 78 % BEidprocessor ZY—EX KT RV,

(i-2) Va7 09 —ERBETTIRIKENDY 5 7 Hprocessor K3
LRV, oT, BV 37T DBERY — txﬁﬁomﬁﬁtmw
CERTERR, EOEREERAVR L RTERY,

(IDRF 21—V v OREREBVT. BESSUVBEOEROAH VS,
CORFTa—) VI HROBREIE. KDbDOEEL : FCFS, preemptived LU
nonpreemptive priority, preemptiveds X (*nonpreemptive LCFS, processor

sharing, generalized processor sharing, %,

KDL RMBEES ORI T2V I HREER LS. FAZOV 2 TR
processor KT 3L 58V AT L0RBOHO2FY 2 —20RBLEX
S(Z) tHHbES, P(Z) &, RES(Z) o bbT. P(Z, ). ¥
25 ADRERS(Z) ©dH Y hoprocessor BTV 27 #H—CRthehdiEd
HEErHLDbT. RES pHL0BBOEG LI, KN FR BV TRAKFEY
Yo, RES pH50BBEROMEEEShT LT 5. |
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%A TEORES(Z) b, FEDY 3 7i(i ZZDEK) Hprocessor
I3 &kd. ERBRoHLE. I.le(Z, THB. RES(Z) HHhoD.
HFE2EDOY 3 7k(k 3ZOEECIERV) Dterminals 2R ENBZ3 LK KB, B
#BoE&HX, WP(Z) tHhb. T

3. zP(Z, D) = P(Z) .

TR, £40G) t(D)EEETIXFYVLi-V VYT HRZ, KB EBIBWY
T, 5L BE~T,

BEAE. “hid, FEONIVHEMEEG, DB EBRBOBREEIS L
K-> RSN, O

HHENI b V27 j KT S, processor KB SFBLERBET; 2XD
5. HEBMNZ (T, Ty, ..., TY 2TeERDT. Va7 jKHT2

processor @%ﬂ)ﬁ%’ﬂjtib% > (U#processor FIfAR 2 352 23!:1 U;=1
r3) . FIFESS b, Uy, ..., B) 2UERbT. ChnbB 0K

U; = /0wy (T, + /01, j=1,2, ..., N. (2.1)
LS. FTRUEZBYZATLOMUERT PNV EEXBRT LK T3, processor KB
BRIV 2—= VYT HARSDE E. HERZ PV EXUTHE L, SBU%
EHTR3¢0 S5, AR EHEX7MVE, FREER T BRIV -) VT
FHABHFETEILE. ERTHECHI V5, ZRTEEEEXRT PLTRTD
#£#4%HEEXDLT. '

Finite-source queueing model D¥HE: U 3 7B S OHEEOEAM2 I rH
Lo M MOERE (BE) . [ KTORKK @B &L, 1y = v/, &¥2
L&,

o X
UM) = 1 - /(30002 1c . 1ep Djeg Fy) (2.2)

CTEFETD. EHKR, ETIHDLY s 70HESOEAENLEXDT., FH##A K
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2%, kotEBRE STV 3 (Kameda[1982]) .

#EE 1. processorDFIHE L, processor KRBT B3RV 1 -V 7T HRRK KB
T—ET. KOLOKEXDES:

EjeN Uj = U(N). (2.3)

#HE2. Noo. FEOZECEVERDEAZDY s 7R3 3. processor Fiff
ERBRKRERAOOLETDEZHAR. Zo4v s 7R, fiov s 7Y @En
preemptive priority 5 b3 ¢ THY.

Tiezl; = U(Z). | (2.4)

X QVBLY, ZRANDHEBEOERDPESATHDILE,. X QUEREIES
HER7 P VUOEARHT tRbe>, +4bb. H NoEEOURKDE
HEHE-T:

TNl = UN)LBEU

NOFEDZECEVWERDPESRZEHL T

2jezly = U2

3. EHTERYERZ P

AT OMEL2 X, HEXZ PV URERTETCH I3 HOLELZHEERL T
Wb, AKfficlk,. EnbeRB oG CcHHBILERT. HEHL2 15,

HC H (3.1)

AficikH=H" 232w+, .
9. mizing strategy ¢MIENB3 R V11—V T HREEXB. £L T,
H* DB EFRKD, mizing preemptive priority strategy O— DK k> TEHR X

4
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nad3 txnrt.

Mizing strategy: X4 ¥ 12—V Y7/ RS1,82,. . . ,Sk B8H32¢L &>,
processor ) & busy period BHZA S K BV T. FDbusy period FD R & ¥V 1 —
Dy 7 HREL TSI 2FFp(DTCEBRELOBAIVa2—- VYT HREEXX
S0 TOEOIBRARF V21—V I HRE. S1,S82,. . ., Sk kx¥d. 5
A—2p(1),p(2),...,p(k-1) & FDOmizing strategy XHER. H SN, Fific
AR XY 14— ) I HRKX 3+ Beizing strategy . HifioO X5 12—
YIHRDI ZAREGEND., TRARODVTROERXB LN,

EM2. S1,S2,...,Sk k43, X7 A—%p(1),p(2),...,p(k-1) .
mixing strategy R X3 FHE X7 r UK, R TcH5Ex BN 3.

u =z, p(i)u!

=1L, p(k) =1 -2‘{'{ p(i)THhHY, Ul B2 va—y I HERXSiI BEV

bt EnFHEXR b iEkdbT.

BESE. processor Dbusy period OFERA TV 1 - ) VI HRR EKBBRWVWI 2
(Kameda[1982], Corollary 2) mnSBbEhTtHb, O

BT REH D+ : preemptive priority HREZ, M2 BYBHBZILKEE
XN, “/“37'3'1, j2, e jN DlEWpriotityR’H5 x B Apreemptive

priority AR KB2HER 7 b g, P>, §y, ..., iy) TRDbES. (2.3)
¥ THE v ik, P, 2, ..., N, ...,P(N, N-1, ..., DON'E®D
HEk#d NKTBFE L BB, H %, chboinbBohafachd L
L&>:4abs, UBRH RAZnatdobBE+AL4R. P, 2, ...,
N, ....,P(N, N1, ..., DD> 5050 MEDEP |, P,,...,Py & MAOHK
T Ggs e (@20 2N apm DBBY. KRBT L THB.

_ N

EH2 OASi % preemptive HFRD—DrEX 32, H HWoFRToHEN

5
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7 PIVERERTETCHY, HOEZELMLHS

H*c H. | - (3.2)

LTFRARTEMI ks, H=H" =H %5+,

EEOFARKL rHAROEEOEAMMEIMOAE X2 H5hT) KL
<G(k,M) ZEDEOXEHRL L >, '

OB "SR LINCE I TED I S | (3.3)

o, (2.2) &Y,

UM) = 1 - 1760, M). (3.4)
T, FEDI, k, M(jeM) XL T,

GG MU (1) = G, M) + 1 G(kel, M). (3.5)
AHERL. %@#ﬁ%ﬁp;ﬁO§P<Q)8$U§?KPE%®%éZKﬁL
<

(g+1)G(p+1, Z)G(q, Z) > (p+1)G(p, Z)G(g+l, Z).

BEEE. CHIZROBREER., ZoAS I 3B FIRMEC X > TRIN

A

%}{I

G(p+1,Z)G(q, Z) < G(p,Z)G(g+l, Z). O
2., FEOECROEVREZBRABOEARY, Y',Y" LT
U(YuY') + U(YuY™ > I(YuY uyYy™ + U(Y).

BREE. £9. LoMBEZY ,.Y" BE4x—DDBRDAXSUHBARKOV TR
T. OB, #i8El XMEbhid. k&, 20E&EREEZHVT. Y',Y" A{EFEHEHD
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BReBUHEHRENE, O

HEES. HE0RRS 2o0EAZT $Z° rrHlT. (2.0) KBFAEERN
HYToEd+aE, Z2°C Z° 2D Z° 3.

BEEE. ZOBERPRMZ LBV EHREL., ENELFERFEIHINZ LR #
B2 #HVWTRING, O

#WEL. H' ORHEAU RHLT. U = Pl dgy -oos dy) BBEIR
preemptive priority HR (iy, iy, -0 IWWOBHFET B,

AW, U=, By, ..., B 2RH OE&THZELLS. H ORHKE
g, U° . NMAOBFHEORAXDY. ENSH0@BFHEO—O(2.3) kb
X, MAR2.4) OS5FE5RHWY P2 TcERbEINE., LRsT. U
BERE, ko MEOHE KR HER &L T:
Ejeziuoj = U(Zi), i = 1, 2, cees N,

REL. Z; O55—2O08KANTHY, MBANDECRVHEHBIRETHS.
#HEE3 LY. BAKRAKZ, . i=1,2, ..., N, oF_TovnT. (FS5H
TEEXBZTEREY) RKOBEBRRHENTS:

21CZyC...CZy = N, »2

Z]. ‘ijlt\ Zi‘zi_l (i=2, 3, '.;, N)‘iji%\ é‘#ﬁi@&ﬁﬁo

En@x. U &, #E2 LY. preemptive priotity HR (i .ig.....iy) O
BRI PVRBESTWRZ 2Hbnd, O

T3, HEEOBERS PVUREBRTE A5V 21— ) v I HAREET B 5
DLBE+REER. U € H tnadcethd,
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9. B, HC H (3.1), HE H 3.0%#Tv3, H @& bounded
polytopecd 0T, ML XYH'C H¥Lresioc,H ¢ H'c H*'E H
r&®Y. ch»d H = H = HY O

MR PVURERTETH A ERRINZI G, KOBER. shiEH
TR2A V-V VI ARERDBELTHDE. —DDEXN, Llidnixzing
strategyR & » TH X BN B, niz N3 Estrategye, 7 A—% 2 id,
Coffman and Mitrani[1980] WIR¥hico bk, REFBEEE AV THRET
¥ %, preemptive priority AR OMEENRY MV DBHiZ., Py, P,,..., Py 2
HUEXDE, BMERKRD LSRR EINS

NMBDIEAERDP, Py, --os P D IS NMEOATB TRV LS LT, KDHE
REMEIEILOKESL :

N! _ N! -
Zi=1 Pi°1 'bﬁo Zi=1 PiPi-U.

ZoERR. N+ HoBBFHRERH I8, z05>H MEXEITHY
(2.DEHL) . 2EDL MEOEBRBCRVWL>EMERSDT A LR
5. ThiE. 95, a = (9, 9, .ees Gy MEORBEZEAL. KORRG
BEEERL LR K- TkDBENS:

WEE#HE: p; 2 0 (=1, 2, ..., N, 20, a 20,

NC o N! U
P * 2o P = boar I, Py = U OFT

E?il pi%\ ?D%gﬁpi = O(i = 19 2’ ey N!)$ q0= lsq = Ut
BEsinplex HeRAMT 2. HIOfEl BXBH5hA 2 E, p,OEBU%E
BARLDDONRS A—2{HLE>T3B,

Coffman and Mitrani[1980] o infinite-source queue DA » [FEIK. miz-
ing strategy¢ld, &Y a2 7R A T3 FHLEHFHONPHERKELRBI I ERH
20T, EBADOIGHCRA#E I rbhihixv. L L., HEXNZ PUVRERT
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HETHBA RO YIXTIRE. NoBUERAr Y a—Y) v I HREZIRT
R EECH B,

4. BB oRE

HEHERECE. HEX7 PLVoRB2LTERDENRBZ b (K. YR T

AOFLEEBIT, = M (2 oy U - 1y, BE) 850, £0& >kt

ey B T SR, RBORRXY. PEREERRLT SHER b
ERDBEBRRAEING, 4. U], Uy, ..., U)) TRb Sh 5 M S
&>, COREHEORBEBBRKRDLSKXRING:

BEI&HE: 2N U; = UN)  BLYV

NOEEOECRVWHEBIREGZEHNLTE 5, U; £ U(Z) o FT

A= £y, Uy, oo, UY) RBAMET B,
ﬂ%;%.”,%)ﬁﬁfbétbx5oimt§\C@ﬁ%&\&ﬂﬁkt
U, RFiRMERRERE 8B, IHKI, f(*) BTRTOU KOV TEITHE

ThHArTBRE. BERNXED L S Kuhn-Tucherf# i & - tHBMA T bR B
(72 & 2. Shapiro[1978] £HE):

af(Ul,Uz,-..,UN)/an*' YN"' 223,], 7ZC N YZ= 0, jeN,
2N U = UN), 2ONOEEOZETRVABNERAZEHL T

J

=L, YN b YzliLagrange%&i})B:b?‘o

KOTERIKDES>THE: ZZvhX-finite-source queueing model
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BT, FEOFHHER VU EERTIZAI V12—V Vv I HARGEET IR
b@ﬁ¥+ﬁ%#&.Uﬁ&@%#&ﬁt#ckrhé:

2ENUj=MN) DONDOEENLZECRVBOEAZHRL T

) U, SU(Z) ~#EL.UN), U(Z) k(2. t5xbhad,

JEZ
AR AT RERTETHEAOORE. LAORBEL (1) E0b
BEbikkdbhns., '
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