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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 (Xt) be a Feller-Markov process on (Ω, F, (Ft)) taking
values in a locally compact space E with metric ρ and Borel σ field E . The process
starting from x at time 0 generates a probability measure Px and we denote by Ex a
related expectation operator. We shall assume that Markov semigroup Tt defined for
h ∈ C(E), the space of continuous bounded functions on E, as Tth(x) = Ex {h(Xt)}
transforms continuous functions vanishing at infinity C0(E) into itself. Process (Xt)
is controlled by impulses V = (τi, ξi) consisting of an increasing sequence of stopping
times τi and impulses ξi, which is adapted to the available observation till time τi:
at time τi the process is shifted from the state Xτi to the state ξi at the cost of
c(Xτi , ξi) ≥ c > 0 and follows its dynamics until the next impulse. We assume that
impulses shift the process to a compact set U ⊆ E, i.e., ξ ∈ U and the cost function
c(x, ξ) is positive, continuous bounded and uniformly bounded away from zero by a
constant c > 0. Furthermore to avoid multiple impulses we assume that for x ∈ E
and ξ, ξ′ ∈ U we have c(x, ξ) ≤ c(x, ξ′) + c(ξ′, ξ). A strategy V = (τi, ξi) is admissible

for x ∈ E if τi form an increasing sequence of stopping times (possibly taking the
value ∞) with limi→∞ τi = ∞, Px-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 Ω = D(R+, E)∞, where D(R+, E) is a canonical space of right
continuous, left limited functions on R+ taking values in E. We assume that (F 1

t )
is a canonical filtration on D(R+, E) and inductively define Fn+1

t = Fn
t ⊗ Ft. The

stopping times τi are adapted F i
t ×{∅, D(R+, E)}∞ while the impulses ξi are adapted

to F i
τi × {∅, D(R+, E)}∞. The trajectory of the controlled process (Yt) is defined

using coordinates xn of the canonical space Ω, i.e. Yt = xn
t for t ∈ [τn−1, τn), with

τ0 = 0. Given an impulse strategy V following [26, Section 2] and [23, Chapter 5 and
Appendix 2] we define a probability measure P

V on Ω. Our goal is to minimize over
all admissible strategies the functional

(1.1) J
(

x, (τi, ξi)
)

= lim inf
n→∞

1

EV
x {τn}

E
V
x

{

∫ τn

0

f(Ys)ds+

n
∑

i=1

c(xi
τi , ξi)

}

,

assuming that (τn) are such that Ex{τn} < ∞, where f is a continuous bounded
function and xi

τi 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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2  L. STETTNER

consider average cost per unit time functional

(1.2) Ĵ
(

x, (τi, ξi)
)

= lim inf
T→∞

1

T
E
V
x

{

∫ T

0

f(Ys)ds+

∞
∑

i=1

1τi≤T c(x
i
τi , ξi)

}

.

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
supx∈O Ex

{

(τO)2
}

< ∞, for τO = inf {s ≥ 0 : Xs ∈ E \ O}, which means that τO
is the first exit time from O. We shall assume that stopped semigroup TO

t h(x) :=
Ex {h(Xt)1t<τO} transforms C(E) into itself. Consider stopped impulse functional

(2.1)

JO(x, (τi, ξi)
)

= lim inf
n→∞

1

EV
x {τn ∧ τO}

E
V
x

{

∫ τn∧τO

0

f(Ys)ds+

n
∑

i=1

1τi<τOc(x
i
τi , ξi)

}

.

Let for α > 0
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(2.2) λα := inf
x∈U

inf
V

E
V
x

{

∫ τO
0 e−αsf(Ys)ds+

∑∞
i=1 1τi<τOe

−ατic(xi
τi , ξi)

}

EV
x

{

∫ τO
0

e−αsds
} ,

(2.3) wα(x) := inf
V

E
V
x

{

∫ τO

0

e−αs(f(Ys)− λα)ds+

∞
∑

i=1

1τi<τOe
−ατic(xi

τi , ξi)
}

,

where V stands for impulse strategy (τi, ξi). We clearly have that

Lemma 2.1. For each α > 0 we have

(2.4) inf
x∈U

wα(x) = 0.

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

(2.5) 0 ≤ E
V
x

{

∫ τO

0

e−αs(f(Ys)− λα)ds+
∞
∑

i=1

1τi<τOe
−ατic(xi

τi , ξi)
}

.

Consider now xǫ ∈ U and V ǫ such that

(2.6) λα ≥ −ǫ+
E
V ǫ

xǫ

{

∫ τO
0 e−αsf(Ys)ds+

∑∞
i=1 1τi<τOe

−ατic(xi
τi , ξi)

}

EV ǫ

xǫ

{

∫ τO
0

e−αsds
} .

Then
(2.7)

0 ≤ E
V ǫ

xǫ

{

∫ τO

0

e−αs(f(Ys)−λα)ds+

∞
∑

i=1

1τi<τOe
−ατic(xi

τi , ξi)
}

≤ ǫEV ǫ

xǫ

{
∫ τO

0

e−αsds

}

and since E
V ǫ

xǫ

{∫ τO
0 e−αsds

}

≤ 1
α we complete the proof.

We characterize now the discounted value function wα.

Proposition 2.2. Function wα defined in (2.3) is a solution to the following

Bellman equation

(2.8) wα(x) = inf
τ
Ex

{
∫ τ∧τO

0

e−αs(f(Xs)− λα)ds+ 1τ<τOe
−ατMwα(Xτ )

}

,

where Mv(x) = infξ∈U [c(x, ξ) + v(ξ)] for Borel measurable function v. Furthermore

wα ∈ C(E),

(2.9) |wα(x)| ≤ ‖f − λα‖Ex {τO}

and |λα| ≤ ‖f‖.
Proof. Let for v ∈ C(E)

(2.10) Fv(x) := inf
τ
Ex

{
∫ τ∧τO

0

e−αs(f(Xs)− λα)ds+ 1τ<τOe
−ατMv(Xτ )

}

.
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When v(x) ≥ 0 for x ∈ U then also Mv(x) ≥ 0 for x ∈ E and by Theorem 4.1 we
have that Fv ∈ C(E). Consider a sequence w0

α(x) = Ex

{∫ τO
0 e−αs(f(Xs)− λα)ds

}

,
w1

α(x) = Fw0
α(x), w

n+1
α (x) = Fwn

α(x) for n = 1, . . .. One can show that

(2.11) wn
α(x) = inf

V n
E
V n

x

{

∫ τO

0

e−αs(f(Ys)− λα)ds+
n
∑

i=1

1τi<τOe
−ατic(xi

τi , ξi)
}

,

where V n is an impulse strategy consisting of at most n impulses. Clearly wn
α(x) is a

decreasing sequence converging to wα(x).
Since

(2.12) wn+1
α (x) = inf

τ
Ex

{
∫ τ∧τO

0

e−αs(f(Xs)− λα)ds+ 1τ<τOe
−ατMwn

α(Xτ )

}

letting n → ∞we obtain (2.8). Notice that infx∈U wα(x) = 0 and thereforeMwα(x) ≥
0 for x ∈ E and Mwα ∈ C(E) and finally using Theorem 4.1 we have that wα ∈ C(E).
Furthermore since c(x, ξ) ≥ 0 we have

wα(x) ≤ inf
V

E
V
x

{

∫ τO

0

e−αs‖f − λα‖ds+
∞
∑

i=1

1τi<τOe
−ατic(xi

τi , ξi)
}

=

Ex

{

∫ τO

0

e−αs‖f − λα‖ds
}

≤ ‖f − λα‖Ex {τO}(2.13)

and similarly

wα(x) ≥ inf
V

E
V
x

{

−
∫ τO

0

e−αs‖f − λα‖ds+
∞
∑

i=1

1τi<τOe
−ατic(xi

τi , ξi)
}

=

Ex

{

−
∫ τO

0

e−αs‖f − λα‖ds
}

≥ −‖f − λα‖Ex {τO} ,(2.14)

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

We consider now undiscounted impulse control problem.

Theorem 2.3. We have that

(2.15) lim
α→0

λα = λ := inf
V

inf
x∈U

JO(x, (τi, ξi)
)

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

(2.16) w(x) = inf
τ
Ex

{
∫ τ∧τO

0

(f(Xs)− λ)ds+ 1τ<τOMw(Xτ )

}

such that infx∈U w(x) = 0.

Proof. Since |λα| ≤ ‖f‖ one can choose a subsequence αn → 0 and λ such that
λαn

→ λ, as n → ∞. By (2.9) we know that wα are uniformly (in α) bounded by a
constant L (since supx Ex {τO} < ∞). Since |Mwα(x)−Mwα(y)| ≤ supξ∈U |c(x, ξ)−
c(y, ξ)| the family {Mwα(x), α > 0} is equicontinuous at each point and bounded by
‖c‖+L. Therefore there is a function v ∈ C(E) and a further subsequence of αn → 0
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for simplicity again denoted by αn such that Mwαn
converges uniformly on compact

sets to v. Let

(2.17) ŵα(x) = inf
τ
Ex

{
∫ τ∧τO

0

e−αs(f(Xs)− λα)ds+ 1τ<τOe
−ατv(Xτ )

}

.

For x from a compact set K and given ε > 0 and T > 0 such that supx∈E
Ex{τO}

T ≤ ε
one can find by Proposition 2.1 of [19] R > 0 such that

(2.18) sup
x∈K

Px {∃t≤T ρ(x,X(t)) ≥ R} ≤ ε,

where ρ is the metric on E. Since B(K,R) = {x : ρ(x,K) ≤ R} is a compact set, for a
sufficiently large n, say n ≥ n0 we have supy∈B(K,R) |Mwαm

(y)−v(y)| ≤ ε. Therefore
for x ∈ K

|wαn
(x)− ŵαn

(x)| ≤ sup
τ

Ex {1τ<τO |Mwαn
(Xτ )− v(Xτ )|} ≤

sup
τ

Ex

{

1τ<τO1τO≤T 1Xτ∈B(K,R)ε+ (1τO≥T+

1τ<τO1τO≤T 1Xτ /∈B(K,R)) (‖c‖+ L)}
≤ ε(1 + 2(‖c‖+ L)).(2.19)

Moreover since |λα| ≤ ‖f‖ and v is bounded we have

| inf
τ
Ex

{
∫ τ∧τO

0

e−αs(f(Xs)− λα)ds+ 1τ<τOe
−ατv(Xτ )

}

−

inf
τ
Ex

{
∫ τ∧τO

0

(f(Xs)− λα)ds+ 1τ<τOv(Xτ )

}

| ≤

sup
τ

Ex

{
∫ τ∧τO

0

|e−αs − 1||f(Xs)− λα|ds+

1τ<τO |e−ατ − 1||v(Xτ )|
}

→ 0(2.20)

uniformly as α → 0. Since

| inf
τ
Ex

{
∫ τ∧τO

0

(f(Xs)− λα)ds+ 1τ<τOv(Xτ )

}

−

inf
τ
Ex

{
∫ τ∧τO

0

(f(Xs)− λ)ds+ 1τ<τOv(Xτ )

}

|

≤ |λα − λ|Ex {τO}(2.21)

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

form

(2.22) w(x) = inf
τ
Ex

{
∫ τ∧τO

0

(f(Xs)− λ)ds + 1τ<τOv(Xτ )

}

.

Then also Mwαn
converges uniformly to Mw, which means that v(x) = Mw(x) and

therefore w is a solution to (2.16) and w ∈ C(E). Since infx∈U wα(x) = 0 we also
have that infx∈U w(x) = 0.
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Iterating (2.16) we obtain inductively for each positive integer n

w(x) = inf
V n

E
V n

x

{
∫ τO∧τn

0

(f(Ys)− λ)ds+

n
∑

i=1

1τi<τOc(x
i
τi , ξi) + 1τn<τOw(τn, ξn)

}

,(2.23)

where V n denotes impulse strategy consisting of at most n impulses. We restrict
here practically to impulses which at time τi+1 depend only on the behavior of the
controlled process after time τi. 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)

λ = inf
V n

−w(x) + E
V n

x

{

∫ τO∧τn
0 f(Ys)ds+

∑n
i=1 1τi<τOc(x

i
τi , ξi) + 1τn<τOw(ξn)

}

EV n

x {τO ∧ τn}
.

Let for each ε > 0 the strategy V n
ε be an ε optimal in (2.24) i.e.

(2.25)

λ+ ε ≥
−w(x) + E

V n

x

{

∫ τO∧τn
0 f(Ys)ds+

∑n
i=1 1τi<τOc(x

i
τi , ξi) + 1τn<τOw(ξn)

}

EV n

x {τO ∧ τn}
.

Then either
• (i) lim infn→∞ E

V n

ε
x {τO ∧ τn} = ∞ or

• (ii) lim infn→∞ E
V n

ε
x {τO ∧ τn} < ∞.

In the case (i) taking into account that w is bounded we have

(2.26) λ+ ε ≥ lim inf
n→∞

E
V n

ε

x

{

∫ τO∧τn
0 f(Ys)ds+

∑n
i=1 1τi<τOc(x

i
τi , ξi)

}

E
V n
ε

x {τO ∧ τn}
≥ λ.

Let N(0, τ) be the number of impulses in the time interval [0, τ). Then since w
is bounded and c(x, ξ) ≥ c > 0 we can restrict ourselves to stopping times τi and
strategy V n

ε such that for each n

(2.27) λ+ ε ≥ −‖f‖+ −w(x) + cE
V n

ε
x {N(0, τO ∧ τn)}

E
V n
ε

x {τO ∧ τn}

Then in the case (ii) we have that E
V n

ε
x {N(0, τO ∧ τn)} for a suitably chosen subse-

quence nk is bounded and therefore

(2.28) E
V nk

x

{

1τnk
<τOw(ξnk

)
}

→ 0

as k → ∞. Consequently for x̂ such that w(x̂) = 0 we have

(2.29) λ+ ε ≥ lim inf
n→∞

E
V n

ε

x̂

{

∫ τO∧τn
0

f(Ys)ds+
∑n

i=1 1τi<τOc(x
i
τi , ξi)

}

E
V n
ε

x̂ {τO ∧ τn}
≥ λ.

Summarizing (2.26) and (2.29) we obtain (2.15). Since λ is defined in a unique way in
(2.15), any subsequence of λα converges to the same value λ equal to (2.15) therefore
we have convergence of λα to λ as α → 0.
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Remark 2.4. Notice that it may happen that for an optimal impulse strategy we
have E

V
x {τO} = ∞ as we can see in the example below.

Example 2.5. Let E = [0,∞), we have deterministic movement to the right Xt =
x + t, f(x) = (f + x2) ∧ M with M >

√
c, c(x, ξ) = c > 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

√
c and λ = f+ c

3+
√
c+ f√

c
. Controlled

process under this optimal strategy never exits O.

3. Bellman equation. Denote by Om 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 (Xt) has a unique invariant probability measure µ and there

is a continuous solution q to the additive Poisson equation (APE) associated
with f such that for any bounded stopping time τ we have

(3.1) q(x) = Ex

{
∫ τ

0

(f(Xs)− µ(f))ds+ q(Xτ )

}

,

and additionally q is bounded from above by a constant K and (q(Xt)) is
uniformly integrable.

(A.2) for each m the stopped semigroup TOm

t transforms C(E) into itself.
(A.3) for each m for the first exit time τOm

we have supx∈E Ex

{

(τOm
)2
}

< ∞,
(A.4) for each T > 0 we have that Px {τOm

≤ T } converges to 0 uniformly in x from
compact sets, as m → ∞.

Remark 3.1. When there is a bounded on compact subset function K and γ > 0
such that for f ∈ C(E) we have |Ex {f(Xt)} − µ(f)| ≤ ‖f‖K(x)e−γt then by Lemma
2.2 of [21] there is a continuous solution to (APE) and uniform integrability of q(Xt)
corresponds to uniform integrability of K(Xt). Then

zt :=

∫ t

0

(f(Xs)− µ(f))ds+ q(Xt)

is a uniformly integrable martingale. Let Γ = {x : f(x) ≥ µ(f)} be a compact set and
suppose that for each x ∈ E we have Ex {TΓ} < ∞, where TΓ = inf {s ≥ 0 : Xs ∈ Γ}.
Then for x /∈ Γ

(3.2) q(x) = Ex

{

∫ TΓ

0

(f(Xs)− µ(f))ds+ q(XTΓ
)

}

≤ Ex {q(XTΓ
)}

and by continuity q 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

(3.3) λ(m) = inf
x∈U

inf
V

lim inf
T→∞

E
V
x

{

∫ τOm
∧T

0 f(Ys)ds+
∑∞

i=1 1τi<ττOm
∧T

c(xi
τi , ξi)

}

EV
x

{

τOm
∧ T

} ,

(3.4) wm(x) = inf
τ
Ex

{
∫ τOm

∧τ

0

(f(Xs)− λ(m))ds+ 1τ<τOm
Mwm(xτ )

}

.

and infξ∈U wm(ξ) = 0.
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Remark 3.2. There is a usual problem how to understand

inf
τ
Ex

{
∫ τ

0

g(Xs)ds+ h(Xτ )

}

for g, h ∈ C(E). We can consider it as

lim inf
T→∞

Ex

{

∫ τ∧T

0

g(Xs)ds+ h(Xτ∧T )

}

,

which coincides with Ex

{∫ τ

0
g(Xs)ds+ h(Xτ )

}

with random non necessarily bounded
τ , when we assume that Ex {τ} < ∞ 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 τ such that Ex {τ} ≤ M then
infτ Ex

{∫ τ

0 g(Xs)ds+ h(Xτ )
}

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 λ(mk) such

that limλ(mk) = λ < µ(f) we have that

(3.5) λ = inf
V

J
(

x, V
)

and there is a continuous bounded function w such that infξ∈U w(ξ) = 0 and

(3.6) w(x) = inf
τ
Ex

{
∫ τ

0

(f(Xs)− λ)ds +Mw(Xτ )

}

.

Furthermore (3.6) defines an optimal strategy V̂ = (τ̂i, ξ̂i) for J :
τ̂1 = inf {s ≥ 0 : w(Ys) = Mw(Ys)}, τ̂n+1 = τ̂n + τ̂1 ◦ θτ̂n, where θt is a shift

operator corresponding to the controlled process (Yt) and ξ̂n = argminz∈U (c(x
n
τ̂n
, z)+

w(z).

Proof. Let wm be a solution to Bellman equation (3.4) (which exists by The-
orem 2.3). Assume that λ(mk) → λ ≤ µ(f) − a, with a > 0, as k → ∞. Since
Mwmk(x) ≤ ‖c‖+ infz∈U wmk(z) = ‖c‖ and Mwmk(x) ≥ c+ infz∈U wmk (z) = c > 0
as well as |Mwmk(x) −Mwmk(y)| ≤ supξ∈U |c(x, ξ)− c(y, ξ)| the family of functions
(Mwmk) is bounded and uniformly continuous. Therefore there is a further subse-
quence, for simplicity still denoted by mk and a function v ∈ C(E) such Mwmk

converges uniformly on compact subsets to v such that c ≤ v ≤ ‖c‖. By (A.1) and
the fact that Mwm ≥ 0

wm(x) = inf
τ
Ex

{

(τOm
∧ τ)(µ(f) − λ(m))− q(XτOm

∧τ )+

1τ<τOm
Mwm(xτ )

}

+ q(x) ≥ q(x) +

inf
τ
Ex

{

(τOm
∧ τ)(µ(f) − λ(m))− q(XτOm

∧τ )
}

,(3.7)

so that assuming that λm < µ(f), taking into account that wm(x) ≤ Mwm(x) ≤ ‖c‖
and q(·) ≤ K, in infimum in (3.7) we can restrict ourselves to stopping times τ such
that

(3.8) Ex {(τOm
∧ τ)} ≤ ‖c‖ − q(x) +K

µ(f)− λm
.
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Consequently for a sufficiently large k, say k ≥ k0 we see that we can restrict ourselves
in wm to stopping times τ such that

(3.9) Ex

{

τOmk
∧ τ

}

≤ ‖c‖ − q(x) +K

a
.

Let

(3.10) zm(x) = inf
τ
Ex

{
∫ τOm

∧τ

0

(f(Xs)− λ)ds + v(XτOm
∧τ )

}

.

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

(3.11) z(x) = inf
τ
Ex

{
∫ τ

0

(f(Xs)− λ)ds+ v(Xτ )

}

.

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

(3.12) Ex {τ} ≤ ‖c‖ − q(x) +K

a
.

Therefore there is an ǫ-optimal stopping time τ∗ǫ for (3.11) such that for some deter-
ministic T we have τ∗ǫ ≤ T , Px a.s.. Then

0 ≤ zm(x)− z(x) ≤ Ex

{

∫ τOm
∧τ∗

ǫ

0

(f(Xs)− λ)ds+ v(XτOm
∧τ∗

ǫ
)

}

−

Ex

{

∫ τ∗

ǫ

0

(f(Xs)− λ)ds + v(Xτ∗
ǫ
)

}

+ ǫ ≤

Ex {τ∗ǫ − τOm
∧ τ∗ǫ } ‖f − λ‖ + ‖c‖Px {τOm

≤ T }+ ǫ

≤ Px {τOm
≤ T }T ‖f − λ‖+ ‖c‖Px {τOm

≤ T }+ ǫ,(3.13)

which by (A.4) converges to ǫ. Consequently z is of the form (3.11). By Theorem
4.3 we have that z ∈ C(E) and since by Proposition 4.2 functions zm are continuous,
using Dini’s lemma we have that zm converges uniformly on compact subsets to z.
We shall evaluate now the difference between wmk(x) and zmk

(x). Using (A.1) we see
that we can restrict ourselves in zmk

to stopping times τ such that (3.9) is satisfied.
For such stopping times we have for k ≥ k0

|Ex

{
∫ τOm

∧τ

0

(f(Xs)− λ(mk))ds

}

− Ex

{
∫ τOm

∧τ

0

(f(Xs)− λ)ds

}

| ≤

|Ex {(τOm
∧ τ)} |λ(mk) − λ| ≤ ‖c‖ − q(x) +K

a
|λ(mk) − λ|.(3.14)



10  L. STETTNER

For stopping times τ satisfying (3.9) we also have (recall that c ≤ Mw̄mk ≤ ‖c‖)

|Ex

{

1τ<τOmk

Mwmk(Xτ )
}

− Ex

{

v(XτOmk
∧τ )

}

|

≤ Ex

{

1τ≥τOmk

}

‖c‖+

|Ex

{

Mwmk(XτOmk
∧τ )− v(XτOmk

∧τ )
}

| ≤

Ex

{

1τ≥τOmk

1τOmk
≤T

}

‖c‖+ Ex

{

1τ≥τOmk

1τOmk
>T

}

‖c‖+

|Ex

{

1τOmk
∧τ≤T (Mwmk(XτOmk

∧τ )− v(XτOmk
∧τ ))

}

|+

Ex

{

1τOmk
∧τ≥T ‖c‖

}

≤ Ex

{

1τOmk
≤T

}

‖c‖+

Ex

{

1τOmk
∧τ≥T

}

2‖c‖+

|Ex

{

1τOmk
∧τ≤T 1ρ(x,XτOmk

∧τ )≤R(Mwmk(XτOmk
∧τ )−

v(XτOmk
∧τ )

}

)|+ Ex

{

1τOmk
∧τ≤T1ρ(x,XτOmk

∧τ )≥R

}

‖c‖
= bk + ek + gk + hk,(3.15)

where ek ≤ Ex{τOmk
∧τ}‖c‖

T and bk converges to 0 uniformly on compact sets by (A.4).
For x from a compact set K and given ε > 0 and T > 0 one can find by Proposition
2.1 of [19] R > 0 such that

(3.16) sup
x∈K

Px {∃t≤T ρ(x,X(t)) ≥ R} ≤ ε,

where ρ is the metric on E. Therefore for T sufficiently large ek ≤ ǫ for all k and x ∈ K
and for fixed T for large enough k we have that bk ≤ ǫ for x from K. From (3.16) we
have that hk ≤ ε‖c‖. Finally for x ∈ K there is k1 such that for k ≥ k1 on the set
{

τOmk
∧ τ ≤ T

}

∩
{

ρ(x,XτOmk
∧τ ) ≤ R

}

we have |Mwmk(XτOmk
∧τ )−v(XτOmk

∧τ )| ≤
ε. Therefore for x ∈ K and sufficiently large k we can make bk+ek+gk+hk arbitrarily
small.

Summarizing (3.14) and (3.15) we obtain that |wmk(x) − zmk
(x)| converges to

0 uniformly on compact sets. Consequently wmk(x) converges to z(x) uniformly
on compact sets and additionally infξ∈U z(ξ) = 0. Therefore Mwmk

(x) converges
uniformly to Mz(x) = v(x) and

(3.17) z(x) = inf
τ
Ex

{
∫ τ

0

(f(Xs)− λ)ds +Mz(Xτ)

}

,

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

(3.18) w(x) = inf
V n

E
V n

x

{

∫ τn

0

(f(Ys)− λ)ds+
n
∑

i=1

c(xi
τi , ξi) + w(ξn)

}

.

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

(3.19) λ = inf
V n

1

EV n

x {τn}
E
V n

x

{

∫ τn

0

f(Ys)ds+

n
∑

i=1

c(xi
τi , ξi) + w(ξn)

}

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

(3.20) λ ≤ lim inf
n→∞

1

EV
x {τn}

E
V
x

{

∫ τn

0

f(Ys)ds+

n
∑

i=1

c(xi
τi , ξi)

}

,

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

Remark 3.4. Note first that by (A.4) we have that

(3.21) Ex

{

τOm

}

→ ∞

as m → ∞. In fact, Ex

{

τOm

}

≥ TPx {τOm
≥ T }. Letting m → ∞, using (A.4) we

obtain lim infm→∞ Ex

{

τOm

}

≥ T for any T > 0 form which (3.21) follows. Then for

no impulse strategy we have using (A.1)

(3.22)
Ex

{

∫ τOm

0 f(Xs)ds
}

Ex

{

τOm

} =
q(x)− Ex

{

q(XτOm
)
}

Ex

{

τOm

} + µ(f).

Letting m → ∞, taking into account that q is bounded from above we obtain

(3.23) lim inf
m→∞

Ex

{

∫ τOm

0
f(Xs)ds

}

Ex

{

τOm

} ≥ µ(f)

When q is bounded we have equality in (3.23) and in Theorem 3.3 we can write
limm→∞ λm = λ ≤ µ(f), and when λ < µ(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

(3.24) λ ≤ lim inf
T→∞

1

T
E
V
x

{

∫ T

0

f(Ys)ds+

∞
∑

i=1

1τi≤T c(x
i
τi , ξi)

}

.

If for the strategy V̂ defined in Theorem 3.3 we have that limT→∞
1
T E

V̂
x {w(YT )} = 0

then

(3.25) λ = inf
V

Ĵ(x, V ) = Ĵ(x, V̂ ).

Proof. Iterating (3.6) for any T > 0 we have

(3.26) w(x) ≤ E
V
x

{

∫ τn∧T

0

(f(Ys)− λ)ds +

n
∑

i=1

1τi≤T c(x
i
τi , ξi) + w(τn ∧ YT )

}
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with equality for the strategy V̂ . 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

(3.27) w(x) ≤ E
V
x

{

∫ T

0

(f(Ys)− λ)ds +

∞
∑

i=1

1τi≤T c(x
i
τi , ξi) + w(YT )

}

with equality for the strategy V̂ . Then since w(YT ) ≤ ‖c‖ we have

λ ≤ lim inf
T→∞

1

T
E
V
x

{

∫ T

0

f(Ys)ds+

∞
∑

i=1

1τi≤T c(x
i
τi , ξi) + w(YT )

}

≤ lim inf
T→∞

1

T
E
V
x

{

∫ T

0

f(Ys)ds+

∞
∑

i=1

1τi≤T c(x
i
τi , ξi)

}

(3.28)

and (3.24) follows. For the strategy V̂ when limT→∞
1
T E

V̂
x {w(YT )} = 0 we obtain

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

Corollary 3.6. Under the assumptions of Theorem 3.3 assuming additionally

that the set G = {x : f(x) ≤ λ} 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

(3.29) w(x) = inf
τ
Ex

{

∫ τ∧TG

0

(f(Xs)− λ)ds+ 1τ<TG
Mw(Xτ ) + 1TG≤τw(XTG

)

}

.

Then since Mw(x) ≥ c > 0

(3.30) w(x) ≥ c+ inf
τ
Ex {1TG≤τw(XTG

)} ,

which is bounded from below by continuity of w and compactness of G. Since w ≤ ‖c‖
function w is bounded.

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(E), G ≥ H and α > 0. Under the

assumptions that TtC0(E) ⊂ C0(E), TO
t C(E) ⊂ C(E) we have that

wα(x) := inf
τ
Ex

{
∫ τ∧τO

0

e−αsf(Xs)ds+ 1τ<τOe
−ατG(Xτ )+

1τ≥τOe
−ατOH(XτO )

}

(4.1)

is continuous and bounded and an optimal stopping time τ∗α is given by the formula

(4.2) τ∗α = inf {s ≥ 0 : wα(Xs) ≥ G(Xs) or Xs /∈ O} .

For an undiscounted case we have

Proposition 4.2. Under the assumptions of Theorem 4.1 and supx∈E Ex

{

(τO)2
}

<
∞ we have that wα converges uniformly to w, as α → 0, where

(4.3) w(x) := inf
τ
Ex

{
∫ τ∧τO

0

f(Xs)ds+ 1τ<τOG(Xτ ) + 1τ≥τOH(XτO )

}
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is continuous bounded and an optimal stopping time τ∗ is given by the formula

(4.4) τ∗ = inf {s ≥ 0 : w(Xs) ≥ G(Xs) or Xs /∈ O} .

Proof. Since 1− e−αs ≤ αs, we have

|w(x) − wα(x)| ≤ Ex

{
∫ τO

0

(1− e−αs)‖f‖ds+ (1− e−ατO )(‖G‖ ∨ ‖H‖) ≤
α

2
Ex

{

(τO)
2
}

‖f‖+ αEx {τO} (‖G‖ ∨ ‖H‖)
}

(4.5)

from which the convergence and continuity of w follows. To show optimality of τ∗

recall so called penalty equation corresponding to wα, see (4) of [20]:
(4.6)

wβ
α(x) = Ex

{
∫ τO

0

e−αs
(

f(Xs) + β(wβ
α(Xs)−G(Xs))

+
)

ds+ e−ατOH(XτO )

}

.

By Lemma 2.2 of [20] such function wβ
α exists and by Proposition 2.9 of [20] it decreases

to wα. For any stopping time τ we can write

wβ
α(x) = Ex

{
∫ τO∧τ

0

e−αs
(

f(Xs) + β(wβ
α(Xs)−G(Xs))

+
)

ds+ 1τ<τOe
−ατwβ

α(Xτ )+

1τO≤τe
−ατOH(XτO)

}

.(4.7)

By Theorem 4.3 we know that

(4.8) τ∗α = inf {s ≥ 0 : wα(Xs) ≥ G(Xs) or Xs /∈ O}

is an optimal time for wα. Let τ ǫ = inf {s ≥ 0 : w(Xs) + ǫ ≥ G(Xs) or Xs /∈ O}.
When ‖wα −w‖ ≤ ǫ we have that whenever wα(Xs) ≥ G(Xs) then also w(Xs) + ǫ ≥
G(Xs) which means that τ ǫ ≤ τ∗α. Consequently from (4.7) we obtain
(4.9)

wβ
α(x) = Ex

{

∫ τO∧τǫ

0

e−αsf(Xs)ds+ 1τǫ<τOe
−ατǫ

wβ
α(Xτǫ) + 1τO≤τǫe−ατOH(XτO )

}

.

Letting in the last equation β → ∞ and then α → 0 we finally obtain

(4.10) w(x) = Ex

{

∫ τO∧τǫ

0

f(Xs)ds+ 1τǫ<τOw(Xτǫ) + 1τO≤τǫH(XτO )

}

.

It remains now to notice that τ ǫ with ǫ → 0 form an increasing sequence of stopping
times which by quasileftcontinuity of (Xs) (see Theorem 3.13 of [11]) converges to τ∗

and therefore by continuity of w we obtain

(4.11) w(x) = Ex

{

∫ τO∧τ∗

0

f(Xs)ds+ 1τ∗<τOw(Xτ∗) + 1τO≤τ∗H(XτO )

}

.

completing this way the proof of optimality of τ∗.

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

(4.12) z(x) := inf
τ
Ex

{
∫ τ

0

f(Xs)ds+ w(Xτ )

}

is continuous and an optimal stopping time τ∗ is of the form

(4.13) τ∗ = inf {s ≥ 0 : z(Xs) ≥ w(Xs)} .

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

tion

(4.14) z(x) = inf
τ
Ex

{
∫ τ∧σ

0

f(Xs)ds+ 1τ<σw(Xτ ) + 1σ≤τz(Xσ)

}

.

Proof. By (A.1) we can write

(4.15) z(x) = q(x) + inf
τ
Ex {µ(f)τ + w(Xτ )− q(Xτ )} .

Since q(x) ≤ K for x ∈ E, to show continuity of z it suffices to prove continuity of
the function

(4.16) v(x) = inf
τ
Ex {µ(f)τ + g(Xτ )} ,

where g(x) = −q(x) + K + w(x) + ‖w‖ ≥ 0. To show continuity of v we consider
discrete time problem

(4.17) vδ(x) = inf
τ∈Tδ

Ex {µ(f)τ + g(Xτ )} ,

where Tδ is a family of stopping times taking values in {0, δ, . . . , nδ, . . .}. Consider
Bellman equation corresponding to (4.17). We are looking for a function r such that

(4.18) r(x) = (µ(f)δ + Pδr(x)) ∧ g(x) := Tδr(x).

Notice that by (A.1) function q is continuous and for each n also Pn
δ q is continuous.

Consider two sequences (rn), (r̄n) of functions approximating solutions to (4.18) de-
fined as follows r1(x) = Tδ(0)(x), r2(x) = Tδr1(x), r̄1(x) = Tδg(x), r̄2(x) = Tδ r̄1(x)
and inductively rn+1(x) = Tδrn(x) and r̄n+1(x) = Tδ r̄n(x) for positive integer n.
Now, r1(x) ≥ 0 and r̄1(x) ≤ g(x) and by monotonicity of Tδ, we have rn+1(x) ≥ rn(x)
and r̄n+1(x) ≤ Tδ r̄n(x) so that rn(x) is a nondecreasing sequence while r̄n(x) is
a nonincreasing sequence of continuous functions. Let r(x) = limn→∞ rn(x) and
r̄(x) = limn→∞ r̄n(x). Clearly r is lower semicontinuous while r̄ is upper semicontin-
uous. Moreover one can show that

(4.19) rn(x) = inf
τ∈Tδ

Ex {µ(f)(τ ∧ nδ) + 1τ<nδg(Xτ )}

and

(4.20) r̄n(x) = inf
τ∈Tδ

Ex {µ(f)(τ ∧ nδ) + g(Xτ∧nδ)} .

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

(4.21) Ex {τ ∧ nδ} ≤ g(x)

µ(f)
,
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so that letting n → ∞, by Fatou lemma we have

(4.22) Ex {τ} ≤ g(x)

µ(f)
.

Therefore choosing ε-optimal stopping times for rn satisfying (4.22) we have

(4.23) 0 ≤ r̄n(x) − rn(x) ≤ ε+ Ex {1τ≥nδg(Xnδ)}

and since by (4.22) Px {τ ≥ nδ} ≤ g(x)
µ(f)nδ using uniform integrability of q(Xnδ) and

therefore also of g(Xnδ) we obtain that r(x) = r̄(x) is continuous and coincides with
vδ(x). Let now τ a ε-optimal stopping time for v(x). We can restrict ourselves to
stopping time τ such that (4.22) is satisfied. Let

τδ = inf {(n+ 1)δ : nδ < τ ≤ (n+ 1)δ, n = 0, 1, . . .} and τδ = 0, whenever τ = 0.
Then

0 ≤ vδ(x)− v(x) ≤ ε+ µ(f)δ +

Ex {w(Xτδ )− w(Xτ ) + q(Xτ )− q(Xτδ)} ≤
ε+ (µ(f) + 2‖f‖)δ + Ex {1τ≤T (w(Xτδ )− w(Xτ )) + 1τ>T2‖w‖}(4.24)

since by the definition of q we have that Ex {q(Xτ )− q(Xτδ )} ≤ δ2‖f‖. For x from
a compact set K and given ε > 0 one can find by Proposition 2.1 of [19] R > 0 such
that (see also (3.16))

(4.25) sup
x∈K

Px {∃t≤T ρ(x,X(t)) ≥ R} ≤ ε,

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

(4.26) sup
x∈B(K,R)

Px {∃t≤κ ρ(x,X(t)) ≥ γ} ≤ ε.

With the use of (4.25) and (4.26) we can evaluate for δ ≤ κ

|Ex {1τ≤T (w(Xτδ )− w(Xτ ))} | ≤
|Ex

{

1τ≤T1Xτ∈B(K,R)(w(Xτδ )− w(Xτ ))
}

|+ 2‖w‖ε ≤
|Ex

{

1τ≤T1Xτ∈B(K,R)1ρ(Xτ ,Xτδ
)≤γ(w(Xτδ )− w(Xτ ))

}

|+ 4‖w‖ε.(4.27)

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

(4.28) |Ex

{

1τ≤T1Xτ∈B(K,R)1ρ(Xτ ,Xτδ
)≤γ(w(Xτδ )− w(Xτ ))

}

| ≤ ε.

Summarizing (4.24), (4.27) and (4.28) taking also into account (4.22) we finally obtain

(4.29) 0 ≤ vδ(x) − v(x) ≤ ε+ (µ(f) + 2‖f‖)δ + 4‖w‖ε+ ε+ 2‖w‖ g(x)

µ(f)T
,

so that vδ(x) → v(x), as δ → 0, uniformly in x 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.
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Consider a finite horizon stopping problem

(4.30) zT (x) := inf
τ
Ex

{

∫ τ∧T

0

f(Xs)ds+ w(Xτ∧T )

}

.

By Corollary 1 of [28] we have that zT ∈ C(E) and therefore an optimal stopping τT
time is of the form

(4.31) τT = inf {s ≥ 0 : zT−s(Xs) ≥ w(Xs)} .

Clearly zT (x) is decreasing to z(x), as T → ∞ and since both functions are continuous,
by Dini’s lemma we have convergence uniform on compact sets. Stopping times τT
are increasing in T and τT ≤ τ∗. We know that we can restrict ourselves in (4.12) to
stopping times τ such that

(4.32) Ex {τ} ≤ ‖w‖ − q(x) +K

µ(f)
.

Clearly τ∗ also satisfies (4.32). Furthermore τT → τ∗ as T → ∞. Then we have,
using quasilefcontinuity of (Xt) (see Theorem 3.13 of [11]) and (4.32)

(4.33) zT (x) = Ex

{
∫ τT

0

f(Xs)ds+ w(XτT )

}

→ Ex

{

∫ τ∗

0

f(Xs)ds+ w(Xτ∗)

}

as T → ∞, which means that τ∗ is an optimal stopping time for z.
It remains to show (4.14). Notice first that by (4.18) mδ(nδ) = µ(f)nδ+ vδ(Xnδ)

is a submartingale and letting δ → 0 also m̂(t) = µ(f)t + v(t) is a right continuous

submartingale. Consequently also m(t) =
∫ t

0 f(Xs)ds + z(Xt) is a right continuous
submartingale. Therefore for any bounded stopping time τ and stopping time σ we
have Ex {m(τ)|Fτ∧σ} ≥ m(τ ∧ σ) and

∫ τ∧σ

0

f(Xs)ds+ z(Xτ∧σ) ≤ Ex

{
∫ τ

0

f(Xs)ds+ z(Xτ )|Fτ∧σ

}

≤

Ex

{
∫ τ

0

f(Xs)ds+ 1τ<σz(Xτ ) + 1σ≤τw(Xτ )|Fτ∧σ

}

(4.34)

Subtracting from both sides of 1τ<σz(Xτ) and then adding to both sides 1τ<σw(Xτ )
we obtain that
(4.35)

Ex

{
∫ τ

0

f(Xs)ds+ w(Xτ )

}

≥ Ex

{
∫ τ∧σ

0

f(Xs)ds+ 1τ<σw(Xτ ) + 1σ≤τz(Xσ)

}

.

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

(4.36) z(x) ≥ inf
τ
Ex

{
∫ τ∧σ

0

f(Xs)ds+ 1τ<σw(Xτ ) + 1σ≤τz(Xσ)

}

for any stopping time σ. The inverse inequality is rather obvious so that we finally
obtain (4.14).
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Dauphine, 1978. Available at https://tel.archives-ouvertes.fr/tel-00735779.
[24] M. Robin, On some impulse control problems with long run average cost, SIAM J. Control

Optim., 19 (1981), pp. 333–358.
[25] M. Robin, Long-term average control problems for continuous time Markov Processes: A

survey, Acta Appl. Math. 1 (1983), pp. 281–299.
[26]  L. Stettner, On Impulsive Control with Long Run Average Cost Criterion, Studia Math. 76

(1983), pp. 279–298.
[27]  L. Stettner, On ergodic impulse control problems, Stochastics, 18 (1986), pp. 49–72.
[28]  L. Stettner, Penalty method for finite horizon stopping problems, SIAM J. Control Optim.,

49 (2011), pp. 1078–1999.
[29] Y. Willassen, The stochastic rotation problem: A generalization of Faustmann’s formula to

stochastic forest growth, J. Econom. Dynam. Control, 22 (1998), pp. 573–596.

https://tel.archives-ouvertes.fr/tel-00735779

	1 Introduction
	2 Stopped impulse control problems
	3 Bellman equation
	4 Appendix
	References

