Palestine Journal of Mathematics

Vol 15(Special Issue 11)(2026) , 233-244 © Palestine Polytechnic University-PPU 2026

PERFORMANCE ANALYSIS FOR AN M /M /1 QUEUE WITH
WORKING BREAKDOWNS AND INTERRUPTIONS

V. Vijayalakshmi, J. Vimal Andrew and U.R. Ramakrishnan

2020 Mathematics Subject Classification: 60K25, 60J27, 90B22, 68M20.

Keywords: Queueing theory, M /M /1 queue, Working breakdowns, Service interruptions, Steady-state analysis, Stochas-
tic decomposition, Waiting time distribution, Performance measures.

The authors would like to thank the reviewers and editor for their constructive comments and valuable suggestions that
improved the quality of our paper.

Corresponding Author: V.Vijayalakshmi

Abstract The unlimited capacity Markovian queueing model with working breakdowns and
interruptions is investigated in this article. The model’s steady-state solution is reached, stochas-
tic decomposition, waiting time distribution and several performance measurements are pro-
vided. The numerical examples of the model are carried out.

1 Introduction

Queueing theory studies systems with congestion and delays, often affected by service inter-
ruptions such as server breakdowns [8], catastrophic arrivals [4], or preemptions [3]. Krish-
namoorthy et al. [8] surveyed models with both server- and customer-induced disruptions.

Unlike classical assumptions where service stops during failures, practical systems may op-
erate at a reduced rate, termed working breakdowns. Kalidass and Kasturi [5] initiated such
models, later extended by Kim and Lee [7] for disaster queues, Kalidass and Pavithra [6] for
finite-capacity feedback systems, and Ezeagu et al. [13] for transient analysis. Related studies
include Deepa and Kalidass [2], Srinivas et al. [18], Gupta and Kumar [19], and Rathore and
Shrivastava [20].

Models with combined breakdowns and vacations are relevant in manufacturing and ser-
vices. Medhi [11] developed the stochastic basis; Vijayalakshmi and Kalidass [14] examined
vacation queues with abandonments and feedback, while Vijayalakshmi, Kalidass, and Pavitha
[15] analyzed M /M /1/N queues with breakdowns and two-phase service. These works empha-
size the role of unreliability and vacations in system design.

This paper studies a system where the server, under breakdown, continues service at a re-
duced rate before repair. Section 2 presents the model, Section 3 stability, Section 4 steady-state
analysis, Sections 5—6 decomposition and waiting times, Section 7 performance measures, Sec-
tion 8 numerical examples, and Section 9 conclusions.

2 Model Formulation

We consider a single-server infinite-capacity queue with Poisson arrivals at rate \ and exponen-
tial service times with rate p. The server experiences partial failures, occurring exponentially
with rate o. During a failure, it completes the current service at a reduced rate py, < p, then
undergoes repair, exponentially distributed with rate vy, before resuming normal operation. All
processes are independent.

Let C(t) represent the state of the server at time t, defined as
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0, if the server is under repair at time t,
C(t) =4 1, ifthe serveris idle or providing normal service at time t,
2, if the server is serving at a reduced rate (working breakdown) at time t.

Let N(t) denote the number of customers present in the system at time t. Then, the joint
process {(C(t), N(t)),t > 0} forms a continuous-time Markov chain. We define

Bin(t) =Pr{C(t) =i, N(t) =n}, i=0,1,2,n>0.

3 Stability Condition

The system’s stability is analyzed via the matrix-geometric method. The infinitesimal generator
of {X(t),C(t),t > 0} is represented as a block Jacobi matrix with states in lexicographical
order:

Ao Bo
Ci As; B,

Cz A; B

Cz A2 B2

In this study, A;, By, and Cy are m x m matrices, with m = 3. The environmental process
is dictated by A,, whereas B, and C, are diagonal matrices. The elements of the matrix R are
defined as

- v
Ay = ,
° 0 01
A, - AOO’
0 )N O
[0 o0
BOZO,ua
L o O
[0 0 0
Clz O/J,O,
L m 00
(A 0 0
B, = |0 A0
|0 0 A

According to Neuts’ theorem [12], the steady-state probability vector exists if and only if
XBse < XCQG, (31)

where X represents the stationary distribution of the matrix ¥ = Cy + Ay + Bs.
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The vector X satisfies XF = 0 and Xe = 1, where e is a 3 x 1 column vector of ones.
Solving these equations yields the stationary vector:

X = (—(\+ @)y, vip, N+ pA+ o). (3.2)

By substituting into (3.1) and performing simplification, we obtain the stability condition:

N+ (1= )X 4 oy + iy — ) A < 0. (3.3)

Therefore, the system is stable if and only if the parameters )\, «, v, p, and py, satisfy the
inequality derived above.

4 Steady-state analysis

The balance equations for the steady-state probabilities of the model are given by

A+MPo = whP, n=0, 4.1)
A+7Pon = APon—1+wPrpy1, n>0, “4.2)
APio = P+ uPr, n=0, (4.3)
A+p+a)Pi, = FPon + pPiari + AP n—1, n>0, 4.4)
A+w)Py = aPiy, n=1, 4.5)
A+ )Py = aPip+APr,_1, n> 1. (4.6)

To facilitate the analysis of the system, we define the partial probability generating functions
(PGFs) for each server state as

Py(z) =Y Pon2", Pi(z) =) Paa", Py(z) =) Pyn2".
n=0 n=0 n=1

By multiplying the balance equations by suitable powers of z and summing over all n, we
obtain the following relationships among the generating functions:

2A1=2) +9]Ro(2) = Pa(2) = 0, 4.7)
o)+ (A1 =2) 4 p(1 = 1) +a)Pi(z) = (u(1-1)+a)Pyy, 4.8)
()\(172)+ub)P2(Z>70¢P1(Z) = 70[P17(). 4.9)

Solving the linear system (4.11)—(4.13) and setting z = 1 provides the marginal probabilities
of the server states expressed in terms of P .

R(l) = tho ro P , (4.10)
YHEs + QY pp — QA Ly — QYA — ppAY

+ — aMy — ayA) P
Al = (Vi + aypy — oy — ayA) Pro 7 @.11)
Yk + Yy — QM — QYA — pp Ay
P
P(l) = Ava Pro . (4.12)
YHEs + Yy — QA Ly — QYA — ppAY

Applying the normalization condition Py(1) + Pi(1) + P»(1) = 1 allows us to derive an
explicit expression for P .

Ve + Qs — Ay — YA — ppAy

Py =
Y+ oy iy

(4.13)
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The probability generating function (PGF) for the total number of customers in the system is
given by
P(z) = BR(2)+ P(2) + b(2) (4.14)

By eliminating Py, Py, and P from the linear relations, the PGF can be expressed in a
compact rational form:

A2 —Bz+C
== 5 P,
DR+ Ex2—-Fz2+G

P(z) (4.15)

where the coefficients of the polynomial are defined as

= 3N\,

6N + 2X (g + i + 7).
= 3N+ AQ2aps + pus + 1) + (4 ),

—4)3,
= ON 43N (ut o+ +7),

3N+ 202 (B + 2 + 2 + 27) + 2\ (o + ay + ),
= N+ AQupp + 2y + apy + oy + )

+ym(p+7) +3p+ o+ + .

QT QW

Finally, by combining (4.5), (4.7), and (4.9), the boundary probability Py can be expressed
in closed form as:

. aX (v + aypy — adpy — oy — )
0,0

— 4.16
’ Y+ ) [+ 1) 0+ o) T ayya) (4-16)

5 Stochastic Decomposition of System Size

This section examines the stochastic decomposition of the system size, a property commonly
seen in vacation-type queues. The concept was first introduced for retrial queues by Yang and
Templeton [16] and later extended by Artalejo and Falin [1] and Yang [17]. In this framework,
the system size is expressed as the sum of two independent parts: one for a standard queue
without breakdowns and another accounting for the extra load caused by working breakdowns.

P(z) = P.(2) x Pp(2),
where
- A2? —Bz+C a+pu—A— Az a
Pu(z) = (D23+E22F2+G)X< p—=A ERTERY
Cad(p = (u =+ N)2) | Azt M)
pupan (pr — ) Yl = X))’

P(z) = (11__;) -

In a standard M /M /1 queue, the system-size PGF is P.(z) [10], while in the present model
Pyy(2) captures the additional load from working breakdowns.
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6 Waiting time distributions

In steady state, let W be the waiting time of a typical customer with Laplace—Stieltjes transform
W*(s). Keilson and Servi [9] established the relation

P(z) = W*(\(1 - 2)), 6.1)

which holds under four conditions: (i) arrivals follow a Poisson process, (ii) customers find-
ing the server busy must wait, (iii) service follows the FIFO rule, and (iv) post-t arrivals are
independent of earlier waiting times.

As all four conditions are satisfied in the current model, equation (6.20) holds. Employing
(4.18), the Laplace-Stieltjes transform of the waiting-time distribution can be expressed as

3u(N—s)> —H\—s)+1

L e 1 i S [ N iy

(6.2)

where

= 6p+ 2(am + pup + 1),
= 3NuA+ Qo + pps + py) A+ pps (e + ),
N+ 3+t +7),
= 3N+ 20(3p+ 20+ 25 + 27) + 2(apy + oy + ),
= N+ M2 + 2y + apn + oy + ) + s (p 4 ) + 3+ a+ 7 + .

S T S

7 Performance Measures
In this section, we present derivations for several key performance metrics of the system.

(i) Expected number of customers in the system:

From equations (4.14)—(4.16), the derivatives of the generating functions yield

foy o —meXNaPro (Mat 4 y) — (s + py + o + oy + 7))
(Yagss + @y — adp — ayA — ppAy)
Py = (@A — Ao + oy + apy + ay)) Pig 3 ﬁ’ 7.1)
Yy + aypy — adpp — ayA — Ay T
/ B QAP o(y — N)
YH + QY p — Ay — QYA — ppAY
Mot +7) = (e + py + e + oy + )] NyaPry.

(Y + v — admy, — ayA — upAy)’

)

where

S =(yp + aypp — adpy — ayA) (N (e + o +9) = s + oy + oy + oy + y)) P,
T = (v + @y — adpp — ayA — mpy)’.

Hence, the expected number of customers in the system is

SR = Ay — Ay — ey N4y + ) = M + oy + o + ay + )
Y + ayin Yy + Yy — Ay — QYA — fip Ay
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(ii) Expected waiting time:

(iii) Probability that the server is undergoing repair: Py(1).
(iv) Probability that the server is busy: P;(1).

(v) Probability that the server is operating under a working breakdown: P,(1).

8 Illustrative Numerical Examples

In this section, we provide several examples to illustrate the behavior of the proposed queueing
model. Nine cases are analyzed in total.

Example 1. We first analyze the effect of varying A and i on the probability P, o by fixing oo = 2,
v = 3, and p, = 50. As shown in Figure 1, P increases with ;n when X is fixed, whereas it
decreases with X\ when . is fixed.

Example 2. Next, we study the dependence of Py(1) on X\ and i (Figure 2). For a constant p,
the probability Py(1) increases with \. Conversely, for a constant )\, the probability decreases
as (u grows.

Example 3. Figure 3 illustrates the impact of X and v on Py(1). When X is fixed, Py(1) decreases
as v increases. For constant -y, however, Py(1) rises with \.

Example 4. We examine the effect of X and i on Pi(1) (Figure 4). For fixed p, Pi(1) decreases
with \. On the other hand, for fixed \, Pi(1) increases with p.

Example 5. In this case, the influence of A and o on Py (1) is shown in Figure 5. For a constant
A, Pi(1) decreases with «.. Furthermore, for constant «, the probability decreases as X\ grows.

Example 6. Figure 6 demonstrates the joint effect of i and o on Py(1). For fixed p, the proba-
bility Py (1) decreases as « increases. Conversely, for fixed o, Py (1) rises with p.

Example 7. The effect of A and p on P,(1) is depicted in Figure 7. For fixed )\, the probability
P5(1) decreases as v increases. However, for constant pu, it increases with \.

Example 8. Figure 8 presents the effect of A and « on Py(1). For a fixed )\, P»(1) increases as
a grows. Similarly, for a fixed o, P5(1) increases with M.

Example 9. Finally, we investigate the dependence of the expected system size E(X) on u and
uy (Figure 9). For fixed py, E(X) decreases as i increases. Conversely, for fixed p, E(X)
decreases as iy, increases.

9 Conclusion

This paper examined a single-server Markovian queueing model subject to working breakdowns
and interruptions. We derived several important performance indicators and presented analyt-
ical results. To validate and illustrate the theoretical findings, multiple numerical experiments
were carried out, highlighting how different system parameters influence overall performance
and reliability.
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Figure 1. P, versus A and p

Figure 2. Py(1) versus A and p
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Figure 3. P,(1) versus A and

Figure 4. P, (1) versus A and
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Figure 5. P, (1) versus A and «

Figure 6. P (1) versus p and «
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Figure 7. (1) versus A and p

Figure 8. P (1) versus ) and «
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Figure 9. E(X) versus p and py,
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