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ON AN APPROXIMATION OF AVERAGE COST PER UNIT TIME
IMPULSE CONTROL OF MARKOV PROCESSES

LUKASZ STETTNER*

Abstract. In this paper we consider impulse control of continuous time Markov processes with
average cost per unit time functional. This problem is approximated using impulse control problems
stopped at the first exit time from increasing sequence of open sets. We find solution to Bellman
equation corresponding to the original problem and show that stopped impulse control problems
approximate optimal value of the cost functional.
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1. Introduction. Let (X:) be a Feller-Markov process on (Q, F, (F)) taking
values in a locally compact space E with metric p and Borel o field £. The process
starting from x at time O generates a probability measure P, and we denote by E, a
related expectation operator. We shall assume that Markov semigroup 7} defined for
h € C(E), the space of continuous bounded functions on E, as T;h(x) = E, {h(X,)}
transforms continuous functions vanishing at infinity Co(F) into itself. Process (X;)
is controlled by impulses V' = (7;,&;) consisting of an increasing sequence of stopping
times 7; and impulses &;, which is adapted to the available observation till time 7;:
at time 7; the process is shifted from the state X, to the state & at the cost of
c(X:,,&) > ¢ > 0 and follows its dynamics until the next impulse. We assume that
impulses shift the process to a compact set U C FE, i.e., £ € U and the cost function
c(x, ) is positive, continuous bounded and uniformly bounded away from zero by a
constant ¢ > 0. Furthermore to avoid multiple impulses we assume that for z € E
and £,¢" € U we have ¢(z,€) < c(x, &) +c(¢,€). A strategy V = (15, &) is admissible
for z € E if 7; form an increasing sequence of stopping times (possibly taking the
value 0o) with lim; ,o 73 = 00, Py-a.s. To describe the evolution of the controlled
process we introduce a construction of [26, Section 2], which follows ideas of [23].
Namely, we consider Q = D(R™T, E)>, where D(R", E) is a canonical space of right
continuous, left limited functions on RT taking values in E. We assume that (F}')
is a canonical filtration on D(R*, E) and inductively define F/'"* = F* ® F;. The
stopping times 7; are adapted F} x {), D(R*, E)}* while the impulses ¢; are adapted
to F! x {0, D(R*,E)}>. The trajectory of the controlled process (V) is defined
using coordinates 2™ of the canonical space Q, i.e. Y; = z} for ¢t € [1,_1,7,), with
70 = 0. Given an impulse strategy V following [26, Section 2] and [23, Chapter 5 and
Appendix 2] we define a probability measure PV on Q. Our goal is to minimize over
all admissible strategies the functional

L. 1 v ™ n .
=1

assuming that (7,) are such that E,{r,} < oo, where f is a continuous bounded

function and 7, is the state of the process before the i-th impulse with a natural

meaning if there is more than one impulse at the same time. Alternatively we can
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consider average cost per unit time functional
5 1oy [F > _
(12) (o (7)) = liminf ~E} {/O F(Yy)ds + ; Lncre(at, &)}

Impulse control of random systems is intensively studied from various points of
view. Such control problems have many applications: in finance (cash management,
portfolio optimization) [13], [4], control of the exchange rate [18], optimal harvesting
[29], [1], inventory control [5] (see also the first chapter of [6] for other applications).
Impulse control of diffusions and diffusions with jumps was studied in [6], [3]. Average
cost per unit time impulse control problems were studied first for fixed cost of impulses
in [24], [25] under uniform ergodicity assumption and then for so called separated cost
in [26] and in [27] under quasicompactness of transition semigroup. The problem was
also studied under some compactness conditions in [12]. Ergodic impulse control of
diffusion processes in a bounded domain was studied in [15] and [22]. An extension
to an unbounded domain (real line) was then considered in [14]. Average cost per
unit time impulse control for Levy process was studied in [8]. In the case of compact
state space and constraints the average cost per unit time impulse control problem was
studied in [17]. This kind of cost functional is also important in mathematics of finance
under the name of Kelly criterion - see [16]. In particular impulse control appear in the
case of growth optimal portfolio under proportional transaction costs in [10] and [7]
and references there in. Average cost per unit time impulse control in a general (locally
compact separable) state space was considered in [21]. This paper is an extension of
the last paper. Namely in the paper [21] discounted approximation approach was
considered. In this paper we consider another approach based on stopped impulse
control with increasing sequence of domains. We use stopped impulse control approach
i.e. we stop the controlled process when we enter a boundary of an open set. We
consider a sequence of open sets increasing to the whole space and obtain a sequence
of impulse control problems which as we show approximate original nonrestricted
control problem. This way we obtain a nice approximation procedure to original
impulse control problem. As one can see e.g. in [5] unrestricted impulse control
problem with average cost per unit time functional is difficult to solve numerically
even for rather simple inventory models. The method proposed in the paper seems to
be natural approximation procedure which justifies computational intuition. In the
paper we use stopping results from the paper [20]. We consider first the functional
in a weak form (1.1) and then study its general form (1.2). Several nontrivial results
concerning ergodic optimal stopping are of independent interest and are shown in the
appendix.

2. Stopped impulse control problems. Let O be an open set in E such that
sup,co Bz {(70)?} < o0, for 70 = inf {s > 0: X, € E\ O}, which means that 7o
is the first exit time from . We shall assume that stopped semigroup TCh(z) =
E; {h(X¢)1li<r,} transforms C(F) into itself. Consider stopped impulse functional

(2.1)
Tn\TO n )
JO(x, (73, &)) = liminf ;EV{ /O F(Ys)ds + ; 1Ti<Toc(:v§_i,§i)}.

n—00 E}E/ {tn AT0} °

Let for « > 0
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E;/{ fQTO e_asf(yvs)ds + Eil 17 <70 e_aTic(xj—iagi)}
(2.2) Aq = inf inf
zcU V E;/{ OTO e—asds}

)

TO o0 )
(23)  wale) = infEY { / e (F(Ya) = Aadds 3 LcrgeTc(at, € ),
0 i=1
where V' stands for impulse strategy (7;, ;). We clearly have that
LEMMA 2.1. For each a > 0 we have

(2.4) ;relfU we(z) = 0.

Proof. For x € U and any impulse strategy V from (2.2) we have that

TO o0 )
(2.5) 0< EX{ / e~ (f(Yy) — Aa)ds + Z 1Ti<Toe_o‘”c(xZ.i,§i)}.
0 i=1
Consider now z. € U and V¢ such that

EY { Jy© e f(Vo)ds + 0, Lcroe™ T clat, &) |
€ TO —as
EY { 0 € ds}

Then
(2.7)

TO oo ) . TO
0< IEL/{/ e s (f(Ys)—)\a)ds—i—Z 1Ti<Toe_o‘”c(:vzn,§i)} < €Ey {/ e_o‘sds}
0 0

i=1

and since EY" { [/ e=**ds} < 1 we complete the proof.

We characterize now the discounted value function w,.

PROPOSITION 2.2. Function w, defined in (2.3) is a solution to the following

Bellman equation

28 wale) e, { [ T s (X))~ A)ds + ot A0}

where Mv(z) = infeey [e(x,§) + v(€)] for Borel measurable function v. Furthermore

we € C(E),

(2.9) [wa(2)] < [|f = AalEa {70}

and [Xa| <[]
Proof. Let for v e C(E)

(2.10) Fy(z) :=infE, {/T TO e (f(Xs) — Aa)ds + 1T<To€_O‘TMv(XT)} _
T 0



4 L. STETTNER

When v(z) > 0 for € U then also Mv(x) > 0 for x 6 E and by Theorem 4.1 we
have that Fv € C(F). Consider a sequence w? { O TS (f(Xy) — /\a)ds},
wk(z) = Ful(z), witl(z) = Fw"(x) for n = 1 One can show that

TO n )
(211)  wg(z) = inf E;/n{ / e (f(Ya) = Aa)ds + D L crpe “Tie(al, &')}a
0 i=1

where V" is an impulse strategy consisting of at most n impulses. Clearly w(z) is a
decreasing sequence converging to we (z).
Since

TATO
(2.12)  w™(z) = infE, {/ e (f(Xs) — Aa)ds + 1T<Ton‘TMwZ(XT)}
T 0

letting n — oo we obtain (2.8). Notice that inf,ecp wq (z) = 0 and therefore Mw, () >
0 for x € E and Mw, € C(E ) and finally using Theorem 4.1 we have that w, € C(F).
Furthermore since ¢(z,£) > 0 we have

TO o0 )
wo(w) < i BV { [ e = Aallds 4 3 Trcroe et 0} =

=1

@13) B [l = dallds} < If = AalEs {ro)

and similarly
% e S '
>3 _ —as _ ) —QT; T . —
Wwa(z) = H‘}f E; { /0 e f = Aallds + ; Iricroe c(:CTi,fl)}

@B~ [ Uf - Nallds} 2 ~I1f = B {ro).

where in both approximations the infimum was obtained for a strategy without im-
pulses, so that we have (2.9). The fact that [A,| < || f]| follows directly from (2.2). O

We consider now undiscounted impulse control problem.

THEOREM 2.3. We have that

(2.15) lim Ay = A = 1nf 1nf JO( (73,&))

a—0

and there is a function w € C(E) which is a solution to the equation

(2.16) w(z) = inf E, {/Owo(f(xs) — \)ds + 1T<me(XT)}

such that inf,cy w(xz) = 0.

Proof. Since [Ao| < ||f|| one can choose a subsequence a,, — 0 and A such that
Aa, — A, as n — oo. By (2.9) we know that w, are uniformly (in ) bounded by a
constant L (since sup, E; {70} < o0). Since [Mwq (z) — Mwa (y)| < supgey |c(z,§) —
c(y, &) the family {Mw,(z),a > 0} is equicontinuous at each point and bounded by
|lc|| + L. Therefore there is a function v € C(F) and a further subsequence of a;, — 0
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for simplicity again denoted by «,, such that Mw,, converges uniformly on compact
sets to v. Let

(2.17) /wa<x>::infma:{J/TAﬂoea5<f<x;>—-xa>ds+-1f<foeafu<x;>}.
T 0

For z from a compact set K and given € > 0 and 7" > 0 such that sup, g M <e
one can find by Proposition 2.1 of [19] R > 0 such that

(2.18) sup P, {Ti<r p(z, X(t)) > R} <e,
zeK

where p is the metric on E. Since B(K, R) = {z : p(z, K) < R} is a compact set, for a
sufficiently large n, say n > no we have sup,c p(x, r) |MWa,, (y) —v(y)| < &. Therefore
forz € K

[Wa, () = Wa,, ()| < sUp By {17 <rp|Mwa, (X7) —v(X7)[} <

supEy {1rcrolro<rlx e r)E + (lro>r+

Lrcrolro<rlx. ¢pk,r)) (lel + L)}
(2.19) <e(l+2([c]l + L))

Moreover since |A\,| < ||f]| and v is bounded we have

TATO
|inf E, {/ e"*(f(Xs) — Aa)ds + 17-<7-Oemv(XT)} -
T 0
TATO
infE, {/ (f(Xs) = Aa)ds + 1-,—<-,—O’U(X-,—)} | <
T 0
TATO
sup E, {/ le=* — 1| f(Xs) — Aalds+
™ 0

(2.20) Lrcrole™® = 1u(X7)|} = 0

uniformly as v — 0. Since

e {77000 < At + 1ot | -
inf E, {/Owo(f(xs) — \)ds + 1T<Tov(XT)} |
(2.21) <o = AE; {70}

we finally have that w,, () converges uniformly on compact subsets to w(x) of the
form

(2.22) wwwﬂgm{éﬂmqag—Mw+quan}

Then also Mw,, converges uniformly to Mw, which means that v(z) = Mw(x) and
therefore w is a solution to (2.16) and w € C(E). Since inf,cpy wq(x) = 0 we also
have that infzecp w(z) = 0.
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Iterating (2.16) we obtain inductively for each positive integer n

w@yqﬁEf{Ammﬂﬂn)_nﬁ+

Vn
(2.23) Z 1Ti<TOC(Iii)€i) + 17, <row(Tn, gn)} )
=1

where V" denotes impulse strategy consisting of at most n impulses. We restrict
here practically to impulses which at time 7;4; depend only on the behavior of the
controlled process after time 7;. Using the procedure as in section 7 of [2] we can
show that extension to general impulse strategies (depending on the whole history)
does not change the value of w. Then similarly as in the proof of Lemma 2.1 for each
n we have

(2.24)
—w(z) +EY" {fOTOM" F(Ys)ds + 307 Lrjcro(at,, &) + 1Tn<mw(€n)}
)\ = inf n '
v EV" {0 A Tn}
Let for each € > 0 the strategy V" be an € optimal in (2.24) i.e.
(2.25)
—w(@) +EY" { [ F()ds + Ty Lrcrocl@h, &) + Lr,<rotw(En) }
At+e> .

EV" {t0 AT}
Then either B
o (i) liminf,, oo BY* {70 ATy} = o0 or
o (i) liminf, oo EY* {70 ATy} < o0.
In the case () taking into account that w is bounded we have

B {70 F(V)ds + XLy Lncroc(ah € )
(2.26) A+ e > liminf

D > A
n—oo Ez® {70 A0}

Let N(0,7) be the number of impulses in the time interval [0,7). Then since w
is bounded and ¢(x,&) > ¢ > 0 we can restrict ourselves to stopping times 7; and
strategy V" such that for each n

-
(2.27) A+g>_wM+—w@%HE;{NmJ@A%n
- E;/En {TO /\ Tn}

Then in the case (i4) we have that Eye {N(0,70 A 7,)} for a suitably chosen subse-
quence ny is bounded and therefore

(2.28) BV {lfnk«ow(&nk)} =0
as k — oo. Consequently for & such that w(Z) = 0 we have

E;/E {fo‘ro/\‘rn f(}/s)ds + E?:l 1Ti<7'oc(x3’ﬂ€i)}
(2.29) A+ e > liminf

n—oo E;/En {ro N0}

> A\ a

Summarizing (2.26) and (2.29) we obtain (2.15). Since A is defined in a unique way in
(2.15), any subsequence of A, converges to the same value A equal to (2.15) therefore
we have convergence of A, to A as a — 0.



AVERAGE COST PER UNIT TIME IMPULSE CONTROL 7

Remark 2.4. Notice that it may happen that for an optimal impulse strategy we
have EY {70} = 0o as we can see in the example below.

Ezample 2.5. Let E = [0,00), we have deterministic movement to the right X; =
z+t flx) = (f+2*) AM with M > /¢, ¢(z,6) = ¢ > 0 and U = [0,1] and
O = [0, M). An optimal strategy is to make shift to 0 as soon as we are at \/c or
above it. Starting from 0 we reach /c at time \/cand A = f+£+/c+ % Controlled

process under this optimal strategy never exits O.

3. Bellman equation. Denote by O,, an increasing sequence of open balls in
E with radius m. In this section we shall need the following set of assumptions:
(A.1) Markov process (X;) has a unique invariant probability measure p and there
is a continuous solution ¢ to the additive Poisson equation (APE) associated
with f such that for any bounded stopping time 7 we have

(3.1) o) = E. { / (X - p))ds + q<XT>} ,

and additionally ¢ is bounded from above by a constant K and (¢(X;)) is
uniformly integrable.

(A.2) for each m the stopped semigroup T,°™ transforms C(E) into itself.

(A.3) for each m for the first exit time 70, we have sup, ¢ E, {(70,,)?} < o0,

(A.4) for each T > 0 we have that P, {70, < T} converges to 0 uniformly in = from
compact sets, as m — oo.

Remark 3.1. When there is a bounded on compact subset function K and v > 0
such that for f € C(E) we have |E, {f(X:)} — p(f)| < || f|| K (x)e” " then by Lemma
2.2 of [21] there is a continuous solution to (APE) and uniform integrability of ¢(X})
corresponds to uniform integrability of K (X;). Then

2= / (F(X.) — ul(f))ds + a(X,)

is a uniformly integrable martingale. Let I' = {z : f(x) > u(f)} be a compact set and
suppose that for each x € E we have E, {TT} < oo, where Tr = inf {s > 0: X € T'}.
Then for x ¢ T

Tr
(32) q(z) = Eq {/0 (f(Xs) — p(f))ds + CI(XTF)} < B {q(Xmp)}

and by continuity ¢ is bounded from above. More general sufficient conditions for exis-
tence of solutions to (APE) are formulated in Theorem 2.3 of [9]. Sufficient conditions
for (A.1) were studied in Lemma 2.2 and Lemma 3.18 in [21].

Let following Theorem 2.3

)

T T %) i
53 A it il B {J5om T F(V)ds + 52 Lrirn, ancl@h &)
. m) = inf inflimin
(m) zeU V T—oo EX{TOm/\T}

g0 @ =i [0 - N+ L, M)}

and infecp w™(§) = 0.
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Remark 3.2. There is a usual problem how to understand

inf E, {/O 9(Xs)ds + h(XT)}

for g,h € C(E). We can consider it as

AT
liminf E, {/ 9(Xs)ds + h(—XT/\T)} ;
T—o0 0

which coincides with E, { [ g(Xs)ds + h(X,)} with random non necessarily bounded
7, when we assume that E, {7} < oo and take into account quasi leftcontinuity of
(Xt) (see Theorem 3.13 of [11]). Consequently if we know that for optimal stopping
times we can restrict ourselves to stopping times 7 such that E, {7} < M then
inf. E, {fOT g(Xs)ds + h(X;)} is the same as the infimum over all bounded stopping
times.

We have the following main result

THEOREM 3.3. Under (A.1)-(A.4) for every convergent subsequence of A,y such
that im A,y = A < pu(f) we have that

(3.5) A= ixvlfJ(x,V)

and there is a continuous bounded function w such that infecy w(§) =0 and
(3.6) w(z) = inf E, {/ (f(Xs)—Nds + Mw(XT)} .
T 0

Furthermore (3.6) defines an optimal strategy V= (ﬁ-,éi) for J:

71 = inf{s > 0:w(Yy) = Mw(Yy)}, Tny1 = Tn + 71 0 07,, where 6; is a shift
operator corresponding to the controlled process (Y;) and & = arg min, ey (c(2f ,2) +

Proof. Let w™ be a solution to Bellman equation (3.4) (which exists by The-
orem 2.3). Assume that A¢,,) = A < u(f) —a, with a > 0, as k — co. Since
Muw™ (x) < |lc|| +inf,ep w™ (2) = |lc|| and Mw™* (z) > ¢+ inf,cy w™ (2) = ¢ >0
as well as [Mw™*(x) — Mw™*(y)| < supgcrs |e(x,€) — c(y,§)| the family of functions
(Mw™*) is bounded and uniformly continuous. Therefore there is a further subse-
quence, for simplicity still denoted by my and a function v € C(FE) such Mw™*
converges uniformly on compact subsets to v such that ¢ < v < ||¢]|. By (A.1) and
the fact that Mw™ >0

w™(2) = inf By {(10,, AT)(1(f) = Am)) = 1(Xro,, Ar)+
Lrcro, Mw™(z,)} + q(z) > q(z) +
(3.7) inf B, {(70,, AT)(1(f) = Am) = A(Xro, ar) } 4

so that assuming that \,, < u(f), taking into account that w™(z) < Mw™(z) < |||
and ¢(-) < K, in infimum in (3.7) we can restrict ourselves to stopping times 7 such
that

lell — g(z) + K

(3.8) . {(ro, A7)} £ 55
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Consequently for a sufficiently large k, say k > ko we see that we can restrict ourselves
in w™ to stopping times 7 such that

(3.9) E, {T(’)mk /\T} < w
Let
810wl = e { [T 00 s+ 00,0 |

By the same arguments as above we can restrict in (3.10) to stopping times such
that (3.9) is satisfied. Clearly z,(x) is a nonincreasing sequence and let z(x) :=
limy, 00 2m (). We are going to show that z(z) is of the form

(3.11) (x) = infE, {/OT(f(XS) _ )\)ds—i—v(XT)}.

We also can restrict in (3.11) to stopping times such that

(3.12) E, {r} < llell = g(@) + K

Therefore there is an e-optimal stopping time 7 for (3.11) such that for some deter-
ministic 7" we have 77 < T, P, a.s.. Then

0 < 2zm(z) - 2(z) <E, {/Omm ’ (f(Xs) = A)ds + U(XfomAT:)} -

E, {/T (f(Xs) —)\)ds—i—v(XT;)} te<
0

E; {7} =70, ATCHIf = Al + |lel|Pe {70,, < T} +¢
(3.13) < P.{r0, <T}T|f -+ |c|Pz{r0,, <T}+e,

m —

which by (A.4) converges to e. Consequently z is of the form (3.11). By Theorem
4.3 we have that z € C(F) and since by Proposition 4.2 functions z,, are continuous,
using Dini’s lemma we have that z,, converges uniformly on compact subsets to z.
We shall evaluate now the difference between w™* (z) and z,, (x). Using (A.1) we see
that we can restrict ourselves in z,,, to stopping times 7 such that (3.9) is satisfied.
For such stopping times we have for k > kg

E. { / ) - Am))ds} ~E, { / ) - A)ds} <

(x) + K

Cll —¢q
(3.14) [Ex (70, A7)} gy — M < INZID TRy 0y,
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For stopping times 7 satisfying (3.9) we also have (recall that ¢ < Ma@™* < ||c||)

Ex {1r<ro,, Mu™ (X;)} —Eu {0(Xro,, ar)} |
<E: {Lr3ro,, }lldll+
By { Mu™ (Xro,, nr) = 0(Xro,, n) P <
Ev {1r2ro,,, Lo, <1} el + Ez {1r2ro,,, 1ro,, >} llel +
Ex { Lro,, arsr (Mw™ (Xeo,, ar) = 0(Xro,,, ar)) } |+
E; {1ro,,, nrorlell} < Ba {1ro,, <} llel +
E, {1rom /\T>T} 2|c|l +
{ i AT Lo X o, AT)SR(Mwmk(XTomk Ar)—

v(Xro,,, ar) I +Ex {1mmkmglp<myx@ wzn el
mE
(3.15) = by + ex + gk + i,
where e} < and by, converges to 0 uniformly on compact sets by (A.4).

For z from a compact set K and given ¢ > 0 and 7' > 0 one can find by Proposition
2.1 of [19] R > 0 such that

Ex{rom, AT}l
T

(3.16) sup P, {Ti<r p(z, X(t)) > R} <e,
reK

where p is the metric on E. Therefore for T sufficiently large e, < e for all k and x € K
and for fixed T for large enough k we have that by, < e for z from K. From (3.16) we
have that hy < €l|¢||. Finally for z € K there is k1 such that for k& > k; on the set
{T@W AT < T}ﬁ{p(z, Xro, ar) < R} we have | Mw™* (Xfomk ,\T)—U(Xmmk )| <
€. Therefore for x € K and sufficiently large k we can make by +ex + g+ hy, arbitrarily
small.

Summarizing (3.14) and (3.15) we obtain that |w™* (z) — 2z, (x)| converges to
0 uniformly on compact sets. Consequently w™*(z) converges to z(z) uniformly
on compact sets and additionally infeey 2(§) = 0. Therefore Mwy,, (z) converges
uniformly to M z(z) = v(x) and

(3.17) (x) = infE, {/OT(f(XS) _ \)ds —l—Mz(XT)},

which completes the proof of (3.6) with z = w. Iterating the last formula we obtain
inductively for each positive integer n

(318)  w() = nfEY" { | e ds+Z i, 6) +w<gn>}.

where V™ denotes impulse strategy consisting of at most n impulses. In fact, we have
first (3.18) for so called shifted impulse strategies (see the definition in section 2 of
[2]), which then can be extended using technics of section 7 of [2] to any impulse



AVERAGE COST PER UNIT TIME IMPULSE CONTROL 11

strategies consisting of n impulses. Notice that we can restrict ourselves to stopping
times such that (3.12) is satisfied. Then

NP R o "o
(3.19) )\Zl‘glfmmf {/0 f(Ys)dS+;C($w§i)+w(§n)}

and then for any impulse strategy V (since w is bounded on U)

1 Tn LN
. < . . - V ; i l
(3.20) A < liminf £ {Tn}Ew {/O F(Yy)ds + Z;c(xﬂ.,ﬁ )},

with equality for an optimal impulse strategy V defined by (3.6). This completes the
proof of (3.5). O

Remark 3.4. Note first that by (A.4) we have that
(3.21) Em{mm} — 00

as m — oo. In fact, Em{TOm} > TP, {70,, > T}. Letting m — oo, using (A.4) we

obtain liminf,, o Ez{nf)m} > T for any T > 0 form which (3.21) follows. Then for

no impulse strategy we have using (A.1)

) B AL SO0} go) ~E {0}

E, {T@m } E, {mm }

Letting m — oo, taking into account that ¢ is bounded from above we obtain

(3.23) -~ E. | {I’z "E (Xf)ds}
Y TO.,

> pu(f)

When ¢ is bounded we have equality in (3.23) and in Theorem 3.3 we can write
limyy, 00 A = A < u(f), and when A < p(f) we have (3.5) and (3.6).

We can now formulate a result concerning the functional (1.2).

PROPOSITION 3.5. Under the assumptions of Theorem 3.3 for any impulse strat-
egy V' we have that

N - ;
(3.24) A< 11Trglogf TEI { /0 f(Ys)ds + ; lTiSTc(a:n,gi)}.

If for the strategy V defined in Theorem 3.3 we have that limyp_, o %EZ {w(Y7)} =0
then

(3.25) A = inf J(@, V) = J(z,V).
Proof. Tterating (3.6) for any T' > 0 we have
T NT n )
(326) w(x) < E¥ {/ (f(}/s) — )\)dS + Z lTiSTC(I:-iagi) + U}(Tn A YT)}
0

i=1
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with equality for the strategy V. Taking into account that any nearly optimal strategy
V consists of at most a finite number of impulses on the time interval [0, T] we obtain
for any such strategy V'

T oo
(3.27) w(w) <EY {/ (f(Ys) = Nds + D Lrcre(at, &) + w(YT)}
0 i=1
with equality for the strategy V. Then since w(Y7) < ||¢/| we have

Loy fT - ;
A< l%rni,loréf TEI {/0 f(Yy)ds + ; L <re(ay,, &) + w(YT)}

1 T il ,
2 < liminf —EY Y, 1, L&
(328)  <lminf ZE} {/ Vs + 3 trsrela, s>}

and (3.24) follows. For the strategy V when limp_q %EV {w(Yr)} = 0 we obtain

x

equality in (3.28), which completes the proof of (3.24). d

COROLLARY 3.6. Under the assumptions of Theorem 3.3 assuming additionally
that the set G = {x : f(x) < A} is compact we have that the function w is bounded
and consequently we have (3.25).

Proof. We use an analog of (4.14), namely
TANTq
(3.20) w(z) = infE, / (F(Xa) = A)ds + 1y crp Mu(X) + Lrgerw(X) b -
T 0

Then since Mw(x) >c¢>0

(3.30) w(z) > c+infE; {lr,<,w(X1g)},

which is bounded from below by continuity of w and compactness of G. Since w < ||¢||
function w is bounded. O

4. Appendix. We recall Theorem 4.3 of [20] (formulated there for supremum of
stopping times)

THEOREM 4.1. Assume that f,G,H € C(F), G > H and o > 0. Under the
assumptions that T,Co(E) C Co(E), TP C(E) C C(E) we have that
TATO
We () ;= Inf E, {/ e~ f(Xs)ds + lrcroe” TG(X )+
T 0

(41) 1TZTo€7aTOH(XTO)}

is continuous and bounded and an optimal stopping time T is given by the formula
(4.2) mr=inf{s > 0:ws(Xs) > G(X;s) or X, ¢ O}.

For an undiscounted case we have

PROPOSITION 4.2. Under the assumptions of Theorem 4.1 andsup,c Eq {(10)?} <
oo we have that w, converges uniformly to w, as a — 0, where

(4.3) w(zx) = ig_lem {/OTATO f(X9)ds + 17, G(X,) + 17.>TOH(XTO)}
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is continuous bounded and an optimal stopping time T* is given by the formula
(4.4) ™ =inf{s>0:w(Xs) >G(X;) or Xs;¢ O}.

Proof. Since 1 — e~ < as, we have

(o) o)l B { [ = e lds +- (-6 v ) <
(45) 9B, {(r0)?} 171 + ok {ro) (1G] v 1) }

from which the convergence and continuity of w follows. To show optimality of 7*
recall so called penalty equation corresponding to wg, see (4) of [20]:
(4.6)

w3 (z) = E, { / e (F(X0) + Bl (X)) — G(X.))) ds + e%H(Xm)} .

By Lemma 2.2 of [20] such function w? exists and by Proposition 2.9 of [20] it decreases
to w,. For any stopping time 7 we can write

wg(:zr) =E, {/OTOM e s (f(XS) + ﬂ(wg(XS) - G(XS))Jr) ds + 17<7067°‘7w§(X7)+
(A7) lrp<re “TOH(X,,)}.

By Theorem 4.3 we know that

(4.8) mr=1inf{s > 0: ws(X;s) > G(Xs) or X, ¢ O}

is an optimal time for ws. Let 7¢ = inf {s > 0:w(X;)+¢e> G(X;) or X, & O}.
When ||wa —w|| < € we have that whenever wq (Xs) > G(X5) then also w(X;) + € >

G(X;) which means that 7¢ < 7. Consequently from (4.7) we obtain
(4.9)

TONT®
wh(z) = E, {/ e f(X)ds + 1yecrpe T wh (X ) + lTo<Tee_o‘T‘9H(XTO)} .
0

Letting in the last equation 5 — oo and then o — 0 we finally obtain

(4.10) w(z) = Eqy {/Om ’ FX)ds + Lrecrow(Xee) + 1TO<TEH(XTO)} .

It remains now to notice that 7¢ with ¢ — 0 form an increasing sequence of stopping
times which by quasileftcontinuity of (X;) (see Theorem 3.13 of [11]) converges to 7*
and therefore by continuity of w we obtain

(4.11) w(z) = Eqy {/Om ’ FX)ds + Lovcrgw(Xoe) + ITO<T*H(XTO)} .

completing this way the proof of optimality of 7*. 0

We finally formulate an ergodic stopping result
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THEOREM 4.3. Under (A.1) let f,w € C(E) and u(f) > 0. Then

(4.12) z2(z) := inf E, {/ f(Xs)ds + w(XT)}
T 0

is continuous and an optimal stopping time 7 is of the form

(4.13) ™ =inf{s > 0:2(X;) > w(X;s)}.

Furthermore for any stopping time o we have the following version of Bellman equa-
tion

(4.14) z(z) = iITlfIEm {/OT i f(Xo)ds + 1 cow(X,) + 1U§-,—Z(XU)} .
Proof. By (A.1) we can write
(4.15) (2) = a(a) + Il E, ()7 + w(X,) — g(X,)}

Since ¢(z) < K for x € E, to show continuity of z it suffices to prove continuity of
the function

(4.16) o(z) = Wl E, {u(/)7 + g(X,)}
where g(z) = —q(z) + K + w(x) + ||w|]| > 0. To show continuity of v we consider
discrete time problem

(17) vs(a) = inf Ba {u(f)7 +9(X2)},

where 75 is a family of stopping times taking values in {0,46,...,nd,...}. Consider
Bellman equation corresponding to (4.17). We are looking for a function r such that
(4.18) r(z) = (u(f)d + Psr(x)) A g(x) := Tsr(x).

Notice that by (A.1) function ¢ is continuous and for each n also Pj'q is continuous.
Consider two sequences (r,,), (7,) of functions approximating solutions to (4.18) de-
fined as follows ry(x) = T5(0)(z), ro(x) = Tsri(x), F1(x) = Tsg(x), F2(x) = Ts1(z)
and inductively 1, ,(z) = Tsr,(z) and 7,41(x) = Tsrn(x) for positive integer n.
Now, 1 (x) > 0 and 7 (x) < g(x) and by monotonicity of Ts, we haver, ,(x) > 1, ()
and Tpi1(z) < Ts7,(x) so that r,(z) is a nondecreasing sequence while 7, (z) is
a nonincreasing sequence of continuous functions. Let r(z) = lim, o1, () and
7(z) = limy,_y00 7 (x). Clearly r is lower semicontinuous while 7 is upper semicontin-
uous. Moreover one can show that

(4.19) r,(z) = inf E. {u(f) (T And) + 1rcnsg(Xr)}
and
(4.20) Tn(x) = Ti&f_é E. {u(f)(t And) + g(Xrans)}-

In both problems (4.19) and (4.20) we can restrict ourselves to stopping times 7 such
that

(4.21) E, {7t And} < 9)

u(f)’
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so that letting n — oo, by Fatou lemma we have

(4.22) E, {r} < &)

u(f)

Therefore choosing e-optimal stopping times for r,, satisfying (4.22) we have

(4.23) 0 <7n(z) —1,(2) <€+ Eo {1rzns9(Xns)}

and since by (4.22) P, {7 > nd} < #‘(7;?7)1 5 using uniform integrability of ¢(X,s) and
therefore also of g(X,s) we obtain that r(z) = 7(z) is continuous and coincides with
vs(x). Let now T a e-optimal stopping time for v(x). We can restrict ourselves to
stopping time 7 such that (4.22) is satisfied. Let

s =inf{(n+1)d:nd <7< (n+1)5,n=0,1,...} and 75 = 0, whenever 7 = 0.
Then

0 <wvs(x) —v(z) <e+pu(f)d+

E, {w(X7) — w(X7) + ¢(X7) — ¢(X7)} <
(424) e+ (u(f) +2fINS + Ex {lr<r(w(Xs,) — w(X7)) + Lrsr2fw|}

since by the definition of ¢ we have that E, {¢(X;) — ¢(X.,)} < 02|/ f||. For = from
a compact set K and given € > 0 one can find by Proposition 2.1 of [19] R > 0 such
that (see also (3.16))

(4.25) sup P, {Ti<r p(z, X(t)) > R} <e,
reK

where p is the metric on E. Furthermore for a given compact set B(K,R) =
{y:p(y,K) <R} for a given ¢ > 0 and v > 0 by Proposition 6.4 of [2] there is
K > 0 such that

(4.26) sup Py {Ji<i plz, X(t) > 7} <e.
z€B(K,R)

With the use of (4.25) and (4.26) we can evaluate for § < k
[Ee {1r<r(w(Xry) —w(X7))} <
Eo {1r<7lx,epm (W(Xr,) —w(X:))} ]+ 2llwle <
(427)  [Ex {Lrerlxenim Lo, xop <o (0(Xr) = w(X) | + 4]l

By continuity of w it is uniformly continuous in a compact set so that for a sufficiently
small v we have that

(428) B {Lrerlx et m Lo xopes (0(Xn) — w(X) ) <.
Summarizing (4.24), (4.27) and (4.28) taking also into account (4.22) we finally obtain

9(z)
u(f)T’
so that vs(x) — v(x), as § — 0, uniformly in = from compact sets. Consequently v

and then also z is a continuous function. This completes the first part of the proof of
Theorem 4.3.

(4.29) 0 <ws(x) —v(x) < e+ (u(f) + 2 f1D6 + 4lwlle + & + 2[|w]|
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Consider a finite horizon stopping problem

TNAT
(4.30) zp(z) = i]lefIEm {/0 f(Xs)ds + w(XTAT)} .

By Corollary 1 of [28] we have that zp € C'(F) and therefore an optimal stopping 7
time is of the form

(4.31) mr=inf{s > 0: 27_4(Xs) > w(X,)}.

Clearly zr(x) is decreasing to z(z), as T — oo and since both functions are continuous,
by Dini’s lemma we have convergence uniform on compact sets. Stopping times 71
are increasing in T and 7 < 7*. We know that we can restrict ourselves in (4.12) to
stopping times 7 such that

Jw| — q(x) + K
1(f) '

Clearly 7* also satisfies (4.32). Furthermore 7p — 7* as T — oo. Then we have,
using quasilefcontinuity of (X;) (see Theorem 3.13 of [11]) and (4.32)

(4.32) E. {7} <

(433)  r(z) =B, { / " p(X)ds + w(XTT>} S E, { / " H(Xods + w(XTJ}

as T — oo, which means that 7* is an optimal stopping time for z.

It remains to show (4.14). Notice first that by (4.18) ms(nd) = p(f)nd +vs(Xns)
is a submartingale and letting 6 — 0 also m(t) = u(f)t + v(t) is a right continuous
submartingale. Consequently also m(t) = fot f(Xs)ds + z(Xy) is a right continuous
submartingale. Therefore for any bounded stopping time 7 and stopping time o we
have E, {m(7)|Frprs} = m(r A o) and

/OW f(Xg)ds 4+ 2(Xrp0) < E, {/OT f(Xs)ds + Z(XT)|FW} <
(4.34) E, {/OTf(Xs)dH1T<UZ(XT)+1Ug7w(XT)|FTM}

Subtracting from both sides of 1,.,2(X,) and then adding to both sides 1, <,w(X)
we obtain that
(4.35)

B [ rxods w26 { X+ 1 oul(X,) + Locrs(X0)}.

Since in the definition of z we may restrict to stopping times 7 such that (4.32) is
satisfied such stopping times can be approximated by bounded stopping times we
have that

(436)  =(x) > infE, { /0 " XS+ 1y w(X) + 1U<TZ(XU)}

for any stopping time o. The inverse inequality is rather obvious so that we finally
obtain (4.14). O
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